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PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES 


OF 


THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 


: AT THE SECOND SESSION OF THE TWELFTH CONGRESS, BEGUN AT THE CITY OF 
WASHINGTON, MONDAY, NOVEMBER 2, 1812. 


Monpay, November 2, 1812. 


The second session of the twelfth Congress 
commenced-this day at the City of Washington, 
conformably to the act passed at the last session, 
entitled “An act fixing the time for the next meet- 
ing of Congress;" and the Senate assembled in 
their Chamber. ` 


PRESENT. 


Nicuoras GILMAN and Cuarces Corts, from 
New Hampshire. 

Josera B. Varnom, from Massachusetts. 

Cuauncry Goopniog, from Connecticut. 

Jeremian B. Howe t, from Rhode Island. 

JonaTHAN Ropinson, from Vermont. - 

Jonn LAMBERT, from New Jersey. 

MicnBazErL Lis, from Pennsylvania. 

Ovrersaipce Horsey, from Delaware. 

SAMUEL Smirn, from Maryland. 

Jesse FRANKLIN and James Turner, from 
North Carolina. 

Joun GAILLARD, from South Carolina. 

Wixitam H. Crawrorp and CnanrEs Tait, 
from Georgia. 

GzonaE W. CAMPBELL, from Tennessee. 

THomas WonTRINGTONand ALEXANDER CAMP- 
BELL, from Ohio. ; 

There being no quorum, the Senate adjourned 
till to-morrow. 


Turspay, November 3. 


ANDREW Grace, from the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, and Jonn TAvLon, from the State of South 
Carolina, severally attended. 

WiLLiAM H. Crawrorp, President pro tempore, 
resumed the Chair. 

Ordered, That the Secretary acquaint the 
House of Representatives that a quorum of the 
Senate is assembled and ready to proceed to 
business. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that a quorum of the House 
is assembled and ready to proceed to business. 
The House have appointed a committee on their 
part, jointly, with such committee as may be 


appointed on the part of the Senate, to wait on 


the President of the United States and notify 
him that a quorum of the two Houses is assem- 


| bled and ready to receive any communication 


that he may be pleased to make to them. 

The Senate concurred in the appointment of 
a joint committee on their part, agreeably to the 
resolution last mentioned ; and Messrs. GAILLARD, 
and Smits, of Maryland, were appointed the com- 
mittee. 

A committee was appointed, agreeably to the 
42d rule for conducting business in the Senate. 
Messrs LEIB, FRANKLIN, and GREGG, are the 
committee. . 
^ Resolved, That each Senator be supplied, dur- 
ing the present session, with three such newspa- 
pers printed in any of the States as he may choose, 
provided that the same be furnished at the usual 
rate for the annual charge of such papers: and 
provided, also, that if any Senator shall choose 
to take any newspapers other than daily papers, 
he shall be supplied with as many such papers as 
shall not exceed the price of three daily papers. 

Mr. GAILLARD reported, from the joint com- 
mittee, that they had waited on the President of 
the United States, and that the President informed 
the committee that he would make a communi- 
cation to the two Houses at twelve o'clock to- 
morrow. 


Wepnespay, November 4. 

Oranian German, from the State of New 
York, took his seat in the Senate. 

On motion, by Mr. Leis, a committee of three 
members were appointed, who, with three members 
of the House of Representatives, to be appointed 
by the said House, shall have the direction of the 
money appropriated to the purchase of books and 
maps for the use of the two Houses of Congress ; 
and Messrs. LEIB, Tarr, and CAMPBELL, of Ten- 
nessee, were appointed the committee on the part 
of the Senate. 

Mr. Worruineron submitted the following 
motion for consideration: 

Resolved, That Mountjoy Bayly, Doorkeeper and 
Sergeant-at-Arms to the Senate, be, and he is hereby, 
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. authorized to employ one assistant and two horses, 
the purpose of performing such duties as are usually 
required by the Doorkeeper of the Senate; 
the sum of twenty-eight dollars be allowed. him weekly 
for that purpose, to commence with and remain during 
the present session, and for twenty days thereafter. 


Mr.. German submitted the following motion 
for consideration: 

Resolved, That two Chaplains, of different denomi- 
nations, be appointed to Congress during the present 
session, one by each House, who shall. interchange 
weekly. g 

On motion, by Mr. GnEac, a committee was ap- 
pone agreeably to the 22d rule, for conducting 
‘business in the Senate; and Messrs. ROBINSON, 
HowzLL, and Grace, were appointed the com- 
mittee. 


PRESIDENT'S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT or THE UNITED STATES : 


Fellow-citizens of the Senate 
and House of Representatives : 

On our present meeting, it is my first duty to invite 
your attention to the providential favors which our 
country has experienced, in the unusual degree of 
health dispensed to its inhabitants, and in the rich 
abundance with which the earth has rewarded the la- 
bors bestowed on it. In the successful cultivation of 
other branches of industry, and in the progress of gen- 
eral improvement favorable to the national prosperity, 
there is just occasion, also, for our mutual congratula- 
tions and thankfulness. 

With these blessings are necessarily mingled tho 
pressures and vicissitudes incident to the state of war, 
into which the United States have been forced by the 
perseverance of a foroign Power in its system of in- 
justice and aggression. 

Previous to its declaration, it was deemed proper, as 
a measure of precaution und forecast, that a consider- 
able force should be placed in the Michigan Territory, 
with a general view to its security, and, in the event 
of war, to such operations in the uppermost Canada 
as would intercept the hostile influence of Great Brit- 
ain over the savages, obtain the command of the Lake 
on which that part of Canada borders, and maintain 
co-operating relations with such forces as might be 
most conveniently employed against other parts. Brig- 
adier General Hull was charged with this provisional 
service ; having under his command a body of troops 
composed of regulars and volunicers from the State of 
Ohio, Having reached his destination after his know- 
ledge of the war, and possessing discretionary authority 
to act offensively, he passed into the neighboring ter- 
ritory of the enemy, with a prospect of casy and vic- 
torious progress. ‘Phe expedition, nevertheless, termi- 
nated unfortunately, not only in a retreat to the town 
and fort of Detroit, but in the surrender of both, and 
of the gallant corps commanded hy that officer. The 
causes of this painful reverse will be investigated by a 
military tribunal. 

A distinguishing featare in the operations which 
preceded and followed this adverse event, is the use made 
by the enemy of the merciless savages under their in- 
fluence. Whilst the benevolent policy of the United 
States invariably recommended peace and promoted 
civilization among that wretched portion of the hu- 
man race; and was making exertions to dissuade 


for | them from taking either side in the war, the ene- 


my has not scrupled to call to his aid their ruth- 


and that | less ferocity, armed with the horrors of those instru- 


ments of- carnage and torture which are known to 
spare neither age nor sex. In this outrage against the 
laws of honorable war, and against the feelings sacred 
to humanity, the British commanders cannot resort to 
a plea of retaliation ; for it is committed in the face of 
our example. They cannot mitigate it, by calling it a 
self-defence against men in arms ; for it embraces the 
most shocking butcheries. of. defenceless families. Nor 
can. it be pretended that they are not answerable for 
the ‘atrocities perpetrated; since the savages are em- 
ployed with a knowledge, and even with menaces, that 
their fury could not be.controlled. Such is the spec- 
tacle which the.deputed authorities of & nation, boast- 
ing its religion and morality, have not been restrained 
from presenting to an enlightened age. 


The misfortune at Detroit was not, however, with- 
out a consoling effect. It was followed by signal proofs 
that the national spirit rises according to the pressure 
on it. The loss of an important post, and of the brave 
men surrendered with it, inspired everywhere new 
ardor and determination. In the States and districts 
least remote, it was no sooner known, than every citi- 
zen was ready to fly with his arms, at once, to protect 
his brethren against the blood-thirsty savages let loose 
by the enemy on an extensive frontier, and to convert 
a partial calamity into a source of invigorated efforts. 
This patriotic zeal, which it was necessary rather to 
limit than excite, has embodied an ample force from 
the States of Kentucky and Ohio, and from parts of 
Pennsylvania and Virginia. It is placed, with the. 
addition of a few regulars, under the command of Brig- 
adier General Harrison, who possesses the entire con- 
fidence of his fellow-soldiers, among whom are citizens, 
some of them volunteers in the ranks, not less distin- 
guished by their political stations, than by their per- 
sonal merits. The greater portion of this force is pro- 
ceeding on its destination, towards the Michigan 'l'er- 
ritory, having succeeded in relieving an important 
frontier post, and, in several incidental operations 
egainst hostile tribes of savages, rendered indispensable 
by the subserviency into which they had been seduced 
by the enemy ; a seduction the more cruel, as it could 
not fail to impose a necessity of precautionary severi- 
ties against those who yielded to it. 


Ata recent date, an attack was made on a post of 
the enemy near Niagara, by a detachment of the regu- 
lar and other forces, under the command of Major 
General Van Rensselaer, of the militia of the State of 
New York. The attack, it appears, was ordered in 
compliance with the ardor of the troops, who executed 
it with distinguished gallantry, and were, for a time, 
victorious; but not receiving the expected support, 
they were compelled to yield to reinforcements of Brit- 
ish regulars and savages. Our loss has been consider- 
able, and is deeply to be lamented. That of the enemy, 
less ascertained, will be the more felt, as it includes, 
among the killed, the Commanding General, who was 
also Governor of the Province; and was sustained by 
veteran trocps, from inexperienced soldiers, who must 
daily improve in the duties of the field. 

Our expectation of gaining the command of the 
Lakes, by the invasion of Canada from Detroit, hav- 
ing been disappointed, measures were instantly taken 
to provide, on them, a naval force superior to that 
of the enemy. From the talents and activity of the 
officer charged with this object, everything that can be 
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done may be expected. Should the present season not 
admit of complete success, the progress made will in- 
sure, for the next, a.naval ‘ascendency, where it is es- 
sential to our permanent peace with, arid control over, 
the savages. 


Among the incidents to the measures of the war, I 
am constrained to advert to the refusal of the Govern- 
ors of Massachusetts and'Connectieut to furnish the 
zequired detachments of inilitia towards the defence of 
the maritime frontier, The refusal was founded on a’ 
novel and unfortunate exposition of the provisions of 
the Constitution, relating to the militia. The corre- 
spondences which will be before you, contain the 
requisite information on the subject. It is obvious 
that, if the authority of the United States to call into 
service and command the militia for the public defence, 
can be thus frustrated, even in a state of declared war, 
and, of course, under apprehensions of invasion pre- 
ceding war, they are not ome nation for the purpose most 
of all requiring it; and that the public safety may have 
no other resource, than in those large and permanent 
military establishments which are forbidden by the 

‘principles of our free Government, and against the 
necessity of which the militia were meant to be a Con- 
stitütional bulwark. - c ` 

On the coasts, and on the ocean, the war has been 
as successful as circumstances inseparable from its 
early stages could promise. Our public ships and pri- 
vate cruisers, by their activity, and, where there: was 
océasion, by their intrepidity, have made the enemy 
sensible of the difference between a reciprecity of cap- 
tures, and the long confinement.of them to their side. 
Our trade, with little exception, has safely reached our. 
ports; having been much favored in it by the course 
pursued by a'squadron of.our frigates, under the com- 
mand of Commodore Rodgers. And in the instance 
in which skill and bravery were more particularly 
tried with those of the enemy, the American flag had 
an auspicious triumph.  'lhe frigate Constitution, 
commanded by Captain Hull, after a close and short 
engagement, completely disabled and captured a Brit- 
ish frigate; gaining for that officer, and all on board, 
a praise which cannot be too liberally bestowed; not 
merely for the victory actually achieved, but for that 
prompt and cool exertion of commanding talents, 
which, giving to courage its highest character, and to 
the force applied its full effect, proved that more could 
have been done in a contest requiring more. 

Anxious to abridge the evils from which a state of 
‘war cannot be exempt, I lost no time, after it was de- 
clared, in conveying to the British Government the 
terms on which its progress might be arrested, without 
awaiting the delays of a formal and final pacification ; 
and our Chargé d’ Affaires at London was, at the same 
time, authorized to agree to an armistice founded upon i 
them. These terms required that the Orders in Coun- | 
cil should be repealed as they affected the United | 
States, without a revival of blockades violating ac- | 
knowledged rules; and that there should be an imme- 
diate discharge of American seamen from British ships, 
and a stop to impressment from American ships, with 
an understanding that an exclusion of the seamen of 
each nation from the ships of the other should be stipu- 
lated; and that the armistice should be improved into į 
a definitive and comprehensive adjustment of depend- | 
ing controversies. Although a repeal of the Orders | 
susceptible of explanations meeting the views of this 
‘Government had taken place before this pacific ad- 
vance was communicated to that of Great Britain, the 


advance was declined, from an avowed repugnance to 
a suspension of the practice of impressments during 
the. armistice, and without any intimation that the ar- 
rangement proposed, with respect to seamen, would 
be accepted. Whether the subsequent communica- 
tions from this Government, affording an occasion for 
reconsidering the subject, on the part of Great Britain, 
will be viewed:in a more favorable light, or received in 
amore accommodating spirit, remains to be known. 
It. would be unwise to relax.our measures, in any.re- 
spect, on a presumption of such a result. 


The documents from the Department-of State, which 
relate to this subject, will give a view also of the prop- 
ositions for an armistice, which have been received 
here, one of them from the authorities at Halifax and 
in Canada, the other from the British Government 
itself, through Admiral Warren; and of the grounds 
on which neither of them could be accepted. 

Our affairs with France retain the posture which 
they held “at my last communications to you. Not- 
withstanding the authorized expectations of an early 
as well as favorable issue to the discussions on foot, 
these have been procrastinated to the latest date. The 
only intervening occurrence meriting attention, is the 
promulgation of a French decree purporting to be a 
definitive repeal of the Berlin and Milan decrees. This 
proceeding, although made the ground of the repeal of 
the British Orders in Council, is rendered, by the time 
and manner of it, liable to many objections. 

The final communications from our special Minister 
to Denmark, afford further proofs of the good effects of 
his mission, and of the amicable disposition of the Da- 
nish Government. From Russia, we have the satis- 
faction to receive assurances of continued friendship, 
and that it will not be affected by the rupture between 
the United States and Great Britain. Sweden ‘also 
professes sentiments favorable to the subsisting har- 
mony. 

With the Barbary Powers, excepting that of Algiers, 
our affairs remain on the ordinary footing. The Con- 
sul General, residing with that Regency, has suddenly, 
and without cause, been banished, together with all 
the American citizens found there. Whether this was 
the transitory effect of capricious despotism, or the 
first act of predetermined hostility, is not ascertained. 
Precautions were taken by the Consul on the latter 
supposition. 

The Indian tribes, not under foreign instigations, 
remain at peace, and receive the civilizing attentions 


which have proved so beneficial to them. 


With a view to that vigorous prosecution of the war, 
to which our national faculties are adequate, the atten- 
tion of Congress will be particularly drawn to the in- 
sufficiency of existing provisions for filling up the Mil- 
itary Establishment. Such is the happy condition of 
our country, arising from the facility of subsistence and 
the high wages for every species of occupation, that, 
notwithstanding the augmented inducements provided 
at the last session, a partial success only has attended 
the recruiting service. The deficiency has been ne- 
cessarily supplied during the campaign by other than 
regular troops, with all the inconveniences and expense 
incident to them. The remedy lies in establishing, 
more favorably for the private soldier, the proportion 
between his recompense and the term of his enlist- 
ment. And it is a subject which cannot too soon or 
too seriously be taken into consideration. 

The same insufficiency has been experienced in the 
provisions for volunteers made -by an act of the last 
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session. The recompense for the service required in 


this case is still less attractive than in the other And 
although patriotism alone has sent into the field some 
valuable corps of that description, those alone who can | 
afford the sacrifice can be reasonably expected to yield 

to that impulse. i 

It will merit consideration, also, whether, as aux- | 
iliary to the security of our frontiers, corps may not be 
advantageously organized, with a restriction of their 
services to particular districts convenient to them. | 
And whether the local-and occasional services of ma- 
riners and others in the seaport towns, under a similar 
organization, would not be.a provident addition to the 
means of their defence. ; : 

I recommend a provision for an increase of the gen- 
eral officers of the Army, the deficiency of which has 
been illustrated. by the number and distance of sepa- 
rate commands, which the course of the war and the 
advantage of the service have required. 

And I. cannot press too strongly on the earliest at- 
tention of the Legislature, the importance of the reor- 
ganization of the. staff establishment, with a view to 
render more distinct and definite the relations and re- 
sponsibilities of its several departments. That there 
js room for improvements which will materially pró- 
mote both economy and success, in what appertains to 
the Army and the war, is equally inculcated by the 
examples of other countries, and by the experience of 


A revision of the militia laws for the purpose of ren- 
dering them more systematic, and better adapting them 
io the emergencies of the war, is, at this time, particu- 
larly desirable. 

Óf the additional ships authorized to be fitted for 
service, two will he shortly ready to sail; a third is un- 
der repair, and delay will be avoided in the repair of 
the residue. Ofthe appropriations for the purchase of 
materials for ship building, the greater part has been 
applied to that object, and the purchase will be con- 
tinued with the balance. 

The enterprising spirit which has characterized our 
naval force, and its success, both in restraining insults 
arid depredations on ovr coasts, and in reprisals on the 
enemy, will not fail to recommend an enlargement 
of it. 

There being reason to believe that the act prohibit- 
ing the acceptance of British licenses is not a sufficient 
guard against the use of them for purposes favorable 
to the interests and views of the enemy, further pro- 
visions on that subject are highly important. Noris 
it less so, that penal enactments should be provided 
for cases of corrupt and perfidious intercourse with the 
enemy, not amounting to treason, nor yct embraced 
by any statutary provisions. 

A considerable number of American vessels which 
were in England when the revocation of the Orders in 
Council took place, were laden with British manufac- 
tures, under an erroneous impression that the non- 
importation act would immediately cease to operate, 
and have arrived in the United States. It did not ap- 
pear proper to exercise, on unforeseen cases of such 
magnitude, the ordinary powers vested in the Treasury 
Department to mitigate forfeitures, without previously 
affording to Congress an opportunity of making on the 
subject such provisions as they may think proper. In 
their decision, they will doubtless equally consult what 
is due to equitable considerations and to the public 
interest. 

The receipts into the Treasury during the year end- 
ing on the 30th of September last, have exceeded six- 


teen millions.and a. half. of dollars; which have beer: . 
sufficient to defray all the demands on the Treasury to 
that day, including a necessary reimbursement of near. . 
three millions of the principal of.the public debt. In - 
these receipts is included a sum of near five millions 
eight hundred and fifty thousand dollars, received on 
account.of the loans‘authorized by the acts of the last. 
session: the whole sum actually obtained on loan 
amounts to eleven’ millions of dollars, the residue of 
which, being teceivable subsequent to the 30th of Sep-: 
tember last, will, together with the current revenue, 
enable us to defray. all the expenses of this year; — .. > 

The duties on the late unexpected importations of.. ` 
British manufactures will render the revenue of the 
ensuing year more productive than. could have been: 
anticipated. . . Sh ae e EA 

The situation of our country, fellow-citizens, is not. 
without its difficulties ; though it abounds in animating. 
considerations, of which the view. here-presented of our. 
pecuniary resources is an example. With more than - 
one nation we have serious and unsettled controver- 
sies; and with one, powerful in the means and habits. 
of war, we are at war. The spirit and strength of the: 
nation are nevertheless equal to the. support of all its; 
rights, and to carry it through all its trials. They can. 
be met in that confidence. Above all, we have the in- 
estimable consolation of knowing that the war in which 
we are actually engaged, is a war neither of ambition . 
nor of vain glory; that it is waged, not in violation of 
the rights of others, but in the maintenance of our 
own; that it was preceded by a patience without ex- 
ample, under wrongs accumulating without end: and 
that is was finally not declared until every hope of' 
averting it was extinguished, by the transfer of the . 
British sceptre into new hands clinging to former 
councils; and until declarations were reiterated to 
the last hour, through the British Envoy here, that the . 
hostile edicts against our commercial rights and our ` 
maritime independence would not be revoked; nay, 
that they could not be revoked without violating the 
obligations of Great Britain to other Powers, as well 
as to her own interests. To have shrunk, under such 
circumstances, from manly resistance, would have been 
2 degradation blasting our best and proudest hopes ; it 
would have struck us from the high rank where the 
virtuous struggles'of our fathers had placed us, and 
have betrayed the magnificent legacy which we hold 
in trust for future generations. It would have ac- 
knowledged, that, on the element which forms three- ° 
fourths of the globe we ‘inhabit, and where. all inde- 
pendent nations have equal and common rights, the: 
American people were not an independent people, but 
colonists and vassals. It was at this moment, and 
with such an alternative, that war was chosen. The 
nation felt the necessity of it, and called for it. The 
appeal was accordingly made, in a just cause, to the 
just and all powerful Being who holds in his hand the, 
chain of events, and the destiny of nations: `, It remains. 
only, that, faithful to ourselves, entangled in ‘no con- 
nexions with the views of other Powers, and ever ready : 
to accept péace from the hand of justice, we prosecute ` 
the war with united counsels and with the ample 
faculties of the nation, until peace be so obtained, and 
as the only means, under the Divine blessing, of 
speedily obtaining it. JAMES MADISON. 


Wasurxerox, November 4, 1812. 


The Message and documents were read, and 
twelve hundred and fifty copies ordered to be. 
printed for the use of the Senate. : 
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Tsurspay, November 5. 

The resolution authorizing Mountjoy Bayly, 
Doorkeeper and Sergeant-at-Arms to the Sen- 
ate, to employ one assistant and two horses, was 
read the second time; and, having been amended, 
was read a third time, and passed. . 

The resolution for the appointment of Chap- 
lains was read the second and third time by 
unanimous consent, and passed. 


—áÀ 


Frrvay, November 6. ` 


Mr. CaMPBELL, of Tennessee, submitted- the 

following motions for consideration : 
* Resolued, That sé much of the Message of the 
President of the United States as concerns our rela- 
tions with foreign Powers, the Military Establishment 
of the United. States, and‘voluntcers, be referred toa 
select committee, with leave to report thereon by bill 
or otherwise. . i : ’ 

Resolved, That so much. of the Message of the 
President-of the United States as relates to the Naval 
Establishment of the United States, be referred to a 
seleet committee, with leave to report thereon by bill or 
otherwise. : ; 

Resolved, That so much of the Message of the 
President of the United. States as relates to American 
vessels, which have arrived in the United States laden 
with British manufactures, be referred to a select com- 

` mittee, with leave to report thereon by bill or other- 
wise. : : . 

Resolved, That so much of the Message of the 
President of the United States as relates to a revision 
of the militia laws of the United States, be referred to 
a select committee, with leave to report thereon by bill 
or otherwise. 


The resolution authorizing Mountjoy Bayly to 
employ one assistant and two horses, was read a 
third time, and passed. 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT oF THE UNITED STATES: 


To the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States: 

The bill, entitled “An act supplementary to the acts 
heretofore passed on the subject of an uniform rule of 
naturalization,” which passed the two Houses at the 
last session of Congress, having appeared to me liable 
to abuse by aliens having no real purpose of effectua- 
ting a naturalization, and therefore not been signed ; 
and having been presented at an hour too near the 
close of the session to be returned with objections for 
reconsideration, the bill failed to become a law. 
also recommend that provision be now made in favor 
of aliens entitled to the contemplated benefit, under 
such regulations as will prevent advantage being taken 
of it for improper purposes. J. MADISON. 

Novemser 5, 1812. 


The following Message was also received from 
the PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 


To the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States : 

I transmit to Congress copies of the correspond- 
ence between the Department of War and the Gover- 
nors of Massachusetts and Connecticut, referred to in 
my Message of the 4th instant. 

JAMES MADISON. 

Novemsenr 6, 1812. 


` The Senate proceeded to the appointment of - 
a Chaplain on their part, and the Rev. Joun 
BRacKENRIDGE was unanimously elected. : 


Monpay, November 9. 


Wixitam B. Gives, from the State of Vir- 
ginia, and Jonn Smita, from the State of New 
York, severally attended on the seventh instant, 
and Joan Cownpit, of the State of New Jersey, 
on the eighth. : 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion of the 6th instant, * That so much of the 
Message of the President of the United Stptes as 
concerns our relations with foreign Powers, the 
Military Establishment of the United States, and 
volunteers, be referred to a seleet committee with 
leave to report thereon by billor otherwise ;? and 
having agreed thereto, Messrs. FRANKLIN, CAMP- 
BELL, of Tennessee, TAYLOR, Varnom, HOWELL, 
Rosinson, and WorTHINGTON, were appointed 
the committee. : 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
following motion: “ That so much of the Mes- 
sage of the President of the United States as re- 
lates to the Naval Establishment of the United 
States, be referred to a select committee, with 
leave to report thereon by bill or otherwise ;” 
and having agreed thereto, Messrs. Smit, of Ma- 
ryland, Gree, Tait, Corrs, and LLoyp, were 
appointed the committee. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion submitted on- the sixth instant, * That so 
much of the Message of the President of the 
United States as relates to American vessels 
which have arrived in the United States laden 
with British manufactures, be referred to a select 
committee, with leave to report thereon by bill or 
otherwise;? and having agreed thereto, Messrs. 
GAILLARD, GOODRICH, CAMPBELL, of Ohio, GILES. 
and RoniNsoN, were appointed the committee. 

The Senate also resumed the consideration of 
the motion of the sixth instant, “ That so much 
of the Message of the President of the United 
States as relates to the revision of the militia 
laws of the United States, be referred to a select 
committee, with leave to report thereon by bill or 
otherwise ;” and having agreed thereto, Messrs. 
Varnum, Suits, of New York, WORTHINGTON, 
GoopnicH, and Smit, of Maryland, were ap- 
pointed the committee. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, asked and obtained 
leave to bring ina bill “ to authorize the transpor- 
tation of a certain Message of the President of 
the United States, and documents accompanying 
the same;” and the bill was twice read by con- 
sent, and ordered to be engrossed, and read a 
third time. 


Turnspay, November 10. 

The bill to authorize the transportation of a 
certain Message of the President of the United 
States and documents accompanying the same, 
was read a third time, and passed. 

On motion, by Mr. Smrru, of Maryland, the 
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Message of the President of the United States 
of the 6th of July, 1812, and documents accom- 
panying the same, was referred to the committee 
to whom was referred, the 9th instant, so much 
of the Message of the President of the United 
States, of the fourth instant, as concerns our re- 
lations with foreign Powers. . : 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled *An act to authorize the transport- 
ation of certain documents free of postage,” in 
which bill they request the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The bill last mentioned was three times read 
by consent, and passed. - 

On motion, by Mr. FRANKLIN, the bill which 
originated in the Senate to authorize the trans- 
portation of a certain’ Message of the President 
of the United States, and documents accompa- 
nying the same, was reconsidered, and postponed 
to the 4th day of March next. ; 


Weonespay, November 11. 

On motion, by Mr. Varnum, the Message of 
the President of. the United States of the 6th in- 
stant, and documents accompanying the same, 
was referred to the committee who have under 
consideration so much of the Message of the 
President of the United States, of the 4th instant, 
as relates to a revision of the militia laws of the 
United States. 


Tnurspay, November 12, 
Puitie Reen, from the State of Maryland, 
took his seat in the Senate. 
Mr. CawrPnELL, of Ohio, reported, from the 
committee, that they had examined and found 
duly enrolled the bill, entitled *An act to author- 


ize the transportation of certain documents free 
of postage." 


Vnipav, November 13. 

The following Message was received from the 

Presipent or ras Uncrep STATES: 
To the Senate and House of 
Representudives of the United States : 

For the further information of Congress relative to 
the pacific advances made on the part of this Govern- 
ment to that of Great Britain, and the manner in 
which they have bcen met by the latter, I transmit the 
sequel of the communications on that subject, received 
from the late Chargé d'Affaires at London. 

JAMES MADISON. 

Novzwnrnm 12, 1812. 

The Message and documents were referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, and twelve 
hundred and fifty copies ordered to be printed for 
the use of the Senate. 


Mownpay, November 16. 


Mr. Anverson, from the State of Tennessee, 
took his seat in the Senate. 


Mr. Lee presented the memorial of sundry 


| merchants of the city of Philadelphia, stating. 


that, in consequence of. the, revocation of the 
British Orders in Council, and the belief that the 
non-importatior act would thereupon cease to be 
in force, their córrespondents in England shipped 
merchandise to d large amount to the United 
States ; which, having been seized by the officers 
of the customs as forfeited, was delivered to the. 
claimants on their giving bond for the value 
thereof, and the duties thereon; and praying: 
that these bonds may be cancelled, for reasons 
stated at large in the memorjal; which-was read, 
and referred. eee E 


Tuespay, November.l7.: . ~ 
A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House'hiave passed 
a bill, entitled “An act further to^prólong the 
continuance of the mint at Philadelptiia" in 
which bill they request the concurrené ‘of the 
Senate. res 
The bill last mentioned was read, and'p 
to the second reading. wy s 


Wepnespay, November 18. . 

Arran B. Maanupzn, appointed a Senator by 
the Legislature of the State of Louisiana, (and 
who arrived on the 15th,) produced his creden- 
tials, was qualified, and he took his. seat in the 
Senate. tie 

"WinLiAM Hunter, from the State of Rhode.. 
Island and Providence Plantations, and James 
Luoyp, from the State of Massachusetts, sever- 
ally took their seats in the Senate. 

The Presipent communicated the report of 
the Secretary of the Navy on the expenditures 
and applications of moneys drawn from the 
Treasury from the first of October, 1811, to the 
30th of September, 1812, inclusive, made in obe- 
dieuce to the first section of the act passed March 
3, 1812, entitled “An act to amend the several 
acts for the establishment and regulation of the 
Treasury, War, and Navy Departments;" and 
the report was read, and referred. p 

Mr. Loyn presented the petition of. a. large 
number of merchants of Boston, who have re- 
ceived goods from Great Britain subsequent to 
the revocation of the Orders in Council, praying 
an exemption from the provisions of the act pro-. 
hibiting importations from Great Britain, her 
colonies, or dependencies; and the petition ;was 
read, and referred. : 

Mr. Lrovp presented the petition of Bordman 
and Pope, of Boston, and others, praying that a 
cargo of goods imported by them from India, 
purehased in India prior to à knowledge of the 
prohibition of importations from Great Britain 
and her colonies, and imported in a vessel which 
sailed from the United States antecedently to the 
passage of the law, which property is now in the 
custody of the Government, may be restored to 
them, on securing the duties which haveacerued 
thereon ; and the petition was read, and referred 
to a select committee, to consider and report 


thereon, by bill or otherwise, and. Messrs. LLOYD, 
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TavLon, and Tarr, were appointed the com- 
mittee. ME : 

The bill entitled’ An act further to prolong 
the continuance ‘of: the mint at Philadelphia,” 
was read the second time, and passed to the third 
reading. . 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 

To the Senate and House of 
` Representatives of the, United States : 

I transmit to Congress copies of a communication 
from Mr. Russell to thé Secretary of State. It is con- 
nected with the correspondence accompanying my Mes- 
sage of the 12th instant, but had not, at that date, been 
receivéd, E JAMES MADISON. 

November 18, 1812. . : 

The. Message and documents were referred to 
the committee who'have under consideration so 


much of the Message of the President of the Uni- 


ted-States, of the 4th instant, "as concerns oür 

relations. with foreign Powers;? and twelve hun- 

. dred and fifty. copies ordered to be printed for the 
use of the Senate. a M s 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT or THE UNITED STATES: : 


To'the Sénate and House of : 
Representatives of ihe United States : 

I transmit to Congress copies of a letter from the 
Consul General:of the United States to Algiers, stating 
the circumstances preceding and attending his depart- 
ure from that Regency. JAMES MADISON. 

Novemper. 17, 1812. , 


‘Mr. CAMPBELL, of Tennessee, reported the fol- 
lowing bill, which was read, and passed to a se- 
cond reading: 

A Bill supplementary to the several acts now in force 
relative to the Military Establishment of the United 
States. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represen- 

- tatives of the United States of America, in Congress 
assembled, That, from and after the passage of this 
` act, the monthly. pay of the non-commissioned officers, 

musicians, artificers, and privates, in the present Mili- 

tary Establishment of the United States shall be as 

follows : 

To each sergeant major and quartermaster sergeant, 
twelve dollars. ` 

To each principal musician, eleven dollars. 

To each sergeant, eleven dollars. 

'To each corporal, nine dollars. 

To each artificer, saddler, farrier, and blacksmith, not 
attached to the Quartermaster's Department, twelve 
dollars. 

To each musician, nine dollars. 

To each bombardier, sapper, miner, and private, 
eight dollars. 


And be it further enacted, That every non-commis- 
sioned. officer, musician, and private, who shall, after 
the promulgation of this act, be recruited in the regu- 
Jar Army of the United States, may, at his option, to 
be made at the time of enlistment, engage to serve dur- 
ing the present war with Great Britain, instead of the 
term of five years: and shall, in case he makes such 
option, be entitled to the same bounty in money and 
and, and to all other allowances; and be subject to 
he same rules and regulations, as if he had enlisted for 
he term of five years. 


THURSDAY, November 19. 
. The bill entitled “An act further to prolong the 


continuance of the Mint at Philadelphia,” was 
read the third time, and passed. 


The bill supplementary to the several acts now 


in force relative to the Military Establishment of 
the United States, was read thesecond time. 


FRIDAY, November 20. - : 
SxrrPüEN R. Beanery, from the State of Ver 


mont, took his seat in the Senate. 


The bill supplementary to the several acts now 


in force relative to the Military Establishment of 


the United States, was resumed as in Committee 


of the Whole; and the further consideration 


thereof postponed to Monday next. 


MONDAY, November 23. m 
Joun Porr, from the State of Kentucky, took 
his seat in the Senate. l | 
Mr. Tart presented the petition of sundry mer- 


chants of. the city of Savannah,.in. the State of 


Georgia, who have received goods from Great 
Britain subsequent to the revocation of the Or- 
ders in Council, which have been seized under 
the provisions of the act prohibiting importations 


from Great Britain, her colonies, or dependencies, 


praying relief; and the petition was read, and 
referred. : 

Mr. Surg, of Maryland, presented the memo- 
rial of sundry citizens of Baltimore, merchants 
and owners of private armed commissioned ves- 
sels of war, complaining of various grievances 
under the present regulations, and praying relief ; 
and the memorial was read, and ordered to be 
printed. . 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled *An act in addition to the act con- 
cerning letters of marque, prízes, and prize goods ;” 
also, a bill, entitled “An act concerning the pay 
of non-commissioned officers, musicians, privates, 
and others, of the army, and for other purposes 3 


in which bills they request the concurrence of the 


Senate. 

The two bills last mentioned were read, and 
passed to the second reading. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill supplementary to the several acts 
now in force relative to the Military Establish- 
ment of the United States; and, on motion, the 
consideration thereof was further postponed. 


Turspay, November 24. 


The bill, entitled “An act in addition to the 
act concerning letters of marque, prizes, and prize 
goods,? was read the second time, and referred to 
a select committee, to consider and report there- 
on; and Messrs. SMITH, of Maryland, LLovp, and 
GiLMAN, were appointed the committee. 

On motion, by Mr. Smrrs, of Maryland, the 
memorial of the citizens of Baltimore, owners of 
private armed commissioned vessels of war, was 
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referred to the eommittee last mentioned, to con- 
: sider and report thereon. M " 
Mr. GaiLLARD presented the petition of David 
Lamb, merchant, of Charleston, South Carolina, 
stating that he has received goods from Great 
Britain subsequent to the revocation of the Or- 
ders in Council, which have been seized under 
the provisions of the act prohibiting importations 
from Great Britain, her colonies, or dependencies, 
and praying relief; and the petition was read, and 
referred. . 4 . 
The bill from the House of Representatives, 
entitled “An act concerning the pay of the non- 
commissioned officers, musicians, privates, and 
others, of the army, and for other purposes,” was 
read the second time, and referred to the commit- 
tee who have under consideration “so much of 
the Message of the President of the United States, 


of the 4th instant, as concerns our-relations with | 


foreign Powers,” to consider and report thereon. 

Mr. Taytor submitted the following motion 
for consideration: 

Resolved, That the Senate proceed to ascertain the 
classes in which the Senators of the State of Louisiana 
should be inserted, as the Constitution and rule here- 
tofore prescribe. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act to enable the people of the 
Mississippi Territory to form a constitution and 
State government, and for the admission of such 
Territory into the Union on an equal footing with 
the original States ;" also, a bill. entitled “An act 
making an appropriation to defray the expenses 
incurred, or to be incurred, under an act, entitled 
“An act to authorize a detachment from the mili- 
tia of the United States;” in which bills they re- 
quest the concurreuce of the Senate. 

The two bills last mentioned were read, and 
passed to the second reading. 


Wepnespay, November 25. 


The bill, entitled “An act making an appropri- 
ation to defray the expenses incurred, or to be in- 
curred, under an act, entitled ‘An act to author- 
ize a detachment from the militia of the United 
States,” was read the second time, and referred 
to a select committee, to consider and report 
thereon; and Messrs, FRANKLIN, VARNUM, and 
Camrbe.t, of Tennessee, were appointed the 
committee. 

The bill, entitled “An act to enable the people 
of the Mississippi Territory to form a constitution 
and State government, and for the admission of 
such Territory into the Union on an equal foot- 
ing with the original States,” was read the sec- 
ond time, and referred to a select committee, to 
consist of five members, to consider and report 
thereon; and Messrs. ANDERSON, BRADLEY, GER- 
man, GREGG, and LLovp, were appointed the 
committee. 

Mr. CaMPnELL, of Tennessee, from the com- 
mittee to whom was referred the bill from tlie 
House of Representatives, entitled “An act con- 
cerning the pay of non-commissioned officers 


musicians, privates, and others of the army, and 
for other purposes.” reported it with amendments ; 
which were read tor consideration. 


Tnurspay,.November 26. 
RicnanRD Brent, from the State of Virginia, 
attended; and there being no quorum present the 
Senate adjourned. - ^ ' - i 


Frinay, Noveniber 27. ed 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 

motion submitted the 24th instant, that they pro- 
ceed to ascertain-the classes in which the Seja- .. 
tors of the State.of Louisiana should. be inserted,. 
as the Constitution and rule heretofore prescribe 5 _ 
and, having agreed thereto, sega tts 
On motion, by-Mr. Tay tor, - 2 dka. 
Ordered, That the Secretary roll up, and put. . 
into the ballot box, two. lots, No. 1 and No..3; 
that the Senator for whom lot No. 1 shall bi 
drawn, shall be inserted in the class of Senators: 

whose terms of service expire on the third day of 
March next; and the Senator for whom lot No.'. 
3 shall be drawn, shall be inserted in the class of « 


| Senators whose terms of service expire four yeats 


after the third day of March next. s 

Whereupon, the numbers above-mentioned." 
were by the Secretary rolled up and put into the 
box, and No. 1 was drawn for Arran B. Ma- 
GRUDER, who is accordingly in the class of Seni’ 
ators whose terms of service will expire on the 
third day of March next; and No. 3 was drawn: 
for Tuomas Posey, who is accordingly in the , 
class of Senators whose terms of service will ex- . 
pire in four years after the third day of March. 
next. uod 
The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill from the . 
House of Representatives, entitled “An act con- 
cerning the pay of the non-commissioned officers, 
musicians, privates, and others, of the army, and 
for other purposes,” together with the amend- `- 
ments reported thereto by the select committee; . 
and, on the question, to strike out the third sec- 
tion of the bill, as follows : i 

* That, during the said war, every person above the 
age of eighteen years, who shall be enlisted by any of- 
ficer, shall be held in the service of the United States 
during the period of such enlistment ; anythingin any. 
act to the contrary notwithstanding :" EX 

It was determined in the affirmative—yeas. 26, 
nays 4, as follows: a 


Yxas—Messrs. Anderson, Bradley, Campbell, of 
Ohio, Campbell of Tennessee, Condict, Cutts, Frank- 
lin, Gaillard, German, Gilman; Goodrich, Gregg, Hor- - 
sey, Howell, Hunter, Lambert, Leib, Lloyd, Magruder, ` ` 
Pope, Reed, Smith of Maryland, Smith of New York, 
Taylor, Turner, and Worthington. $ 

Nays—Messrs. Crawford, Robinson, Tait and Var- 
num. 


And having agreed to all the other amend- 
ments reported by the select committee, with an 
amendment, on motion, the further consideration 
of the bill was postponed to Monday next. 


25 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


26 


DECEMBER, 1812. 


Proceedings. 


SENATE. 


Monpay, November 30. 


Georce M. Biss, from the State of Kentucky, 
„arrived on the 29th, and attended this day. 

Mr. FRANELIN, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, entitled *An aet making an 
appropriation to defray the expenses incurred, or 
to be incurred, under an act, entitled ‘An act to 
authorize a detachment from the militia of the 
"United States," reported it without amendment. 

Mr. Situ, of Maryland, from the committee 
appointed to eonsider the subject, reported a bill 
to incréase the Navy of the United States; which 
was read, and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. GaiLLamD presented the petition of John 
, Potter, merchant, of Charleston, South Carolina; 

: also, the petition. of sundry other merchants of 
thesame place,stating that they. have received 
goods from Great Britain subsequent to the revo- 
cation ot the Ordersin Council, whieh have been 
seized under the provisions of the act prohibiting 
importatious from Great Britain, her colonies, or 
dependencies, and praying relief; and the peti- 
tions were read, and referred. 

Mr. Sure, of Maryland, from the committee 
to whom was referred the bill, entitled *An act 
in addition to the act concerning letters of marque, 
prizes, and prize goods," reported it without 
amendments. 

Mr. Wortarineron submitted- the following 
‘motion for consideration : 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
if any, and what, further provisions or alterations are 
necessary for the disposition of the public lands of the 
United States; and that they have leave to report by 
bill, or otherwise. . f 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill from the 
House of Representatives, entitled “An act con- 
cerning the pay of the non-commissioned officers, 
musicians, privates, and others, of the Army, and 
for other purposes? And the bill having been 
amended, the President reported it to the House 
aecordingly ; and on the question, Shall this bill 
be read a third time as amended? it was deter- 
mined in the affirmative. 

Mr. Franxuin submitted the following motion 
for consideration : 

“That the Sergeant-at-Arms and Doorkeeper of the 
Senate be, and he is hereby, directed to take into his 
possession (subject to the future orders of the Senate) 
such materials and furniture belonging to the Senate 
Chamber, and the north wing of the Capitol, as re- 
main on hand; and that he deliver an inventory thereof 
to the Secretary of the Senate to be filed in his office.” 


Tuespay, December 1. 

The amendments to the bill, entitled “An act 
concerning the pay of non-commissioned officers, 
musicians, privates, and others, of the Army, and 
for other purposes," having been reported by the 
committee correctly engrossed, the bill was read 
a third time; and on the question, Shall this bill 
pass as amended ? it was determined in the afirm- 
ative—yeas 19, nays 4, as follows: 

Yzas—-Messrs. Anderson, Campbell of Ohio, Camp- 


T 
bell of Tennessee, Crawford, Cutts, Franklin, Giles. 
Gilman, Gregg, Horsey, Howell, Leib, Magruder, Rob- 
inson, Smith of Maryland, Smith of New York, Tait, 
Turner, and Worthington. 

Naxs—Messrs. Goodrich, Hunter, Lambert, and 
Lloyd. ` 

So it was resolved that this bill do pass with 
amendments; and, on motion by Mr. CAMPBELL 
of Tennessee, the title was amended to read as 
follows: *An act supplementary to the several 
acts now in force relative to the Military Estab- 
lishment of the United States.” 

' The bill to increase the Navy of the United 
States was read the second time. 

The Sénate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitted “An 
act making an appropriation to defray the ex- 
penses incurred, or to be incurred, under an act, 
entitled “An act to authorize a detachment from 
the militia of the United States.” ' 


Wepnespay, December 2. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion made on the 30th November, and resolved 
that a committee be appointed to inquire if any, 
and what, further provisions or alterations are 
necessary for the disposition of the public lands 
of the United States, and that they have leave to 
report by bill or otherwise. 

Messrs. MAGRUDER, WORTHINGTON, FRANK- 
LIN, GREGG, and ANDERSON, were appointed the 
committee. 

Mr. MacRUDER presented a representation of 
the Legislature of the State of Louisiana, on the 
subject of land titles, and complaining of the 
conduct and decisions of the Commissioners of 
the Land Office of the late Territory of Orleans ; 
and praying the interposition of Congress; which 
was read, and referred to the committee last men- 
tioned, to consider and report thereon. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion of the 30th November; and resolved that 
the Sergeant-at-Armsand Doorkeeper of the Sen- 
ate be, and he is hereby, directed to take into his 
possession (subject to the future orders of the 
Senate) such materials and furniture belonging 
to the Senate Chamber, and the north wing of 
the Capitol, as remain on hand; and that he de- 
liver an inventory thereof to the Secretary of the 
Senate, to be filed in his office. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled *An 
act making an appropriation to defray expenses 
incurred, or to be incurred, under an act, entitled 
‘An act to authorize a detachment from the mili- 
tia of the United States;" and the bill having 
been amended, the President reported it to the 
Senate aecordingly ; and on the question, Shall 
this bill be read a third time as amended ? it was 
determined in the affirmative. 


Tuourspay, December 3. 
The amendments to the bill, entitled “An act, 


making an appropriation to defray expenses in- 
curred, or to be incurred, under an act, entitled 
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* An act to authorize a detachment from the mili- 
tia of the United States,” having been reported 
by the committee correctly engrossed, the: bill 
was read a third time, and passed. — . 

On motion, by Mr. CamPBELL, of Tennessee, 
it was agreed to amend the title.. D. 

The Beanie resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill to increase 
the Navy of the United States; and Mr. Brav- 
LEY was requested to take the Chair; and, after 
debate, the President resumed the Chair ; and, on 


motion, it was agreed that the further considera- 


tion of the bill be:postpuned to Monday next. 
The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill,entitled “An 


act in addition to the act concerning letters of 


marque, prizes, and prize goods,” together with 
. the amendments reported thereto by the select 


committee; and Mr. FRANKLIN was requested to 


take the Chair; and, after debate, the President 
resumed the Chair, and Mr. FRANKLIN reported 
that the Committee of the Whole had agreed to 


amend the bill; and, on motion by Mr. ANDER- 


son, the bill, together with the amendments 
agreed to, were recommitted to a select commit- 
tee, to consist of five members, further to consider 
and report thereon; and Messrs. ANDERSON, 
Smita, of Maryland, LLoyp, CAMPBELL, of Ten- 
nessee, and TAYLOR, were appointed the com- 
mittee. 

Ordered, That the Message of the President 
of the United States, transmitting copies of a 
letter from the Consul General of the United 
States to Algiers, stating the circumstances pré- 
ceding and attending his departure from that 
Regency, be referred to the committee who have 


under consideration “so much of the Message of 


the President of the United States, of the 4th 
November, as coacerns our relations with foreign 
Powers,” to consider and report thereon. 


el 


Fripay, December 4. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act concerning the district 
and territorial judges of the United States;” a 
bill, entitled “Au act to incorporate a fire insu- 
rance company in the town of Alexandria, in 
the District of Columbia ;” also, a bill, entitled 
“An act altering the time and place for holding 
the circuit and district courts in Vermont;” in 
which bills they request the concurrence of the 
Senate. They agree to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill, entitled “An act concerning 
the pay of non-commissioned officers, musicians, 
privates, and others, of the Army, and for other 
purposes,” with amendments to their amend- 


ments; in which they request the concurrence of 


the Senate. 

On motion, the Senate proceeded to consider 
the amendments of the House of Representa- 
tives to their amendments to the bill last men- 
tioned ; and concurred therein. 

The three bills last brought up for concurrence 
were read, and passed to the second reading. 


and penalties, in: cases; and 
read, and passed to the second reading. 


C MONDAY, December 7. . ; 
Tuomas Posey, appointed a Senator, by the 
Governor of the State of Lowisiana, in place of 


-John Destrahan, resigned, produced his creden- 


tials, was qualified; and then took his seat in the. 
Senate. A. tea (Qu PPS 
Mf. Giues, from ilie committee appointed on 
the subject, reported a. bill directing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to remit fines, forfeitures, 
ih certain’ éases; and the bill was 


The Presipent laid before the-Senate the re- 
port of the Secretary for the Department of the 
Treasury, prepared in obedience tothe act, enti- 
tled “An act to establish the Treasury Depart- 
ment ;” which, together with the accompanying 
documents, was read, and ordered to be printed 
for the use of the Senate. — . ee a 

The bill, entitled “An act altering the time 
and place for holding the circuit ‘abd ‘district 
courts in Vermont,” was read the second titne, 
and referred to a select committee, to consider 
and report thereon ; and Messrs. BRADLEY, GER- 
MAN, and GoopRICcH, Were appointed the com- 
mittee. . 

The bill, entitled “An act concerning the dis- 
trict and territorial judges of the United States,” 
was read the second time. — — " 

. The bill, entitled “An act to incorporate a fire 
insurance company in the town of Alexandria, 
in'the District of Columbia, was read the sec- 
ond time. ` TII M 

On motion, by Mr. Smrra, of Maryland, the 
consideration of the bill to inerease the Navy of 
the United States was further postponed. 

Mr. Macruver submitted the following mo- 
tion for consideration: 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
if any, and what, compensation should be allowed to 
Lewis Chacherie, for his services as translator of the 
French and Spanish languages to the Board of Land 
Commissioners, for the western land district in the 
State of Louisiana; and that they have leave to re- 
port by bill or otherwise. ` 


Tvuespay, December 8. 

The bill directing the Secretary.of the- Treas- 
ury to remit fines, forfeitures, and penalties, in 
certain cases, was read the second time, and 
made the order of the day for to-morrow. 

The motion made yesterday on the subject. was 
resumed and amended. Whereupon, 

Resolved, That the committee appointed on 
public lands inquire if any, and what, com pensa- 
tion should ‘be made to Louis Chacherie for his 
services as translator of the French and Spanish 
languages, to the western board of land commis- 
sioners, in the State of Louisiana; and that they 
have leave to report by bill or otherwise. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill to increase the Navy of the Uni- 
ted States; and, on motion, it was agreed that 
the consideration thereof be further postponed. 

The bill, entitled "An act concerning the dis- 
trict and territorial judges of the United States, 
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"was resumed; and, on motion, by Mr. CAMPBELL, 
of Tennessee, referred’ to a select committee, to 
consider and; report thereon; and Messrs. Camp- 
BELL, of ‘Tennessee, FRANKLIN, and Horsey, 
were appointed the committee. — : 3 
The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act to ineorporate afire insurance company in 
the town of Alexandria, in the District of Colum- 
bia; aud Mr. BRADLEY was requested to take 
. the Chair, and no amendments having been re- 
ported, the: President resumed the Chair; aud, 
on motion, by Mr. Giuzs, the. bill was referred to 
a select cómmitteé, to consider and report there- 
on; and Messrs. Gites, Brent, and ANDERSON, 
"Were appointed the committee. - ` 


Wepnespay, December 9. 

. The Senate. resumed, as in Committee of the 
"Whole, the consideration of the bill directing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to remit fines, forfeit- 
ures, and penalties, in. certain cases; and Mr. 
BnaapLEY was requestéd to take the Chair; and 
no amendments having been. proposed, the Presi- 
‘dent resumed the Chair ;and, on. motion, by Mr. 
GiLzEs, the further consideration of the bill was 
postponed to, and’ made the order of the day for, 
to-morrow.” | : i 

. On motion, by Mr. Giles. 

: Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 
inquire into the expediency of offering encour- 
agements at this time to all mariners and seamen 
to bring within any of the ports of the United 
States British public and' private armed ships, as 
well as merchant ships or vessels, belonging to 
the. subjects of the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Ireland ; and that the committee have 
leave to report by bill or otherwise. 

‘Messrs. Gries, Lrovp, Smita, of Maryland, 
Tait, and TAYLOR, were appointed the commit- 
tee. NE 

` On motion, by Mr. Macroper, 

Resolved, That the Committee on ‘Public 
Lands inquire if any, and what, compensation 
should be allowed to John Thompson, for his ser- 
vices as clerk of the Board of Commissioners for 
‘the western land district, in the State of Louis- 
iana; and that they have leave to report by bill 
or otherwise. 

Mr. Howe tt presented the memorial of James 
D’Wolf, ‘and others, citizens of the State of 
Rhode Island, and owners of private armed ves- 
sels, complaining of grievances under the present 
regulations, and praying relief; and the memo- 
rial was read, and referred to the committee to 
whom was recommitted the bill, entitled “An act 
in addition to the act concerning letters of marque, 
prizes, and prize-goods,” to consider and report 
thereon. 


Tuurspay, December 10. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill directing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to remit fines, for- 
feitures, and penalties, in certain cases: and Mr. 


BRADLEY was requested to take the Chair; and, 


after debate, the President resomed the Chair; 


‘and, on motion, by Mr. Bise, the further consid- 
eration of the bill was postponed until to-morrow. 


Mr. Smita, of Maryland, gave notice that to- 
morrow he should ask leave-to bring in a bill to 
provide for organizing; arming, and discipliniug, 
the militia of the United States, 

Mr. Posey presented the petition of the widow 
and heirs of Leonard Marbury, deceased, stating 
that the said Marbury was appointed and com- 
missioned, in the year 1776,to the command of a 
regiment of cavalry, in the service of the United 
States; and praying remuneration for advances 
made-by him, in support of his said command; and 
for pay due to him for his own services. And 
the petition was read, and: referred to a’ select 
committee, to consider and report thereon, by bill 
or otherwise ; and Messrs. Posey, BRADLEY, and 
Tart, were appointed the committee. 


Frivay, December 11. 


SaMvEL W. Dana, from the State of Connec- 

ticut, attended. : 
. Mr. VanNuM presented the memorial of B. 
W. Crowninshield and others, inhabitants of the 
town of Salem, in the State of Massachusetts, 
owners of private armed vessels, praying a revi- 
sion of the “Act concerning letters of marque, 
prizes, and prize goods,” and a modification there- 
of: and the memorial was read and referred to the 
committee who have under consideration the bill, 
entitled *An act in addition to the act concern- 
ing letters of marque, prizes, and prize goods,” to 
consider and report thereon. 

The Presipenr communicated the memorial 
of the Legislative Council and the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the Mississippi Territory, praying 
an extension of the time of payment for public 
lands, in the said Territory ; and the memorial 
wasread,and referred to the committee, appointed 
2d December, on the subject of public lands, to 
consider and report thereon. 

On motion, by Mr. GREGG. 

Resolved, That the report of the Commission- 
ers appointed to ascertain and settle the exterior 
line of the publie land at West Point, with tlie 
adjoining proprietor, be referred to a select com- 
mittee, to consider and report thereon, by bill or 
otherwise. 

Ordered, That Messrs. GREGG, GERMAN, and 
ANDERSON, be the committee. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Tennessee, from the commit- 
tee to whom was referred the bill, entitled “Aa 
act concerning the district and territorial Judges 
of the United States,” repurted it without amend- 
ment. 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 

To the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States : 

I transmit to Congress copies of a letter to the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, from Captain Decatur, of the frig- 
ate United States, reporting his combat and capture of 
the British frigate Macedonian. Too much praise can- 
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not be. hestawed on that.officer and his companions on 
board, for the consummate skill and conspicuous valor 


by which this trophy has been added to the naval arms 
of the United States. 


I transmit, also, a letter from Captain Jones, who 
commanded the sloop of war Wasp, reporting his cap- 
ture of the British sloop of war Frolic, after a close 
action, in which other brilliant titles will be seen to 


the public admiration and praise. 


A nation, feeling what it owes to itself and to its 
citizens, could never abandon to arbitrary violence, on 
the ocean, a class of thein which give such examples 
of capacity and courage, in- defending their rights on 
that element; examples which ought to impress on 
the enemy, however brave and powerful, preference of 
justice and peace, to. hostility against a country, whose 


prosperous career may be accelerated, but cannot be 
. prevented by the assaults made on it. 
: JAMES MADISON. 
Wasurnaron, Dec. 11, 1812. 


The Message and papers were read, and re- 


ferred to the committee appointed 9th November 
last, to consider that part of the Message of the 
President of the United States, which relates to 
the Naval Establishment. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill directing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to remit fines, forfeit- 
ures, and penalties, "in certain cases; and Mr. 
Brapusy: was requested to take the Chair ; and, 
after debate, and agreeing to amend the bill, the 
President resumed the Chair; and, on motion, 
the further consideration of the bill was post- 
poned until to-morrow. 


Saruroay, December 12. 


The Presipenr communicated the memorial 
of the Legislative Council and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Mississippi Territory, praying 
the Indian title to the lands on the north of Ten- 
nessee river, which lie within that Territory, may 
be extinguished, or that places of deposite may be 
established on the Tennessee and Tombigbee 
rivers ; and the memorial was read. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill directing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to remit fines, forfeit- 
ures, and penalties, in certain cases; and Mr. 
BnapLEY was requested to take the Chair ; and, 
after debate, the President resumed the Chair, and 
Mr. BnAbLRY reported the bill amended ; and, on 
the question, Shall this bill be engrossed and read 
a third time as amended ? it was determined in 
the affirmative—yeas 27, nays 3, as follows: 

Yuas—Mesers. Anderson, Bibb, Bradley, Brent, 
Campbell of Ohio, Cutts; Gaillard, German, Giles, 
Gilman, Goodrich, Gregg, Horsey, Howell, Hunter, 
Lambert, Lloyd, Magruder, Pope, Posey, Robinson, 
Smith of Maryland, Smith of New York, Tait, Taylor, 
Turner, and Varnum. : 

Nays—Messrs. Crawford, Franklin, and Worth- 
ington. Í - 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill to: increase 
the Navy of the United States ; and Mr. Varnum 
was requested to take the Chair; and, after de- 


bate, the President resumed the Chair ; and Mr. 


"TAvLoR moved to strike out. all the. provisions of 


the bill for the building and equipment. of 74-gun 


-ships ; and, on «motion, by Mr. ANDERSON, the 


further consideration of the.bill was postponed to 
Monday next. .- ^ ` jl 

Mr. ANpexrson, from the committee to whom 
was recommitted -the bill, entitled “An Act in 
addition to an act concerning letters of marque, 
prizes, and prize goods,” reported it with amend- 
ments . - LO mm y^ kW s 

$ Monay, December 14. 

The Senate resumed, as in Cómmittee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill/entitled “An 
act concerning the district and territorial judges . 
of the United States ;"' and the bill was passed 
to the third reading. a WAT. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled: An 
act, in addition to the act, concerning letters.of 
marque, prizes, and prize goods," together with 
the. amendments, reported thereto by the select 
committee. ; 

Mr. FRANKLIN was requested to take the Chair ; 
and, after debate, the President resumed the Chair; 
and on motion, by Mr. AnpeRson, the further 
consideration thereof was postponed until to- 
morrow. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of, the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill to increase . 
the Navy of the United States; and' the motion 
made on.the twelfth instant, to strike out all the 
provisions for the building and equipment of ships 
of seventy-four guns, was determined in the neg- 
ative—yeas 7, nays 23,.as follows: - 

Yuas— Messrs. Crawford, Franklin, Lambert, Rob- 
inson; Smith of New York, Taylor, and Turnier. f 

Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Brent, Campbell 
of Tennessee, Cutts, Dana, Gaillard, German, Giles, 
Gilman, Goodrich, Gregg, Horsey, Howell, Hunter, 
Leib, Lloyd, Magruder, Pope, Posey, Smith of Mary- 
land, Tait, and Varnum. . ua 

On motion, by Mr. Tarr, the bill wasamended, 
by inserting the words " not less than," before 
the words *! seventy-four," section. 1, line 4. 

On the question, Shall this bill be engrossed 
and read a third time as amended ? it was deter- 
mined in the affirmative—yeas 28, nays 2, as 
follows: en 

Yzas—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Brent, Campbell of 
Tennessee, Cutts, Dana, Franklin, Gaillard, German, 
Giles, Gilman, Goodrich, Gregg, Horsey, Howell, 
Hunter, Lambert, Leib, Lloyd, Magruder, Pope, 
Posey, Smith of Maryland, Smith of New ‘York, Tait, 
Taylor, Varnum, and Worthington. i 

Naxs—Messrs. Crawford, and Turner. . 

"The bill directing the Secretary of the Trea- 
sury to remit fines, forfeitures, and pénalties, in 
certain cases, was read a third time; and, on 
motion, by Mr. GiLzs, the blanks were filled, first, 
23d June last—second, 15th September last. 

On motion, by Mr. Luoxp, it was agreed, by 
unanimous consent; to amend the bill by the in- 
sertion of the word “made,” line 21, prior-to the 
words “after war was’ known." : 
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. On the question, Shall this bill pass as. amend- 


ed ? It was determined in the affirmative—yeas, 


25, nays 5, as follows: 

Yzas—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Cutts, Dana, Gail- 
lard, German, Giles, Gilman, Goodrich, Gregg, Horsey, 
Howell, Hunter, Lambert, Lloyd, Magruder, Pope, 
Posey, Robinson, Smith of; Maryland, Smith of New 
York, Tait, Taylor, Turner, and Varnum. . - 

Naxs—Messrs. Brent, Campbell of Tennessee, 
Crawford, Franklin, and. Worthington. ` 

„So it'was Zesolved, That this bill pass, and 
that the title thereof be “Anvact directing the 
Secretary of the Treasury.to remit fines, forfeit- 
ures, and. penalties, in certain cases.” 


Tusspay, December 15. - 

The bill to increase the Navy of the United 
States, was read a third time, and passed. 

The bill, entitled: *An act concerning the dis- 
trict and territorial judges of the United States,” 
was read a third time, and’ passed. ' 

Mr. Greag, from the committee appointed on 
the subject, reported à bill approving the report 
of the Commissioners, appointed by the Secre- 
tary of War, to ascertain ànd settle the exterior 
line of the publie land at West Point, in the 
State of New York. Aud the bill was read, and 
passed to the secobd reading: : 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 


aet in addition to the'act concerning letters of. 


marque, prizes, and prize goods," together with 
the amendments reported thereto by the select 
committee. - 

On motion by Mr. Lovo, it was recommitted 
to a select committee, to consist of five mem- 
bers, furtlier to consider and report thereon ; and 
Messrs. ANpERsoN, TAYLOR, LLovp, Smita of 
Maryland, and CAMPBELL, of Tennessee, were ap- 
pointed the committee. 


Wenpnespay, December 16. - 

The bill approving the report of the Commis- 
sionérs, appointed by the Secretary of War, to 
ascertain and settle the exterior line of the public 
land at West Point, in the State of New York, 
was read thé second time; and ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time. 

Mr. LLov», from the committee to whom was 
referred, on the 18th November last, the petition 
of Bordman and Pope, reported a bill authorizing 
the admission, under certain circumstances, of 
vessels owned by eitizens of the United States of 
America, with their cargoes, from British ports 
beyond the Cape of Good Hope; and the bill 
was read, and passed to a'second reading. 


Tuurspay, December 17. 


The bill approving the report of the Commis- 
sioners appointed by the Secretary of War, to 
ascertain and settle the exterior line of the public 
land at West Point, in the State of New York, 
was reported by thecommittee correctly engrossed, 
and read a third time, and passed. 

12th Cox. 2d Szss.—2 


Tbe -PRrstpENT communicated. a letter from 
the Commissioner of the General Land. Office, 
together with a report of the Commissioners in 
the Western-Jand district of the Territory of Or- 
leans, (now State of Louisiana,) of such claims 
as have not been confirmed by them; and the 
letter and report were read. 

The bill authorizing the admission, under cer- 
tain circumstances, of vessels owned by. citizens 
of the United States of America, with their car- 
goés, from British ports beyond the Cape of Good 
Hope, was read the second time. 


Faipay, December 18. EE 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill authorizing 
thé admission, under certain circumstances, of 


] vessels owned by citizens of the United States of 


America, with their cargoes, from British ports 
beyond the Cape of Good. Hope ; and, on motion 
of Mr. Luoyp, the bill was amended ; and order 
ed to be.engrossed, and read a third time. 

‘Mr. ANDERSON, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, entitled “An act to enable 
the people of the Mississippi Territory to form a 
constitution and State government, and for the 


admission of such Territory into the Union, on 


an equal footing with the original States,” re- 
ported it with amendments. 


Monpay, December 21. 


The bill authorizing the admission, under cer- 
tain circumstances of vessels owned by citizens 
of the United States of America, with their car- 

oes, from British ports beyond the Cape of Good 
Hops having been reported by the committee cor- 
rectly engrossed, was read a third time, and 
passed. 

The PresipEnr communicated a letter from 
the Governor of the State of New Hampshire,- 
enclosing a copy of the resolutions passed by the 
Legislature of that State, ratifying and confirm- 
ing an amendment proposed to the Constitution 
of the United States relative to titles of nobility; 
and the letter and resolution were read. . 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate 
transmit them to the Secretary for the Depart- 


ment of State. 


On motion, by Mr. FRANKLIN, Ses 

Ordered, That the report of the Commission- 
ers in the Western land district, in the Territory 
of Orleans, (now State of Louisiana,) of such 
claims as have not been confirmed by them, be 
referred to the committee appointed 2d instant on 
the subject of the public lands, to consider and 
report thereon. 

On motion of Mr. SuiTH, of Maryland, the 
further consideration of the bill, entitled “An act 
to enable the people of the Mississippi Territory 
to form a constitution and State government, and 
for the admission of such Territory into the Union 
on an equal footing with the original States,” 
was postponed to, and made the order of the day 
for, the first Monday in January next. 
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TUESDAY, December 22. 


: Mr. Sarva, of Maryland, obtained leave to bring 
ina bill to provide for organizing, arming, and 
disciplining the militia of the United States ; and 
the bill was read, and passed toʻa second reading. 

` Mr. AnvDERSON, from the committee.to whom 
was recommitted the bill, entitled “An act in 
addition to the act concerning letters of marque, 
prizes, and prize goods,” reported it with amend- 


ments. . E 


Wenpnespay, December 23. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideratton of the bill, entitled “An 
act in addition to the act concerning letters of 
marque, prizes, and prize goods,” together with 
the amendments reported thereto by the select 
committee; and Mr. FRANKLIN was requested to 
take the Chair; and, after debate, the PRESIDENT 
resumed the Chair, and "Mr. FRANKLIN reported 
the bill with amendments; and the bill having 
been further amended, on the question * Shall 
this bill be read a third time as amended ? it was 


determined in the affirmative. 


Mr. Pops submitted the following motion for 


consideration : 


Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
what provision is necessary and proper to be made for 
the mounted volunteers, which have been called into 
the service of the United States, during the present 
year; and that the committee have leave to report by 


bill or otherwise. 


The following motion, submitted yesterday, by 


Mr. Smiru, of Maryland, was considered and 
postponed: 


Resolved, That the President of tho United States 
be requested to cause to be laid before the Senate any 
correspondence that may have taken place between 
the Secretary of War, and tho Governor of Tennessee, 
and Mr. Hawkins, agent near the Creek nation, rela- 
tive to tho murders committed by Indians within the 


Stato of Tennessee. 


Taurspay, December 24. 


A message from the House of Representatives 


informed the Senate that the House have passed 
the bill which originated in the Senate, entitled 
“An act directing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to remit fines, forfeitures, and penalties, in certain 
cases,” with amendments ; in which they request 
the concurrence of the Senate. They have also 
passed the bill which originated in the Senate, 
entitled “An aet to increase the Navy of the Uni- 
ted States,” with an amendment; in whieh they 
request the concurrence of the Senate. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
last mentioned, and concurred therein. 

The Senate considered the amendments of the 
House of Representatives to the bill, entitled “An 
act directing the Secretary of the Treasury to re- 
mit fines, forfeitures, and penalties, in certain 
cases,” 

On motion of Mr. BRADLEY, the further con- 


| sideration ‘thereof was postponed. until Monday 


next, ^. ls P LEES 
The-PRESIDENT communicated à letter. from 
William Tatham, on thesubject of maritime de- 
fence, referring .t0. sundry documents enclosed ; 


which were.read.and laid of the table. — ^ 


in addition to thescteoncerning letters of marque, 
prizes, and prize goods,” having been reported b 
the. committee correctly engrossed, the bill was 
read à third time, and the blanks were filled. 


"Mr. BnapLEY presented the petition of the. Pres- 
ident and Directors of the Bank of. Washington, 
praying an. enlargement of: their capital, for réa- 
sons therein stated ; and: thé petition. was read, 
and referred to a select committee, to consider 
and report thereon, by bill or otherwise; and 
Messrs. BRADLEY, ANDERSON, and GREGG, were 
appointed the committee. VIE 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion made the 22d instant. Whereupon,.. 

Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be requested to cause to'be laid before the 
Senate any correspondence that may have taken 
place between the Secretary of War and the 
Governor of "'ennessee, and Mr. Hawkins, agent 
near the Creek nation, relative to the murders 
committed by Indians within the State of Ten- 
nessee, 2 

Ordered, That the Secretary lay this resolution 
before the President of the United States. : 

Adjourned to 11 o'clock on Monday morning. 


——— 


Monpay, December 28. i 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to 
the bill, entitled “An aet directing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to remit fines, forfeitures, and 
penalties in certain cases;” and concurred therein. 

The bill to provide for organizing, arming, and 
disciplining, the militia of the United States, was 
read the second time, and referred'to a committee, 
appointed the 9th of November, on so much of 
the Message of the President of the United States 
as relates to the militia laws of the United States, 
to consider and report thereon, 

The Senate resumed the motion made the 22d 
instant, respecting the mounted volunteers, which 
was amended. and agreed to, as follows : 

Resolved, That the committee appointed the 
9th November, on so much of the Message of the 
President of the United States as relates to. the 
militia laws, be instructed to inquire what provis- 
ion is necessary and proper to be made for the 
mounted volunteers and others, which have been 
called into the actual service of the United States, 
during the present year. 


TvzspAv, December 29. 
A message from the House of Representatives 


informed the Senate that the House have pass- 
ed a joint “resolution relative to. the brilliant 
achievements of Captains Hull, Decatur, and 


The amendimenis tothe bill, entitled “An act | 


Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 
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Jones ;”-in which 
of the Senate. ` à : 

|. The resolution last mentioned was read, and 

passed to the second reading. . i : 


they request the concurrence 


WznnEspAY, December 30. 

The joint: resolution, relative to the brilliant 
achievements: of Captains Hull, Decatur, and 
Jones, was read thé'second time, and referred to 
the committee appointed on the 9th of November, 
on so much of the Message of the President of the 
United States, as relates to the Naval Establish- 
ment thereof.. _ i D07 : 

‘On motion, bý Mr. FRANELIN, S 

Resolved; That the Secretary of War be direct- 
ed to. lay-before the Senate.a:statement of all the 
treaties held by the Indiam tribes, respectively, in. 
which they haveceded lands to the United States, 


since the.4th day of March, in the year 1789, the’ 
‘amount of purchase, with the ànBuities, if any 


there be; 'álsó, the amoünt; (Whether in goods or 
money) expended in carrying such treaties into 
ect. MINE Me "i 
On motion, by Mr. FRANELIN, 


Resolved; That the Secretary of ‘the Treasury. 


be directed to lay-before the Senate. a general 
statement, showing the amount of all the moneys 
expended in surveying, marking, and designating, 
the lines and boundaries of the public lands, in 
each State or Territory; also, the amount of mo- 
neys paid upon the account of the ‘sale of the 
public lands and collection of the money arising 
therefrom, and to the several boards of land com- 
missioners, their clerks, and other officers, for as- 
certaining and adjusting the titles and claims to 
land in thé several States and Territories. 

On motion, by Mr. FRANKLIN, 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office be directed to lay before the Sen- 
ate a statement showing the amount of sales of 
land, the sums due from each land district, and 
the moneys actually received up to the close of 
the last quarter. 

On motion, by Mr. Dana, ; 

Resolved; That the Secretary of State be di- 
rected to lay before the Senate a statement of the 
nümber of persons, born in foreign countries, who 
have been legally naturalized in the United 
States, and registered annually as American sea- 
men, according to returns sentto the Department 
of State, under the act of the 28th of May, 1796, 
relating to American seamen. 


Tuurspay, December 31. 

Mr. Maanunzn, from the committee appointed 
on the subject of the public lands, reported a bill 
giving further time for registering lands in the 
eastern district of the Territory of Orleans, (now 
State of Louisiana ;) and the bill was read, and 
passed to the second reading. 

The Presipent communicated the report of 
the Secretary for the Department of the Treasu- 
ry, made in pursuance of the act of the tenth of 
April, 1806, entided “An act regulating the cur- 


rency of foreign coins in the United States 3? and 
the report was read, and laid on the table. 

A" message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate of the death of Jonn SMILIE, 
latea member of the House of Representatives, | 
from the State of Pennsylvania; and that his re- 
mains will be interred this.day at two o'clock. 

Resolved, That the Senate will attend the fune- 
ral of Joun SmiLig, latea member of the House of 
Representatives, from the State of Pennsylvania 
this day at two o'clock; and, as a testimony of 
respect for the. memory of the deceased, they 
wil go into mourning, and wear a black Grape 
round, the left arm for thirty days. i: 


. MoNnar, January 4, 1813. 

"The Presipent communicated a report, signed 
James Monroe, acting. Secretary for the Depart- 
ment of War, made in obedience to the first sec- 
tion of the act, entitled “An act further to amend 
the several acts for the establishment of the Trea- 
sury, War, and Navy Departments,” passed 3d 
March, 1809; and the report was read. | 

The bill giving further time for registering . 
claims to land in the eastern district of the Ter- 
ritory of Orleans, (now State.of Louisiana,) was. 
read the second time. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act supplementary to the act, 
entitled ‘An act for the more perfect organization 
of the Army of the United States ;” a bill, entitled 
“An act providing navy pensions, in certain 
cases ;” also, a bill, entitled “An act to authorize 
the President of the United States to establish 
post routes in certain cases ;” in which bills they 
request the concurrence of the Senate. 

The three bills last brought up for concurrence 
were read, and passed to the second reading. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled. “An 
act to enable the people of the Mississippi Terri- 
tory to form a constitution and State govern- 
ment, and for the admission of such Territory 
into the Union onan equal footing with the origi- 
nal States,” together with the amendments re- 
ported thereto by the select committee; and Mr. 
GaILLARD was requested to take the Chair; and, 
after debate, the President resumed the Chair, and, 
oa motion, by Mr. Smiru, of Maryland, the further 
consideration thereof was postponed until to- 
morrow. 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 

To the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States + 

I lay before Congress, for their information, a report 
of the Director of the Mint. 

Jaxvanr, 4, 1813. 

The Message and report were read. 

Mr. Tait communicated “An act declaring the. 
assent of the Legislature of the State of Georgia 
to the formation of one or more State govern- 
ments in the Mississippi Territory ;” which was 
read, 
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Tuespay, January D. . 


The credentials. of Joun GAILLARD, appointed: 
a Senator by the Legislature of the State. of. 


' South Carolina, for six years, commencing on the 
4th day of March next, were presented, read, and. 
ordered to lie on file. a sone 

The Presipent communicated à report of the 
Commissioner of the Genéral. Land Office, made 
in compliance with a.resolution of the Senate, of 


the 30th December last, showing the amount of” 


lands sold prior to.and since the opening of the 
several land offices, the sums due, and the moneys 
actually received therefor,-up to the close of the 
last quarter. And the-report was read. . j 

Mr. BRADLEY presented the petition of Reuben 
Attwater, praying compensation for extra servi- 
ces rendered as Secretary of the Michigan Terri- 
tory, and remuneration for losses sustained from 
depredations of the enemy on his private property, 
after the surrender of Detroit, in consequence of 
his having aeted as Governor ; and the petition 
was read, and referred toa select committee, to 
consider and report thereon by bill or otherwise ; 
and Messrs. Biss, WorTHINGTON, and FRANKLIN, 
‘were appointed the committee. 

The bill entitled “An act authorizing the Presi- 
dent of the United States to establish post routes 
in certain cases,” was read the second time, and 


referred to a select committee, to consider and. 


report thereon; Messrs. WORTHINGTON, FRANK- 
LIN, and GAILLARD, were appointed the com- 
mittee. 

The bill, entitled “An aet supplementary to the 
act, entitled ‘An act for the more perfect organi- 
zation of the Army of the United States,” was read 
the second time, and referred to the committee 
appointed the 9th of November last, on so much 
of the Message of the President of the United 
States as concerns our foreign relations, to con- 
sider and report thereon. 

The bill, entitled “An act providing for navy 
pensions,” was read the second time, and referred 
to the committee appointed on the 9th of Novem- 
ber last, on so much of the Message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States as relates to the Naval 
Establishment thereof, to consider and report 
thereon. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act to enable the people of the Mississippi Terri- 
tory to form a constitution and State govern- 
ment, and for the admission of such Territory 
into the Union, on an equal footing with the origi- 
nal States?" together with the amendments re- 
ported thereto by the select committee; and Mr. 
GAILLARD was requested to take the Chair, and, 
after debate, the further consideration thereof was 
postponed until to-morrow. 


Wepnespay, January 6. 
The credentials of Asner Lacock, appointed 
a Senator by the Legislature of the State of Penn- 
sylvania for the term of six years, commencing 


on the 4th day of March next, were read, and or- 
dered to lie on file, 


. The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
aci.to enabie-the people of the.Mississippi Terri- 
tory to form a constitution and State government, 
and for the admission of such Territory into the 
Union, on an equal footing with the original - 
States,” together^with the amendments reported 
thereto. by the seléct committee ; and, on motion 
by Mr. BRapLEY, the bill and amendments were 
recommitted to a select. committee, to consist of 
five members, to consider and report thereon by 
bill, bills, or otherwise; and Messrs. BRADLEY, 
ANDERSON, LLOYD, GREGG, and German, were 
appointed the committee." — oases of unc 
The following motion was submitted by Mr, 
Smits, of Maryland, for consideration: o sn v. 
- Resolved, That the Secretary of War be .directed to 
lay béfore. the -Senate-a return of the- commissioned, 
non-commissioned’ officers, musicians, and’ privates, 
who have enrolled themselves under the act, entitled. 
« An act authorizing the President of the United Statés - 
to accept and organize certain volunteer military corps,” 
and the act supplementary thereto, specifying the States 
wherein such volunteers may have enrolled ; and, also, 
a return of the non-commissioned officers, musicians, 
and privates, who have enlisted under the act, entitled 
“An act in addition to the act, entitled ‘An act to 
raise an additional military force," passed January 11, 
1812. ; A 


"launspAr, January 7. 


Mr. Worraineton, from the committee to 
whom was referred the bill, entitled * An actau- 
thorizing the President of the United States to 
establish post routes in certain cases,” reported it: 
without amendment, and it was ordered to a third. 
reading. RES 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion made yesterday, on the subject of enrolled 
volunteers, and agreed thereto. : 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill giving further time for register- 
ing elaims to lands in the eastern district of the 
Territory of Orleans, now State of Louisiana; 
and, on motion by Mr. Posey, the further consid- 
eration thereof was postponed until Monday next. 

Mr. Varntm, from the committee. appointed 
the 9th November, to consider the subjeet, report- 
ed, in part, a bill supplementary to an act, enti- 
ued “An act to provide for the calling forth the 
militia, to execute the laws of the Union, suppress 
insurrections, and repel invasions, and to repeal 
the act now in force for those purposes ;” and the 
bill was read, and passed to the second reading.. 

Mr. Poszv, from the committee to whom was 
referred, on the 10th of December, the petition of 
the widow and heirs of Leonard Marbury, de- 
ceased reported that it lie on the table. And the 
report was agreed to. 

Mr. Currs communicated instruetions from 
the Legislature of the State of New Hampshire, 
on increasing the pay of the militia when called 
into the service of the United States; which were . 
read. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Tennessee, from the commit- 
tee to whom was referred the bill, entitled “An 
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aet supplenientary to the act, entitled *An act for 
the more perfect. organization ofthe Army of the 
United States,” reported it with an amend ment. 

. On motion by Mr. Gazae, 

Resolved, That-the Secretary for the Départ- 


} 


: Mr. Smira, of Maryland, from the committee 
to whom was referred the bill, entitled “An act 
providing navy pensions in certain cases," "reported 
it amended | : 

The PRESIDENT 'eommuniieated a report of the 


, ment of the Navy be directed to lay before: the.| Secretary for the Department of State, made in 
Senate any eorrespondénee that may have taken | conformity with their resolution ofthe "30th De- 


place between. him and Captain Chauncey and 
‘Lieutenant : Elliott; relative to the capture: and 


subsequent dispositión of the British armed brigs- 


Detroit and Caledonia; on the 8th October, 1812. 


 Femay, January'8. | 
The: bill supplementary to an act, entitled “An 
adt to | provi calling forth the militia to exe- 
‘cute the laws of the Union; suppress - instirrec- 
tions, and. repel inva ons, and. to repeal the aet 
ow À hose purposes,” was read the 


second time. | 
The: Senate, resumed, as in Committee of the 


Whole, thi of the bill entitled “An 
act suppleme the act, entitled ‘An act for 
the more perfect, organization of. the Army of the 
United States,” together with tlie amendments re- 
potted. thereto by the select committee ; and Mr. 
GAILLARD Was: requested to take the Chair ; and, 
having agreéd to ái amendment, the President 
resumed the Chair; and, on. motion by Mr. SMITH, 
of Maryland, the "further consideration thereof 
was postponed to, and made the order of the day 
for, Monday next. 

“The bill, entitled “An act authorizing the Pre- 
sident of the United States to establish post routes 
in certain easés," was read a third time,and passed. 

A -message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act for the relief of John Bin- 
nion, P in which they request the concurrence of 
the Senate. . 

The bill last mentioned was read, and passed to 
the second reading. — 


MONDAY, January 11. 


James À. Bayar, from the State of Delaware, 
arrived on the 9th instant,and attended this.day. 

. Mr. BrapLey, from the committee to whom 
Was recommitted the bill from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, entitled “An act to enable the peo- 
ple of the Mississippi Territory to form a consti- 
tution and State government, and for the admis- 
sion of such Territory into the Union, on an equal 
footing with the original States,” together with 
the amendments thereto, reported ‘in part, a bill 
to carry into effect the report made to Congress, 
in February, 1803, by James Madison, then Sec- 
retary of State; Albert Gallatin, Secretary of the 
Treasury ; and Levi Lincoln, Attorney General 
of the United, States; commissioners appointed 
in pursuance of the act, entitled “An act for the 
amicable settlement of limits with the State of 
Georgia, and authorizing the establishment of a 
government in the Mississippi Territory, in obe- 
dience ta the provisions of the act supplemental 
to the last mentioned act ;? and the bill was read, 
and passed to the second reading. 


cember, on the number of persons bora in foreign 
countries, who have been legally naturalized: in 
the United States, and registered annually as 
American seamen; and the | repóft was read. 

The PRESIDENT "also communicated à report of 
the Secretary for the Department of thé Treas- 
ury, made in conformity with the sixth section of 
the det. passed on the Ist May, 1810, entitled “An 
act fixing the compensation of publie Ministers 
and Consuls, residing on the'coast of Barbary; 
and for other purposes ;” and the report was read. 

The bill, entitled: *Ax act for the rélief of John 
Binnion,” was read the second time, and referred 
to the committee appointed the 2d December, on 
the subject of public lands, to consider and report 
thereon. 

Mr. GERMAN presented the petition of William 
Nexsen, jr., of the city of New York, an insolvent 
debtor, imprisoned at thesuit of the United Sfates, 
praying to be discharged ; and the petition was 
read, and referred. to a select committee, to con- 
sider and report thereon by bill or otherwise; and 
Messrs. GERMAN, GREGG, and GOODRICH, ‘were 


opened the committee. 


Mr. Suiza, of Maryland, presented the memo- 
ríal of John Worthington, and others, represent- 
ing Oliver Evans as acting oppressively under 
his patent, for making and vending to be used his 
invention and improvement iu the art of manu- 
facturing flour and meal, and stating testimony 
in support of the facts alleged, and praying Con- 
gress again to take the subject into consideration, 
and grant relief; and the memorial and testimo- 
ny were read ; and, on motion, the testimony was 
ordered to be printed for the use of the Senate. 

On motion by Mr. Sur, of Marylaud, the 
memorial was referred to a select committee, to 
consist of five members, to consider and report 
thereon, by bill or otherwise; and Messrs. Bay- 
ARD, SMITH of Maryland, TAYLOR, Greca, and 
Campse tof Ohio, were appointed the committee. 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UxtTED STATES: 


To the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States : 
I transmit to Congress an account of the contingent 


expenses of the Government, for the year 1812. 
JAMES MADISON. 

Jaxvanx 11, 1813. 

The Message and account therein referred to 
were read. 

The following Message was also received from 
the PRESIDENT or THE UNITED STATES: 

To the Senate of the United States : 

I transmit to the Senate a report of the Secretary of 
War, complying with their resolution of the 24th of 
December last. JAMES MADISON. 

January 11, 1813. 
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The Message and report. therein. referred. to 
were read. | 247. E 

"The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
"Whole, the consideration of the bill giving fur- 
ther time for registering elaims to lands in the 
eastern district of the Territory:of Orleans, now 
State of Louisiana ; and the bill was ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
"Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 


act supplementary to the act, entitled ‘An act for | 


the more perfect organization of the Army of the 
United States ;” and Mr. GAILLARD was requested 
to take the Chair. . uM 
On motion by Mr. Smi'ru, of Maryland, to strike 
out thefirst and second sections of the bill, which 
provides one additional major to each regiment, 
and one additional third lieutenant to each com- 
pany or troop, it was determined in the negative— 
yeas 15, nays 18, as follows: 
Yuas—Messrs. Bayard, Bradley, Campbell of Ohio, 
German, Gilman, Goodrich, Gregg, Horsey, Lambert, 
Leib, Lloyd, Pope, Reed, Smith of Maryland, Varnum. 
Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Campbell of Ten- 
nessee, Crawford, Cutts, Dana, Franklin, Gaillard, 
Howell, Hunter, Magruder, Posey, Robinson, Smith of 
New York, Tait, Taylor, Turner, and Worthington. 
The bill having been goné through, the. Presi- 
dent resumed the Chair, and Mr. GAILLARD re- 
ported it amended. 


Tvsspav, January 12. 


Mr. Grece presented the petition of Washing- 
ton Lee, now a Captain in the Army, stating that 
he was appointed on the 19th February, 1810, by 
the Commanding General of the Southern depart- 
ment of the Army, Judge Advocate; the duties 
of which office he discharged for the space of two 
years, and for which service he has received no 
compensation, owing to the said appointment not 
having been at that time provided for by law, and 
praying relief; and the petition was read, and 
referred io a select committee, to consider and 
report thereon by bill or otherwise; and Messrs. 
Greco, Posey, and Smrru of New York, were 
appointed the committee. 

Mr. Bnaprzy presented the petition of Henry 
Debrow and James Chittenden, & Co., citizens 
of the Michigan T'erritory, with an account of 
property whieh they state to have been taken and 
destroyed by the enemy on the 9th of July, 1812, 
and praying relief; and the petition was read. 

The PRESIDENT? communicated a letter signed 
William Duane, on the subject of military tac- 
tics ; and the letter was read: 

The bill giving fürther time for registering 
claims to lands in the eastern district of the Ter- 
ritory of Orleans, now State of Louisiana, was 
read a third time, and passed. 

The bill to carry into effect the report made to 
Congress in February, 1803, by James Madison, 
then Secretary of State; Albert Gallatin, Secre- 
tary of the Treasury; and Levi Lincoln, Attor- 
ney General of the United States—commissioners, 
appointed in pursuance of the act, entitled “ An 


act for an amicable settlement of limits with. the 
State of Georgia, and: authorizing the establish- 
ment of a government in the Mississippi "Terri- 
tory, in obedience to the provisions of the act sup- 
plemental to the last mentioned act,” was read 
the second time. . 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill, entitled “An-act supplementary to the act, 
entitled. ‘An.act for the-more perfect organization 
of the Army of the United States.” - i 
- On motion, it was agreed to- strike out (section 
4, line 4) the words ^in lieu of the bounty in 
money heretofore allowed". .:- 

On motion by Mr. LiLorp, to strike out (sec- 
tion 4, lines 7; 8, 9, and 10) the words “a bounty 
of forty dollars, but tbe payment of twenty dollars 


.of the said bounty shall be deferred until he shall 
‘be mustered and have joined some military corps 


for service,” it was detérmined in the affirmative 
—yeas 17, nays 15, as follows: Bp 
Yras—Messrs, Bayard, Bradley, Campbell of.Ohio, 
Crawford, Gilman, Goodrich, Gregg, Horsey, Hunter, 
Lambert, Leib, Lloyd, Pope, Smith of New York, Tait, 
Taylor, and Turner. ; . A 
Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Campbell of Ten- 
nessee, Cutts, Dana, Franklin, . Gaillard, German, 
Howell, Magruder, Posey, Reed, Robinson, Smith of 
Matyland, and Varnum. ` . Ta. 
On motion by: Mr, Luoyp,-to insert, in lieu of 
the words last stricken out, the following words; 
“an advance of twenty-four dollars, on` account 
of his pay, in addition to the existing. bounty: 
one-half of such advance to be paid at the enlist- 
ment of the recruit, and the other half when he 
shall be mustered and have joined some military 
corps of the United States for service;" it was 
determined in the affirmative—yeas 22, nays 11, 
as follows: MESE 
Yeas—Messrs. Bayard, Bibb, Bradley, Campbell 
of Ohio, Campbell of Tennessee, Crawford, Cutts, 
Gilman, Goodrich, Gregg, Horsey, Hunter, Lambert, 
Leib, Lloyd, Pope, Reed, Smith of New York, Tait, 
Taylor, Turner, and Worthington. 
Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, Dana, Franklin, Gaillard, 
German, Howell, Magruder, Posey, Robinson, Smith 


of Maryland, and Varnum. 


On motion, by Mr. VARNUM, to strike out the 
first and second sections of the bill, a division of 
the question was called for by Mr. Lets, and the 
question was taken on striking out the first seé- 
uon, which provides one additional major to each 
regiment, and determined in the negative—yeas 
15, nays 16, as follows: 7 

Yuas—Messrs. Bayard, Bradley, Campbell of Ohio, 
German, Gilman, Goodrich, Gregg, Horsey, Lambert, 
Leib, Lloyd, Pope, Reed, Smith of Maryland, and 
Varnum. . des g 

Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Campbell of Ten- 
nessee, Crawford, Cutts, Franklin, Gaillard, Hunter, 
Magruder, Posey, Robinson, Smith of New York, 
Tait, Taylor, and Turner. 

On the question to strike out the second sec- 
tion, which provides one additional third lieuten- 
ant to each company or troop, it was determined. 
in the negative—yeas 15, nays 17, as follows :. 
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Yxas—Messrs. Bayard, Bradley, Campbell of Ohio, | ted States, commissioners, appointed in pursu- 
German, Gilman, Goodrich, Gregg; Horsey, Lambert, | ance of the act, entitled *An act for an amicable 
Leib; Lloyd, Pope, Reed, Smith of Maryland, and | settlement of limits with the State of Georgia, 

amum,  . : and authorizing the establishment of a govern- 

Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Campbell of Ten- | ment ‘in the Mississippi Territory, in obedience 
nessee, Crawford, Cutts, Franklin, Gaillard, Howell, to the provisions of the act sup lemental to the 
Hunter, Magruder, Posey, Robinson, Smith of New last mentioned act.” ` Pp j : 
York, Tait, Taylor, Turner, and Worthington. : Mr. ANDERSON was requested to take the Chair, 

On motion, by Mr. Lem, it was agreed tostrike | and the bill was amended, and the President re-- 
out the words “five dollars,” being the allowance | sumed the Chair. i 2 i : 
‘tothe officers on recruiting service, and that it| . On motion, by Mr. Bras, the further consider- 
should stand blank’; section five, line four; and, ation, of the bill was postponed until to-morrow. 
after debate, on motion, by Mr. Roxinson,it was| The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
agreed to fill the blank with the words “four Whole, the bill, entitled “An act providing for 
dollars.” . BV ME 2: navy pensions in certain cases,” together with 

„And the reported amendments having been | the amendments reported thereto by the select 
agreed to, on the question. Shall this bill be read committee ; and haviog agreed- to the amend- 
‘a third time aš amended ? it was -determined in | ments, on the question, Shall this bill be read a 
the affirmative—yeas 23, nays 8, as follows: third time as amended ? it was determined in the 

Yeas—Messrs. Anderson, Bayard, Bibb, Campbell | affirmative. 
of ‘Ohio, Campbell. of Tennessee, Crawford, Cutts,| The following Message was received from the 
MALE palai Geman, Grogs, Howell, Leib, | PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 

agruder, Posey, Reed, Robinson, Smith of Maryland, > J 
Smith of New York, Tait, Taylor, Turner, i TUM eaen aa T United States : 


Worthington. . Eu l - : 
) E "" - : At the request of the General Assembly of Mary- 
Narxs—Messrs. Gilman, Goodrich, Horsey, Hunter, | land, communicated by the Governor of that State, I 


Lambert, Bloy 4, Pop e, and arae po «s | lay before Congress copies of their act passed on the 
| : 


. . second instant. 
; JAMES MADISON. 
Wennespay, January 13. Jaxvanr 13, 1813. 


The Prestoenr communicated the report of | ` i 
the Secretary acting for the Department of War, m Message apd ect therein, referred fo- were 
made in obedience to the first section of the act, i i 
entitled “An act further to amend the several | CAPTURE OF BRITISH VESSELS. 
acts for the establishment and regulation of the! The following Message was received from the 
. Treasury, War, and Navy Departments,” passed | Presipenr or THE Uniten STATES: 
the third day of March, 1809; and ihe report | m, the Senate of the United States : 


was read. ` A : I transmit to the Senato copies of the correspond- 
Mr. .MaGRUDER, from committee appointed ! ence called for by their resolution of the 7th instant. 
to covsider the subject of public lands, reported JAMES MADISON. 


a bill for the relief of Lewis Chacherie; and the]  Jaxvanx 13, 1813. 
bill was read, and passed to the second reading. | 
The amendments to the bill, entitled “An 
act supplementary to the act, entitled ‘An act 
for the more perfect organization of the Army of 
the United States,” were reported by the com- 
mittee correctly engrossed ; and the bill was read 
a third timeasamended, . ! 
Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. ! 
"The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of tlie bill supplemen- 
tary to an aet, entitled “An act to provide for | i ant, t 4 vessels, 1 
calling forth the militia to execute the laws of | I was informed were His Britannic Majesty's brig De- 
the Union, suppress insurrections, and repel inva- troit, late the United States! brig Adams, and the brig 
sions, and to repeal the act now in force for those So Gane tae CieMaE. pe oe 
5D g ui D 
purposes ;” and Mr. BnapLEY was requested to | armed and manned, came down the lake, and anchored 


The Message and papers therein referred to 
were read, and ‘referred to the committee ap- 
pointed the 9th November, on so much of the 
Message of the President of the United States 
as relates to the Naval Establishment, to consider 
jand report thereon. 

The documents are as follow: . 

s Brack Rocx, October 9, 1812. 

Sin: [have the honor to inform you that, on the 
morning of the 8th instant, two Dritish vessels, which 


take the Chair ; and the bill having been amend- : B : 
ed, the President resumed the Chair ; and on the under the protection of Fort Erie. Having been on 
question, Shall this bill be engrossed and read a 
third time? it was determined in the affirmative. 
The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill to carry 
into effect the report made to Congress in Feb- 
ruray, 1893, by James Madison, then Secretary of 
State, Albert Gallatin, Secretary of the Treasury, 
and Levi Lincoln, Attorney General of the Uni- 


the lines for some time, and in a measure inactively 
employed, I determined to make an attack, and, if pos- 
sible, get possession of them; a strong inducement to 
this attempt arose from a conviction that, with those 
two vessels, added to those which I have purchased 
and am fitting out, I should be able to meet the re- 
mainder of the British force on the upper lakes, and 
save an incaiculable expense and labor to the Govern- 
ment. On the morning of their arrival, I heard that 


4T 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


48 


Senate. 


Capture of British Vessels on Lake Erie. 


January, 1813. 


our seamen were but a short distance from this place, 
and immediately despatched an express to the officers, 
directing them to use all possible despatch in getting 
the.men to this place, as I had important service to per- 
form. On their arrival, which was about 12 o'clock, I 
discovered that they had only twenty pistols, and neither 
cutlasses, nor battle axes; but on application to Gen- 
erals Smyth and Hall, of the regulars and militia, I 
was supplied with a few arms, and General Smyth was 
so good, on my request, as immediately to detach fifty 
men from the regulars, armed with muskets; by four 
o’clock, in the afternoon, I had my men selected and 
stationed in two boats which I had previously prepared 
for the purpose; with those boats, fifty men in each, 
‘and under circumstances very disadvantageous, my 
men having had scarcely time to refresh themselves, 
after a fatiguing march of five hundred miles, I put 
“Off from the-mouth of Buffalo creek, at one o'clock tho 
. following morning; and at three I was alongside the 
vessels ; in about ten minutes I had the prisoners all 
secured, the topsails sheeted home, and the vessels 
under way ; unfortunately the wind was not sufficient- 
ly strong to get me up against a rapid current into the 
Jake, where [ understood another armed vessel lay at 
anchor, and I was obliged to run down the river by 
the forts, under a heavy fire of round, grape, and can- 
ister, from a number of pieces of heavy ordnance, and 
several pieces of flying artillery ; was compelled to an- 
chor at a distance of about four hundred yards from 
two of their batteries. After the discharge of the first 
gun, which was from the flying artillery, I hauled tothe 
shore, and observed to the oflicer that if another gun 
was fired, I would bring the prisoners on deck, and ex- 
pose them to the fate we should all share; but notwith- 
Standing they disregarded the caution, continuing a 
constant and destructive fire, one single moment's re- 
flection determined me not to commit an act that would 
subject me to the imputation of barbarity. The Cale- 
donia had been beached in as safe a position as the 
circumstances would admit of, under one of our batte- 
ries at Black Rock; I now brought all the guns of the 
Detroit on ono side, next the enemy, stationed the men 
at them, and directed a fire, which was continued as 
long as our ammunition lasted, and circumstances per- 
mitted. During the contest, I endeavored to get the 
Detroit on our side, by sending a line (there being no 
wind) on shore, with all the line I could muster; but 
the current being so strong the boat could not reach 
the shore. I then hauled on shore, and requested that 
warps should be made fast on the land and sent on 
board, the attempt to do which again proved useless. 
As the fire was such as would, in all probability, sink 
the vessel in a short time, I determined to drop down 
the river, out of reach of the batteries, and make a 
stand against the flying artillery. I accordingly cut the | 
cable and made sail, with very light airs, and at that 
instant discovered that the pilot had abandoned me. 
I dropped astern, for about ten minutes, when I was 
brought up on our shore, on Squaw island; got the 
boarding boat made, had all the prisoners put in and 
sent on shore, with directions for the officer to return 
for me, and what property we could get from the brig ; 
he did not return, owing to the difficulty of the boat's 
getting ashore. Discovering a skiff under the counter, | 
I sent the four remaining prisoners in the boat, and, 
with my officer, I went on shore to bring the boat off; 
I asked for protection to the brig of Lieutenant Colo- | 
nel Scott, who readily gave it; at this moment I dis- 
covered a boat, with about forty soldiers, from the Brit- 
ish side, making for the brig; they got on board, but 


were soon.compelled to abandon her, with the loss of 
nearly all their men. During the whole of this morn- 
ing both sídes of the river kept up, alternately, a con- 
stant fire on the brig, and so much injured her that it 
was impossible to have floated her. Before I left her, 
she had received twelve shot, of Jarge size, in her bends, 
her sails in ribands, and her rigging all cut to pieces. 
To my officers and men, I feel under great obligations ; 
to Captain Towson, and Lieutenant Roach, of thesec- 
ond regiment of artillery; Ensign Presstman, of the 
infantry; to Cornelius Chapin, Mr. John McComb, 
Messrs. John Tower, Thomas Davis, Peter Overtacks, 
James Sloan, resident gentlemen of Buffalo, for their 
soldier and sailor-like conduct ; in a word, every man 
fought with their hearts animated only by the interest 
and honor of their country. The prisoners I have 
turned over to the military. The Detroit mounted six 
six-pound long guns ; a commanding lieutenant, a lieu- 
tenant of marines, a boatswain and gunner, and fifty- 
six men; about thirty American prisoners on board; 
muskets, pistols, and battle-axes; in boarding her, I 
lost one man, one officer wounded ; Mr. John C. Cum- 
mings, acting midshipman, a bayonet through the 
leg; his conduct was correct, and deserves the notice 
of the Department. : . 
The Caledonia mounted two small guns, blunder- 
busses, pistols, muskets, cutlasses, and boarding pis- 
tols; twelve men, including officers; ten prisoners on 
board; the boat boarding her, commanded by Sailing- 
master George Watts, performed his duty in a mas- 
terly style; but one man killed and four wounded bad- 
ly, I am afraid, mortally. i 
I enclose you a list of the officers and men engaged 
in the enterprise, and also a view of the lake and river 
in the different situations of attack; in a day or two 
I shall forward the names of the prisoners. The Cale- 
donia belongs to the Northwest Company, laden with 
furs, worth, I understood, two hundred thousand dol- 
lars. ' 
JESSE D. ELLIOTT. 
Hon. Paur HAMILTON, 


Secretary of the Navy. 


Lieutenant Elliott to the Secretary of the Navy. 
Brack Rocx, October 10, 1812. 


Srr: In my letter of yesterday’s date, I stated my 
intention to enclose to you a list of the officers and 
men engaged with me in capturing His Britannic Ma- 
jesty's brig, the Detroit, and brig Caledonia. The in- 
cessant fire of the enemy, and my own constant en- 
gagements for the protection of the vessels, compet 
me to postpone sending that list until another oppor- 
tunity. Last evening, having observed an intention, 
on the part of the enemy, to remove the ordnance and 
military stores with which the Detroit was charged, I 
determined at once to set her on fire; thereby to pre- 
vent her having the aid of masts and yards in get- 
ting her guns into boats, she having five twelve-pound 
guns in her hold, and six six-pounders upon her deck, 
that I could prepare them, and, with my sailors, remove 
the ordnance during the night, when unobserved hy 
the enemy. These preparations I am now making, 
and shall, with as much expedition as possible, con- 
tinue to get the ordnance, and place it in our battery, 
as we are much in want—not one piece at Black 
Rock. The Caledonia I have perfeetly recovered from 
the enemy. 

I have the honor to be, with great respect, &c. 

JESSE D. ELLIOTT. 


* 
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Lieutenant Elliott to Commodore Chauncey, dated 


: Bracx Rock, Oct. 10, 1812. 
Sra: Ihave the honor to inform you that, on the | 
morning of the 6th instant, two vessels, under British 
colors, came down. Lake Erie, and anchored under the | 
protection of Fort Erie; that, on the same day, a de- i 
tachment of men arrived from New York, accompa- į 
nied by Sailingmasters Watts and Chisson, with some 
masters’ mates and midshipmen ; that, on the morn- | 
ing following, I, with two boats previously prepared | 
for the purpose, boarded and took possession of them, | 
with the loss of two men killed, Samuel Fortune and | 
Daniel Martin, and four wounded—Acting Midship- 
man John C. Cummings, John Garling, Nathan Arm- | 
strong, Jerome Sardie, and John Yosen. As there is | 


.. not a probability of your receiving this shortly, I have | 


made a communication to the Department, upon the | 
subject, a copy of which I enclose for your perusal. I | 
beg vou will not have conceived me hasty in making 
this attack. lacted as if the action came directly from 
yourself. | 

Let me recommend to your particular attention the | 
officers and men who performed this service—each and | 
all did their duty. The ensign of the Adams I will 
send you at an early opportunity ; it is at your dispo- 
sal. The particulars, as it regards the vessels, I will 
forward you in a day or two; at present I am much 
engaged. With sentiments, &c. 


P. S. I have neglected mentioning to you the names 
of the vessels captured. One, His Britannic Majesty's 
brig, “ the Detroit,” formerly the United States’ brig 
Adams; the other, a brig belonging to the Northwest 
Company, loaded with-skins, called the Caledonia. 


Commodore Chauncey to Paul Hamilton, Esq., Secre- 
-© dary of the Navy. 
Sacxxvr's Hannon, October 16, 1812. 
Sin: I have great pleasure in informing you that, 
by a gentleman who arrived here yesterday afternoon, 
from Buffalo, I learn that Lieutenant Elliott, with 
about sixty sailors, and a number of volunteer militia, 
cut out from under the guns of Fort Erie, on the night 
of the 8th instant, the brig Adams (lately surrendered 
at Detroit) and the schooner Caledonia, laden with 
peltry, said to be very valuable; but, in running these 
vessels for Black Rock, they both grounded, in such a 
situation that the British fort was firing on them, when 
my informant loft there on Friday morning last. It 
was, however, believed that, if they could not be got | 
off, they could be destroyed. I, however, hope that 
Lieutenant Elliott will be able to save both vessels ; 
for, such an addition to our little force on Lake Erie, 
at this time, would be invaluable. Lieutenant Elliott 
deserves much praise for the promptness with which 
he executed this service; as the sailors had only ar- 
rived at Black Rock on the 8th, and he had no parti- 
cular orders from me,.except to have boats built and 
prepared for cutting out the British vessels, which I 
knew rendezvoused near Fort Erie. If Lieutenant! 
Elliott succeed in saving the Adams and Caledonia, I 
think that we shall obtain the command of Lake Erie 
before December; but, as to this lake, I hardly know 
what to say, as there has not a single pound of pow- 
der, nor a gun, arrived yet, and I can make no calcu- 
lation when any will arrive. I feel quite discour- 
aged, and shall be tempted to seek the enemy, with 
the Oneida. alone, if the guns do not arrive soon. 
The sailors have all arrived at their places of desti- 


nation; but the marines have not arrived. I, however, 
hope to see them to-day or to-morrow. 


Í have the honor to be, &c. 
] ISAAC CHAUNCEY. 
Hon. Pavor HamirToN, 

Secretary of the Navy. 


SacxzTT's Hannon, October 27, 1812. 

Sın: 1 have the honor of enclosing you copies of 
two letters from Lieütenant Elliott, giving an occount 
of his having cut out from under Fort Erie, on Lake Erie, . 
in a most gallant manner, two British brigs, the Detroit - 
(late Adams) and the Caledonia. The Detroit was man- 
ned and armed as a man of war; the Caledonia be- 
longéd to the Northwest Company, and was loaded 
with peltry. . 

; Nothing that I can-say, more than I have already 
said in a former communication upon this subject, will 
add to the credit of Lieutenant Elliott, and the gallant 
officers and men who accompanied him. The thing 
speaks for itself, and will, I am sure, be duly appreci- 
ated. by all who may have any idea of the difficulties 
that he had to encoünter, after getting possession of 
these vessels. I have the honor to be, &c: . 

f ISAAC CHAUNCEY. 

Hon. Pavut HAMILTON, à ' 
Secretary of the Navy. 


—— 


: Wisurneron, Jan. 8, 1812. 

Sin: In answer to your note, requesting of me ‘‘a 
general description of the armament and stores on. 
board at the time of the capture of the Adams, and the 
probable number of men," I can state, that I sailed 
from Malden in the Adams, and arrived at Fort Erie 
on the morning preceding the night in which you cap- 
tured that vessel. I left her in the afternoon, and 
crossed in her boat to Buffalo, with a flag. When I 
left the Adams, she had on board five guns mounted, 
(six and four pounders,) and six long twelves in her 
hold. She had also on board a quantity of powder 
and ball, and a number of boxes of muskets. I am 
not able to state, of my own knowledge, the number 
of stand of árms, but I have been informed that nearly 
all the arms taken at Detroit were on board; if that 
was the fact, the number must. have been two thou- 
sand. The number of the crew that I left on board 
could not vafy much from sixty, and the number of 
American prisoners about thirty, including three offi- 
cers. I have the honor to be, &c. 

‘HARRIS H. HICKMAN. 
Lieut. D. Exuzortr, U.S. Navy. 


Navy Department, Oct. 27, 1812. 


Sin: Ihave received, with great satisfaction, your 
communication of the ninth instant, and have been 
desired by the President of the United States to return 
to you, and through you to the officers and men under 
your command, in the expedition to Fort Erie, which 
terminated to the glory of the American arms, his par- 


ticular thanks. I am, with great respect, &c. 
a PAUL HAMILTON. 


P. S. Your having abstained from fulfilling your in- 
timation that you would expose your prisoners to the 
enemy’s fire, is highly approved. 


Jesse D. Exxiorz, Esq. 
Lieut. Commanding, Black Rock. 
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Tuorspay, January 14. 


The amendments to the bill, entitled-“An act 
providing for navy pensions in certain cases,” 
were reported by the committee correctly en- 
grossed; and the bill was read a third time as 
amended, and passed. . 

The bill supplementary to the act, entitled *An 
aet to provide for calling forth the militia to exe- 
cute the laws of the Union, suppress insurrections, 


in force for those purposes,” was read a third 
lime, and passed. 

Mr. Leis presented the memorial of the man- 
‘agers of the Bible Society of Philadelphia, stating 
that, to enable them to promote the object of the 
institution, the gratuitous distribution of the sa- 

ered Scriptures, they had ordered, in the year 
1809, a set of stereotype plates from England, 
and praying that these plates may be exonerated 
from the additional duties since imposed on Brit- 
ish manufactures; and the memorial was read, 
and referred to a select committee, to consider 
and report thereon by bill or otherwise; and 
Messrs. Lets, Ropinson, and GREGG, were ap- 
pointed the committee. 

The bill for the relief of Lewis Chacherie, was 
read the second time, and on motion, by Mr. 
MaGRUDER, recommitted to the committee ap- 
pointed the 2d of December, on the subject of 


| and report thereon ; and Messrs. BAvAR», GREGG, 


and Biss, were appointed the committee. 
. Mr. Surg, of Maryland, presented the memo- 


| rial of the minority of the House of Representa- 


tives of the General Assembly of the Mississippi 
Territory, on their application for admission into 
the Union, on a footing with the original States, 
and praying Congress to defer the passing any 
law for that purpose, until their population shall 


aud repel invasions, and to repeal tlie act now ! amount to sixty thousand free persons, as is stated 
ait 


at large in the memorial; which was read, and 
referred to the committee to whom was recom- 
mitted, on the 6th instant, the bill from the House 
of Representatives, entitled “An act to enable the 
people of the Mississippi Territory to form a con- 
stitution and State government, and for the ad- 
mission of such Territory into the Union, on an 
equal footing with the original States,” to con- 
sider and report thereon. : 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled *An act in addition to the act, en- 
titled ‘An act to raise an additional military 
force, and for other purposes,” in which bill they 
request the concurrence of the Senate, They do 
not concur in the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill, entitled “An aet in addition to the act 
concerning letters of marque, prizes, and prize 
goods,” and ask a conference on the subject, and 


public lands, further to consider and report ac appointed managers on their part. 


thereon. 


he bill last brought up for concurrence was 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the | read ; and on. motion, by Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ten- 


Whole, the consideration of the bill to carry into 
effect the report made to Congress in February, 
1803, by James Madison, then Secretary of State, 
Albert Gallatin, Secretary of the Treasury, and 
Levi Lincoln, Attorney General of the United 


nessee, that it now be read a second time, it was 
objected to, as against the rule. The bill was 
then passed to the second reading. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill to carry into effect the report made to Cun- 


States, commissioners, appointed in pursuance of | gress in February, 1803, by James Madison, then 


the act, entitled “An act for an amicable settle- 
ment of limits with the State' of Georgia, and 
authorizing the establishment of a government 


Secretary of State, Albert Gallatin, Secretary of 
the Treasury, and Levi Lincoln, Attorney Gen- 
eral of the United States, commissioners, ap- 


in the Mississippi Territory, in obedience to the | pointed in pursuance of the act, entitled “An act 


provisions of the act supplementary to the last 
mentioned act” and Mr. ANDERSON was requested 


or an amicable settlement of limits with the 
State of Georgia, and authorizing the establish- 


to take the Chair; and, after debate, the Presi- | ment of a government in the Mississippi Terri- 


dent resumed the Chair, and Mr. ANDERSON re- 
ported the bill amended. 

On motion, by Mr. FRANKLIN, it was agreed to 
take the question, Shall this bill be engrossed and 
read a third time as amended? by yeas and nays. 

On motion, by Mr. Bran, the further considera- 
tion of the bill was postponed until to-morrow. 


Fntpay, January 15. 


On motion, by Mr. Lem, the letter signed Wil- 
liam Duane, communicated the 12th instant, on 
the subject of military tactics, was referred to a 
select committee, to consider and report thereon ; 
and Messrs. Lers, Surru, of Maryland, and An- 
DERSON, Were appointed the committee. 

On motion, by Mr. BAYARD, the Message of the 
President of the United States, of the 13th in- 
stant, with the act of the General Assembly of 
the State of Maryland, therein communicated, 
was referred to a select committee, to consider 


tory, in obedience to the provisions of the act, 
supplemental to the last mentioned act.” 

On motion, by Mr. Goonricn, the further con- 
sideration thereof was postponed until Monday 
next. 

Mr. Lere, from the committee appointed to 
consider the subject, reported a bill for the relief 
of the Bible Society of Philadelphia; and the bill 
was read, and passed to the second reading. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill, entitled “An aet in addition to 
the act concerning letters of marque, prizes, and 
prize goods ;” and on motion, by Mr. Smita, of 
Maryland, 

Resolved, That they insist on theiramendments, 
and agree to the conference asked by the House 
of Representatives. 

Ordered, That Messrs, Smirn of Maryland, 
ANDERSON, and TAYLOR, be the managers on the 
part of the Senate. 
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Mr. Horsey submitted the following motion 
for consideration.. ^. ^: © B : 

- Resolved, That the President'of the United States 
be requested to cause to be laid before the Senate the 
French decree, purporting to be a definitive repeal of 
the: Berlin and Milan decree, referred to in his Mes- 
sage of the 4th of November last; and, also, any cor- 
respondence or information, touching the relation of 
the United States with France, in the office of the 
. Department of State, not heretofore communicated, 
which, in the opinion of the President, is not incom- 
patible with. the public interest to communicate. 


t SATURDAY, January 16. 

"Phe bill, entitled “An act in addition to the 
act, entitled ‘An act to raise an additional mili- 
tary force, and for other purposes," was read the 
second time, and referred to the committee ap- 
pointed, the 9th of November, on so much of the 
Message of the President of the United States as 
- concerns our foreign relations, the military estab- 
lishment, and volunteers. 

The bill for the relief of the Bible Society of 
Philadelphia was read the second time; and on 
the question, Shall this bill be engrossed and read 
a third time? it was determined in the affirma- 
tive. 
-A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act making certain partial ap- 
propriations for the year 1813;” in which bill 
they request the concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill last mentioned was twice read, by 
unanimous consent, and passed to a third reading. 

The Presipent communicated the report of the 
Postmaster General, relative to public coatracts ; 
also, on the salaries allowed to the clerks of that 
department, during the year 1812; and the re- 
ports were severally read. 


` Monpay, January 18. 


Mr. MaGRUDER, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, entitled “An act for the re- 
lief of John Binnion,” reported it without amend- 
ment, and it passed to a third reading. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill to carry into effect the report made to Con- 
gress in February, 1803, by James Madison, then 
Secretary of State, Albert Gallatin, Secretary of 
the Treasury, and Levi Lincoln, Attorney Gene- 
ral of the United States, commissioners, appointed 
in pursuance of the act, entitled “An act for an 
amicable settlement of limits with the State of 
Georgia, and authorizing the establishment of a 
government in the Mississippi Territory, in obe- 
dience to the provisions of the act supplemental 
to the last mentioned act. And the bill was 
further amended. ; ` 

On the question, Shall this bill be engrossed 
and read a third time as amended? it was de- 
termined in the affirmative—yeas 16, nays 11, as 
follows: 

Yxuas—Messrs. Bayard, Bibb, Bradley, Brent, Cutts, 
Goodrich, Horsey, Howell, Hunter, Lambert, Pope, 


Varnum. d : 

Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, Campbell of Ohio, Craw- 
ford, Franklin, Gaillard, Leib, Magruder, Reed, Tait, 
"Turner, and Worthington. . : 

Mr. CamrseLL, of Tennessee, from the còm- 
mittee to whom was referred the bill, entiiled 
“An act in addition to the act. entitled ‘An act to 


Posey, Robinson, Smith- of ‘New York, Taylor, and 


-raise an additional. military forée, and for other 


purposes,” reported it without amendment. 

The bill for the relief of the Bible Society of 
Philadelphia was reported by the committee cor- 
rectly engrossed, and read a third time, and 
passed. . m ; 

The bill, entitled “An act making certain par- 
tial appropriations for the year 1813,” was read a 
third time, and passed. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion.made the 15th instant, which was amended 
and agreed to. as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be requésted to cause to be laid before the 
Senate the French decree, purporting to be a 
definitive repeal of the. Berlin and Milan decrees, 
referred to in his Message of the 4th November 
last, together with such information as he may 
possess, concerning the time and manner of pro- 
muigating the same; and, also, any correspond- 
ence or information touching the relations of the 
United States with France, in the office. of the 
Department of State, not heretofore communi- 
cated, which, in the opinion óf the President of 
the United States; is not incompatible with the 
public interest to communicate. `- 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Jared 
Shattuck,” in which bill they request the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

The bill last mentioned was read, and passed 
to the second reading. 


Touespay, January 19. 

The bill, entitled “An aet for the relief of Jared 
Shattuck,” was read the second time, and refer- 
red to a select committee, to consider and report 
thereon ; and Messrs. BRADLEY, Tart, and VAR- 
NUM, were appointed the committee, : 

Mr. Lioyn submitted the following motion for 
consideration: : 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested lo cause to be laid before the Senate an 
account of the sale or disposition of three millions one 
hundred and eighty thousand dollars of 'Treasury 
notes, subscribed for by various banks, as stated in. 
the annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury; 
with the time and terms of sale to such banks respec- 
tively ; and the state of their several accounts with the 
Treasury Department, from the time of such sale or 
subscription, to the first day of the present month of 
January. 

The bill, entitled “An aet for the relief of John 
Binnion,” was read the third time, and passed. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
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a dill, entitled “An aet confirming certain claims 
to lands in the district of Vincenaes;" in which 
they request the concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill last mentioned was read, and passed 
tó the second reading. 

: ThePnEsIDENT communicated a letter from the 
Commissioner, of the General Land Office, trans- 
mitting a report of the commissioners appointed 
conformably to *An aet to ascertain the Western 
boundary of tbe distriet reserved for satisfying 
the military bounties allowed to the officers and 
soldiers of the Virginia line on continental estab- 
lishment;” and the letter and report were read. 

The bill to carry into effect the report made to 
Congress, in February, one thousand eight hun- 
dred and three, by James Madison, then Secre- 

' tary of State, Albert Gallatin, Secretary of the 
Treasury, and Levi Lincoln, Attorney General 
of the United States, commissioners, appointed 
in pursuance of the act, entitled “An act for an 
amicable settlement of limits with the State of 

Georgia, and authorizing ‘the establishment of a 
government in the Mississippi Territory, in obe- 
dience to the provisions of the act supplemental 
to the last mentioned act,” was reported by the 
committee correctly engrossed, and read a third 
time. 

On the question, Shall this bill pass? it was 
determined in the affirmative—yeas 16, nays 9, 
as follows: 

Yxas—Messrs Bayard, Bradley, Dana, German, 
Goodrich, Horsey, Howell, Hunter, Lambert, Pope, 
Posey, Robinson, Smith of Maryland, Smith of New 
York, Taylor, and Varnum. 

Naxs—Messrs. Campbell, of Tennessee, Franklin, 
Leib, Magruder, Reed, Tait, Turner, and Worth- 
ington. 

On motion, by Mr. Smera, of Maryland, the 
further consideration of the bill, entitled “An act 
in addition to the act, entitled ‘An act to raise an 
additional military force, and for other purposes,” 
was postponed to, and made the order of the day 
for, to-morrow. 


' OHIO RESOLUTIONS. 


The Presipent communicated a letter from the 
Governor of the State of Ohio, enclosing the 
declaration and resolves of the General Assem- 
bly of that State, approbatory of the measures of 
the Administration in regard to the war with 
England, and pledging themselves and their con- 
stituents to aid in its prosecution. 

The letter and resolutions were as follow: 

Cuiricorne, January 10, 1813. 

Sın : I have the honor to transmit you the enclosed 
declaration, and am, with high esteem, your obedient 
servant, R. J. MEIGS. 

Hon. the Srxaxun of the Senate U. S. 
Declaration and Resolves of the General Assembly of 

the State of Ohio. 

It has pleased Divine Providence that this General 
Assembly should convene under circumstances new, 
replete with interest, and of great national concern, 
While the moral and political convulsions of Europe 
have shaken empires from their centre, this nation has, 
alone, pursued a peaceful policy. It has grown in 


wealth, it has increased in importance, until its power 
has become a cause of jealousy among the nations of 
the old world, and its wealth has but too effectually 
invited their rapacity. RE 

Endeavoring to surmount injustice, with its view 
fixed on peace, and with exertions never suspended, 
the American, Administration has determined, if prac- 
ticable, to elude the evils of war. Mildness has charac- 
terized its manner, and justice has been its whole de- 
mand: but forbearance has been in vain. 
the principles of justice, and regardless of our unques- 
tioned rights, the great contending Powers of Europe 
have reduced plunder to system, and, in that system, 
unremittingly persevere. Nor is this all: the British 
nation has superadded personal oppression, and the 
cruel enslavement of our citizens ; and, even when 
professedly at peace with the United States, she has 
been perfidiously accessary to the murder of our frontier 
inhabitants, by instigating and aiding her savage al- 
lies, whose cruel mode of warfare is disgraceful to hu- 
manity. Still was she inviited to be just. While the’ 
sword was yet starting from its scabbard, the olive 
branch was cordially offered to the enemy ; but this 
offer is refused, and the only Republic which has sur- 
vived the general wreck of nations is in open war. 

Impressed with a full conviction that the war in 
which this nation is involved is, on our part, just and 
necessary; that the course pursued by the Adminis- 
tration, in recommending the measure, and its mild, 
conciliatory, and continued efforts to secure to this na- 
tion an honorable peace, merit the entire approbation 
of this General Assembly ; and that not only the honor 
and dignity of this people, but its continuance as a 
free and independent nation, depend upon a vigorous 
prosecution of the war: therefore, 

Resolved, by the General Assembly of the State of 
Ohio, That, in the name, and in behalf of our con- 
stituents, we pledge ourselves to aid the National Gov- 
ernment, in the present emergency, to the extent of 
our resources; and we do this in the hope that the 
goodly heritage of our freedom may descend from us 
to posterity, as we received it, excellent and unim 
paired. i 

Be it further resolved, That we have seen, with 
emotions of much concern, the protracted delay of the 
French Government to render justice to this nation for 
its outrageous depredations upon us, and that we will 
afford to the constituted authorities, in whose wisdom 
and firmness we place confident reliance, our utmost 
support in their efforts to sustain the honor of the na- 
tion, and to obtain suitable amends for its injuries. 

Be it further resolved, That, in the opinion of this ` 
General Assembly, every republican is now peculiarly 
called upon, by all honorable and honest motives, to 
sacrifice, at the shrine of his country, political dissen- 
sions and personal animosities, and, with united efforts, 
to rescue from danger that civil and political liberty, 
for which our fathers so arduously struggled and so 
freely bled. 

Be it further resolved, "That the Governor be re- 
quested to transmit to the President of the United 
States, to the President of the Senate, the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives, and to our Senators and. 
Representatives in Congress, one copy each of the 
foregoing declaration and resolutions. 

JOHN POLLOCK, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
THOMAS KIRKER, 
Speaker of the Senate. 
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SENATE. 


Wenpnespay, January 20. 

The bill, entitled “An act confirming certain 
claims to lands in the district of Vincennes,” was 
read the second time, and referred to the com- 
mittee appointed the 2d of December, on the 
subject of public lands, to consider and report 
thereon. "eis 

On motion, by Mr. WonTHINGTON, the letter 
from the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, communicated yesterday, together with 
the report.of ihe Commissioners appointed con- 
formably. to "An act to ascertain the western 
boundary of the distriet reserved for satisfying 
the military bounties allowed.to the officers.and 
soldiers of the Virginia line on continental estab- 
lishment,” was referred to a select committee, to 
consist of five members, to consider and report 
thereon; and Messrs. VanNuM, HOWELL, ÅNDER- 
80N, BRENT, and Lis, were appointed the com- 
mittee. - 

Mr. GznMAN presented the petition of John 
Redfield, junior, of the city of New York, an in- 
solvent debtor, imprisoned at the suit of the Uni- 
ted States, praying to be discharged; and the 
petition was read, and referred to the committee 
who have under coasideration the petition of 
William Nexsen, junior, to consider and report 
thereon by bill or otherwise. i 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion made yesterday in relation to Treasury 
notes, subscribed ior by the various banks; and 
agreed thereto. 


AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. TURNER, in pursuance of instructions from 
the Legislature of the State of North Carolina, 
submitted the following motion for considera- 
tion; which was read, and passed to the second 
reading: 

“ Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress as- 
sembled, two-thirds of both Houses concurring therein, 
That the following amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States be proposed to the Legislatures of 
the several States, which, when ratified by the Legis- 
latures of three-fourths of the said States, shall be 
valid, to all intents and purposes, as a part of the said 
Constitution: 

“That, for the purpose of choosing representatives 
in the Congress of the United States, each State shall, 
by its Legislature, be divided into a number of dis- 
tricts, equal to the number of representatives to which 
such State may be entitled. 

“Those districts shall be formed of contiguous ter- 
ritory, and contain, as nearly as may be, an equal 
number of inhabitants, entitled by the Constitution to 
be represented; in each district the qualified voters 
shall elect one representative, and no more. 

“That, for the purpose of appointing Electors of 
President and Vice President of the United States, 
each State shall, by its Legislature, be divided into a 
number of districts, equal to the number of Electors to 
which such State may be entitled: those districts shall 
be composed of contiguous territory, and contain, as 
nearly as may be, an equal number of inhabitants, en- 
titled by the Constitution to representation. In each 
district the persons qualified to vote for representatives 


"| shall appoint one Elector, and no more. The Electors, 


when convened, shall have power, in case one or more 
of those appointed as above prescribed shall fail to 


attend for the purposes of theirsaid appointment on — 


the day prescribed-for giving their votes for President 
and Vice President of the United States, to appoint 
another or others to act in the place of him or them so 
failing to attend. T. : ` 

“ Neither the districts for choosing representatives, 
nor those for appointing Electors, shall be altered in 
any State, until a census and apportionment of repre- 
sentatives under it, made subsequent to the division of 
the State into districts, shall change the number of 
representatives and of Electors to which such State 
may be entitled. The division of the States into dis- 
tricts hereby provided for shall take place immediately 
after this amendment shall be adopted and ratified as 
a part of the Constitution of the United States, and 
successively afterwards, whenever by a census and ap- 
portionment of representatives and of Electors to which 
any State may be entitled, shall be changed; the 
division of such State into districts, for the purposes 
both of choosing representatives and of appointing 
Electors, shall be altered agreeably to the provisions 
of this amendment, and on no other occasion." 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee. of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act ip addition to the act, entitled ‘An aet to raise 
an additional military force? and for other pur- 
poses;” and Mr. ANDERSON was requested to take 
the Chair; and, after debate, the Senate ad- 
journed. 


Tuurspay, January 21. 


The motion made yesterday to amend the 
Constitution of the United States on the mode of 
‘electing representatives and Electors, was read 
the second time, and referred to a select com- 
mittee, to consist of seven members, to consider 
and report thereon; and Messrs. TURNER, LLOYD, 
Bayard, Goopricu, Gites, Pore, and Tait, 
were appointed the committee. 

Mr. Sara, of Maryland, from the committee ` 
to whom was referred the joint resolution relative 
to the brilliant achievements of Captains Hull, 
Decatur, and Jones, reported it with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Tarr gave notice that to-morrow he should 
ask leaveto bring in a bill to revive and continue 
in force “An act declaring the consent of Con- 
gress to an act of the State of Georgia, passed 
the 12th of December, 1804, establishing the fees 
of the harbormaster and health officer of the 
ports of Savanuah and St. Mary’s.” — 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
"Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled *An 
act in addition to the act, entitled ‘An act to raise 
an additional military force, and for other pur- 
poses.” . . 

On motion, by Mr. Lets, to strike out, section 
1, lines 6 and 7, the words “one year,” for the 
purpose of inserting a longer time, a division was 
called for, and, on the question to strike out, it was 
determined in the affirmative—yeas 19, nays 16, 
as follows: : 

Yxas—Messrs. Bayard, Bradley, Campbell of Ohio, 
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Gilman, Goodrich, 


i German, Giles, 
Dana, Gaillard, Germa Leib, Lloyd, 


Gregg, Horsey, Howell, Hunter, Lambert, 
Pops Reed, J^d Smith, of Maryland. `. 

Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Brent, Campbell, 
of Tennessee, Crawford, Cutts, Franklin, Magruder, 
Posey, Robinson, Smith of New York, Tait, Taylor, 
Turner, Varnum, and Worthington. M 

.On motion, by Mr. LEIB, to Insert, in lieu of 
the words stricken out, the words “during the 


war,” it was determined in the negative—yeas 15, 
nays 20, as follows: 


Yuas—Messrs.’ Bayard, Bradley, German, Giles, } 


Gilman, Goodrich, Gregg, Horsey, Hunter, Lambert, 
Leib, Lloyd. Pope, Reed, and Smith of Maryland. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Brent, Campbell 
of Ohio, Campbell of. Tennessee, (Crawford, Cutts, 
Dana, Gaillard, Howell, Magruder, Posey, Robinson, 
Smith, of New York, Tait, Taylor, Turner, Varnum, 
and Worthington. . 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
‘the bill which originated in the Senate, entitled 
“An act authorizing the admission, under certain 
circumstances, of vessels owned by citizens of 
the United States of America, with their cargoes, 
from British ports beyond the Cape of Good 
Hope, with amendments; in which they request 
the concurrence of the Senate. They have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act giving the right of pre- 
emption in the purchase of lands to certain set- 
tlers in the Illinois Territory,” in which bill they 
also request the concurrence of the Senate. 


Farvay, January 22. 

Mr. Smrru, of Maryland, on behalf of the man- 
agers at the conference on the bill, entitled “An 
act in addition to the act concerning letters of 
marque, prizes, and prize goods,” reported that, 
having met the managers on the part of the House 
of Representatives, they could come to no agree- 
ment, 

_ Mr. Tarr asked and obtained leave to bring in 
a bill to revive and continue in force “An act 
declaring the consent of Congress to an act of the 
State of Georgia, passed the 12th of December, 
1804, establishing the fees of the harbormaster 
and health officer of the ports of Savannah and 
St. Mary's? And the bill was read, and passed 
to the second reading. 

The bill brought up yesterday for concurrence 
was read, and passed to the second reading. 

The amendments of the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill, entitled “An act authorizing the 
admission, under certain circumstances, of vessels 
owned by citizens of the United States of Ame- 
rica, with their cargoes, from British ports be- 
yond the Cape of Good Hope,” was read, and 
the consideration thereof postponed until to- 
morrow. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act for the relief of John Dixon 
and John Murray,” in which they request the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill last mentioned was read, and passed 
to the second reading. 


ADDITIONAL MILITARY FORCE. 
The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 


. Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act in addition to the act, entitled ‘An act to 
raise an additional military force, and for other 
purposes — ^ ~ 


On motion, by Mr. GERMAN; to insert, in lieu 
of the words stricken out, the words “five years,” 
it was determined in the negative—yeas 15, nays 
20, as follows: 


Yeas—Messrs. Bayard, Bradley, German, Giles, 
Gilman, Gregg, Horsey, Hunter, Lambert, Leib, Lloyd, 
Pope, Reed, and Smith of Maryland. 

Nars—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Brent, Campbell of 
Ohio, Campbell of Tennessee, Crawford, Cutts, Dana, 
Franklin, Gaillard, Howell, Magruder, Posey, Robin- 
son, Smith of New York, Tait, Taylor, Turner, Var- 
num, and Worthington. 

On motion, by Mr. Surra, of Maryland, to fill 
the blank with the words “three years,” it was 
determined in the negative—yeas 15, nays 20, as 
follows: 

Yras~—Messrs. Bayard, Bradley, German, Giles, 
Gilman, Goodrich, Gregg, Horsey, Hunter, Lambert, 
Leib, Lloyd, Pope, Reed, and Smith of Maryland. 

Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Brent, Campbell of 
Ohio, Campbell of Tennessee, Crawford, Cutts, Dana, 
Franklin, Gaillard, Howell, Magruder, Posey, Robin- 
son, Smith of New York, Tait, Taylor, Turner, Var- 
num, and Worthington. 

On motion, by Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, to fill 
the blank with the words “eighteen months,” it 
was determined in the negative—yeas 11, nays 
24, as lollows: 

Yzxas--Messrs. Bayard, Bradley, Campbell of Ohio, 
Crawford, Gaillard, Gilman, Gregg, Horsey, Howell, 
Leib, and Pope. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Brent, Campbell of 
Tennessee, Cutts, Dana, Franklin, German, Giles, 
Goodrich, Hunter, Lambert, Lloyd, Magruder, Posey, 
Reed, Robinson, Smith of Maryland, Smith of New 
York, Tait, Taylor, Turner, Varnum, and Worth- 
ington. 

On motion, by Mr. Saurrn, of Maryland, to 
strike out the 4th section of the bill, which pro- 
vides that the, officers, other than field officers, 
shall be appointed by the President, without the 
advice and consent of the Senate; and, on his 
motion, jt was agreed to take the question by 
yeas and nays; and, after debate, the Senate ad- 
journed. 


SATURDAY, January 23. 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 

To the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States: 

I transmit, for the information of Congress, copies 
ofa correpondence between John Mitchell, agent for 
American prisoners of war at Halifax, and the British 
Admiral commanding at that station. 

I transmit, for the like purpose, copies of a letter 
from Commodore Rodgers to the Secretary of the 
Navy. JAMES MADISON. 

Januany 22, 1812. 


The Message and documents were read. 
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Mr. MacRUDER, from the committee to whom 
was recommitted the bill for the relief of Lewis 
 Charherie, reported it amended. 

' The PnEsrpENT communicated the memorial 
. of a number of citizens of the Mississippi Terri- 
tory, praying all proceedings in Congress rela- 
tive to the admission of the said Territory into 
the Union as an independent State, may for the 
present be, postponed, for reasons stated at large 
in the.menmiorial ; which was read, and referred to 
the committee tg whom was recommitted, on the 
6th instant, the bill, entitled ^An act to enable the 
i people of the Mississippi Territory to form a con- 
stitution and State government, &<.,” to consider 
and- report thereon. e : 

Mr. Biss presented the memorial of John Tay- 
loe, and others, praying a charter of incorporation 
to a company for the establishment of a bank in 
the City of Washington; and the memorial was 
read. l : 

The bill to revive and continue in force “A 

act declaring the consent of Congress to an aet 
of the State of Georgia, passed the 12th day of 
December, 1804, establishing the fees of the har- 
bormaster and health officer of the ports of Sa- 
vannah and St. Mary's," was read the second 
time, and referred to a select committee, to con- 
sider and report thereon ; and Messrs. Tait, An- 
DERSON, and BRADLEY, were appointed the com- 
mittee. 
"The bill, entitled “An act giving a right of 
pre-emption in the purchase. of lands to certain 
settlers in the Tllinois Territory,” was read the 
second time, and referred to a select committee, 
to consider and report thereon ; and Messrs. Pore, 
ANDERSON, and BnADLEY, were appointed the 
committee. 

The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of John 
Dixon aud John Murray,” was read the second 
time. | . 

Mr. Gites gave notice that, on Monday; he 
should ask leave to bring in a bill to alter the 


bounty authorized by law to recruits hereafter to- 


be enlisted in the Army of the United States. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill, entitled ^An act in addition to 
the act, entitled ‘An act to raise an additional 
military force, and for other purposes.” 

"The motion made yesterday to strike out the 
Ath section of the bill was withdrawn; and, after 
debate, the Presipenr resumed the Chair, and 
Mr. Anpznson reported the bill amended. 

On motion, by Mr. Pops, to strike out, in sec- 
tion one, the following words: “as in the opinion 
of the President may be necessary,” it was deter- 
mined in the negative—yeas 10, nays 24, as fol- 
lows: 5 

Yras—Messrs. Dana, German, Giles, Gilman, Lam- 
bert, Leib, Lloyd, Pope, Reed, and Smith of Maryland. 

Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, Bayard, Bibb, Bradley, 
Brent, Campbell of Ohio, Campbell of Tennessee, 
Crawford, Cutts, Franklin, Gaillard, Goodrich, Hor- 
sey, Howell, Hunter, Magruder, Posey, Robinson, 
Smith of New York, Tait, Taylor, Turner, Varnum, 
and Worthington. 


On motion, by Mr. Lers, that the. Senate con- 


cur in the amendment made in Committee of the 
Whole, to wit: to strike out of section one, lings 
six and seven, the words “one year,” it was de- 
termined in-the negative—yeas 16, nays 19, as 
follows: a eee co f 
.Yzas—Messrs. Bayard, Bradley, Dana, German, 
Giles, Gilman, Goodrich, Gregg, Horsey, Hunter, 
Lambert, Leib, Lloyd, Pope, Reed, and Smith of Ma- 
ryland. . : AS ‘ 
" Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Brent, Cámpbell 
of Ohio, Cainpbell of Tennessee, Crawford, Cutts, 
Franklin, Gaillard, Howell; Magruder, -Posey, Rob- 
inson, Smith of New York, Tait, Taylor, Turner, Var- 
num, and Worthington. l 
On the question, Shall this bill be read a third 
time as amended ? it was determined in the af- 
firmative—yeas 20, nays 14, as follows: 
Yxas—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Brent, Campbell 
of Ohio, Campbell of "Tennessee, Crawford, Cutts, 
Franklin, Gaillard, Howell, Magruder, Posey, Reed, 
Robinson, Smith of New York, Tait, Taylor, Turner, 
Varnum, and Worthington. l af 
Nayrs—Messrs. Bradley, Dana, German, Giles, Gil- 
man, Goodrich, Gregg, Horsey, Hunter, Lambert, Leib, 
Lloyd, Pope, and Smith of Maryland. : 


The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 


To the Senate of the United States : 
I transmit to the Senate a report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, complying with their résolution.of the 


20th instant. 
JAMES MADISON. 


January 23, 1813. 


The Message and report were read, and ordered 
to be printed for the use of the Senate, 


Monpay, January 25. 


The Presipent communicated the memorial 
of a number of citizens of the Mississippi Terri- 
tory, praying all proceedings in Congress relative 
to the admission of the Mississippi Territory into 
the Union as an independent State may be post- 
poned, for reasons stated at large in the memo- 
rial; which was read, and referred. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to 
the bill, entided "An act authorizing the admis- 
sion, under certain circumstances, of vessels own- 
ed by citizens of the United States of America, 
with their cargoes, from British ports beyond the 
Cape of Good Hope.” Whereupon, 

Resolved, That they concur therein. 

The Senate resumed, as in. Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill for the relief 
of Lewis Chacherie, together with the amendment 
reported thereto by the select committee. 

Mr. Varnoum was requested to take the Chair, 
and the amendment reported by the select com- - 
mittee having been rejected, the PRESIDENT re- 
sumed the Chair; and, on the question, Shall 
this bill be engrossed and read a third time? it 
was determined in the affirmative. 

The amendment to the bill, entitled “An actin 
addition to the act, entitled ‘An act to raise an 
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. additional military force, and for other purposes,” 
was reported by the. committee correctly en- 
* grossed, and the bill was read a third time as 
amended. ©- ^ o>) DEM E 
On the question, Shall this bill pass as amend- 
ed? it was determined in tlie affirmative—yeas 
20,‘nays 14, as follows: 

Yxas—Messrs. Anderson,’ Bibb, Brent, Campbell 
of Ohio, Campbell of Tennessee, Crawford, Cutts, 
Franklin; Gaillard, Howell, Magruder, Posey, Reed, 
Robinson, Smith.of New York, Tait, Taylor, Turner, 
Varnum, and Worthington. f 

Naxs—Messrs. Bayard, Bradley, Dana, Giles, Gil- 
. man, Goodrich, Gregg, Horsey, Hunter, Lambert, Leib, 
Lloyd, Pope, and Smith of Maryland. 

So:it was Resolved, That this bill pass with an 
amendment. : : 

Mr. Gies asked leave to bring in a bill to alter 
the bounty authorized. by law to the reeruits 
hereafter to be enlisted for the Army of the Uni- 
ted States; and, on the question, that leave be 
'given, it was determined in the negative—yeas 
11, nays 20, as, follows: 

. Yzas—Messrs. Bibb, Franklin, Gaillard, Giles, 
Howell, Leib, Posey, Reed, Robinson, Smith of Mary- 
land, and Varnum. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bayard, Bradley, Brent, 

. Campbell of Ohio, Campbell of Tennessee, Crawford, 
Gilman, Goodrich, Horsey, Hunter, Lambert, Lloyd, 
Magruder, Pope, Smith of New York, Tait, Taylor, 
Turnier, and Worthington. 

Mr. Bavaro presented the petition of Alexan- 
der Phoenix, of the city of New York, an insol- 
vent debtor, imprisoned at the suit of the United 
States, praying to be discharged ; and the peti- 
tion was read, and referred to the committee who 
have under consideration the petition of William 
Nexsen, junior, toconsider and report thereon by 
bill or otherwise. 


Tuespay, January 26. 


Mr. Tart, from the committee to whom was 
referred, on the 23d instant, the bill to reviveand 
continue in force “An aet declaring the consent 
of Congress to an act of the State of Georgia, 
passed the 12th day of December, 1804, establish- 
ing the fees of the harbormaster aad health offi- 
cer of the ports of Savannah and St. Mary's? 
reported it amended. 

Mr. Bayarp gave notice that, to-morrow, he 
should ask leave to bring in a bill to increase the 
salary of the district judge of the District of Del- 
aware. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
joint resolution relative to the brilliant achieve- 
ments of Captains Hull, Decatur, and Jones, to- 
gether with the amendment reported thereto by 
the select committee; and, having agreed to the 
amendment, on the question, Shali this resolution 
be read a third time as amended? it was deter- 
mined in the affirmative. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill, entitled “An act for the relief of John Dixon 
and John Murray ; and, on motion by Mr. Bay- 
ARD, it was referred to a select committee, to con- 


-sider and report thereon; and Messrs. TAYLOR, 


Smrra, of Maryland, and FRANKLIN, were ap- 
pointed the committee. . 

The. PRESIDENT communicated a letter from 
the Secretary for the Department of the Treasu-. 
ry, transmitting a statement of the moneys ex- 
pended during the year 1812, for the discharge 
of miscellaneous claims, not otherwise provided 
for ; anda statement of the contracts made during 
that year, by or under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. And the letter and accom- 
panying documents wereread. — — 

Mr. BnapLzv, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, entitled “An act for the re- 
lief of Jared Shattuck,” reported it without 
amendment. f 

The bill for the relief of Lewis Chacherie was 
read a third time, and passed. . 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed : 
the bill which originated in the Senate, entitled 
* An act supplementary to an act, entitled ‘An act 
to provide for calling forth the militia to execute 
the laws of the Union, suppress insurrections, and 
repel invasions, and to repeal the act now in force 
for those purposes,” with amendments; in which 
they request the concurrence of the Senate. 

he amendment to the joint resolution rela- 
tive to the brilliant achievements of Captains 
Hull, Decatur, and Jones, having been reported 
by the committee correctly engrossed, the resolu- 
tion was read a third time as amended; and the 
title thereof was amended, to read as follows: “A 
resolution relative to the brilliant achievements 
of Captains Hull, Decatur Jones, and Lieutenant 
Elliott.” : BU 
Resolved, That this resolution pass with amend- 
ments. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled *An 
act for the relief of Jared Shattuck;" and, after 
debate, adjourned. 


WEDNESDAY, January 27. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to 
the bill, eatitled “An act supplementary to an act, 
entitled ‘An act to provide for calling forth the 
militia to execute the laws of the Union, suppress 
insurrections, repel invasions, and to repeal the 
act now in force for those purposes ;” and 

Resolved, That they be referred to the commit- 
tee appointed the 9th day of November last, on so 
much of the Message of the President of the Uni- 
ted States as relates to a revision of the militia 
laws, to consider and report thereon. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that they have passed a bill, 
entitled “An act authorizing a loan fora sum not 
exceeding sixteen millions of dollars ;” a bill, en- 
titled “An act authorizing the issuing of Treasu- 
ry notes for the service of the year 1813;” also, a 
bill, entitled “An act regulating pensions to per- 
sons on board private armed ships ;” in which 
bills they request the concurrence of the Senate. 
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The bills last brought up for concurrence were 

read, and passed to the second reading. 
' The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill, entitled * An act for the relief of 
Jared Shattuck. On motion, by Mr. CRAWFORD, 
to strike ont all the bill, after the word “ that,” 
in the enacting clause, it was determined in the 
negative—yeas 14, nays 19, as follows: 

Yess—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Crawford, Cutts, 
Franklin, Gaillard, Howell, Leib, Lloyd, Tait, Taylor, 
Turner, Varnum, and Worthington. 

Naxs—Messrs. Bayard, Bradley, Campbell of Ten- 
nessee, Dana, German, Giles, Gilman, Goodrich, 
Gregg, Horsey, Hunter, Lambert, Magruder, Pope, 
Posey, Reed, Robinson, Smith of Maryland, and Smith 
of New York. 

And no amendments having been made to the 
bill, it passed to a third reading. 
|, Mr. BayaRrD, asked and obtained leave to bring 
in a bill to inerease the salary of the district judge 
of the Delaware district; which was read, and 
passed to the second reading. 

Mr. Lets presented the petition of Charles 
Minifie, praying interest may be allowed him on 
the balance of account awarded in his favor by 
the Comptroller of the Treasury, agreeably to 
the act of the first day of May last; and the pe- 

, tition was read, and referred to a select commit- 

tee to consider and report thereon; and Messrs. 
Leip, Tarr, and BaapLEY, were appointed the 
‘committee. 


Taurspay, January 28. 

On motion, by Mr. Smrra, of Maryland, the 
Secretary for the Department of War was directed 
to report to the Senate, the balance (if any) due 
to the State.of Maryland, on a purchase of arms, 
made by that State from the United States, 

Mr. Grece, from the committee to whom was 
referred, on the twelfth instant, the petition of 
Washington Lee, made a.report favorable thereto, 
and obtained leave to bring in a bill for his relief; 
which was read, and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. Porz, from the committee to whom was 

. referred the bill, entitled “An act giving the right 
‘of pre-emption, in the purchase of lands, to cer- 
tain settlers in the Illinois Territory, reported it 
amended. 

On motion, by Mr. Dana, 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 
consider the propriety of giving effect to pro- 
visions contained in an act of the 16th of Febru- 
ary, 1792, “concerning. certain fisheries of the 
United States, and for the regulation and. govern- 
ment of the fishermen employed therein,” which, 
by an act of the twelfth of April, 1800, were con- 
tinued in force for the term of ten years, from 
the third day of March, 1800, and until the end 
of the session of Cungress next ensuing the ex- 
piration of that term; and that the committee 
have leave to report by bill, or otherwise. 


Ordered, That Messrs. Dana, GiLMAN, and | 


Lroyp, be the committee. 
Mr. Sutra of New York, presented the petition 
of Nathaniel G. Ingraham, of the city of New 


12th Cox. 2d Sxss.—-3 


York, an insolvent debtor to the United States, 
praying to be discharged from imprisonment, for 
reasons stated therein ; and the petition was read, 
and referred to the committee to whom was re- 
ferred, on the 11th instant, the petition of Wm. 
Nexsen, junior, to consider and report thereon. 

Mr. Brent presented the memorial of William 
Gamble, praying compensation: for services ren- 
dered the United States in the revenue depart- 
ment; and the memorial was: read, and referred 
to a select committee to consider and'report there- 
on; and Messrs. Brent, Bre, ‘and BRADLEY, 
were appointed the committee. / 

On motion, by Mr. Dana, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be di- 
rected to lay before the Senate a statement of the 
whole number of’ seamen annually registered un- 
der the act of the 28th of May, 1796, entitled 
“An act for the relief and protection of Ameri- 
can seamen ;” distinguishing the number so regis- 
tered in each year, according to returns made to 
the Department of State by collectors of differ- 
ent ports. 

The. bill to increase the salary of the district 
judge of the Delaware district was read the sec- 
ond time, and referred toa select committee to 
consider and report thereon; and Messrs. Bay- 
ARD, Biss, and HUNTER, were appointed the 
committee. à 

Mr. Bins, from the committee to whom was 
referred the petition of Reuben Attwater, made 
report; he also asked and obtained leave to bring 
in a bill for the relief of Reuben Attwater, which 
was read and passed to the second reading. 

The bill, entitled “An act authorizing a loan 
for a sum not exceeding sixteen millions of dol- 
lars,” was read the second time, and referred to a 
select committee to consider and report thereon ; 
and Messrs. ANDERSON, BAYARD, FRANKLIN, 
Biss, and Tarr, were appointed the committee. 

The bill, entitled “An act authorizing the is- 
suing of Treasury notes for the service of the 
year 1813, was read the second time, and referred 
to the committee last mentioned, to consider and 
report thereon. ae p 

The bill, entitled “An act regulating pensions 
to persons on board private armed ships,” was 
read the second time. 3 

The bill; entitled “An act for the relief of Jared 
Shattuck.” was read the third time. On motion, 
by Mr. TAYLOR, to postpone the further consid- 
eration thereof until the first Monday in Decem- 
ber next, it was determined in the negative— 
yeas 14, nays 19, as follows: 

Yxas—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Campbell of Ohio, 
Crawford, Cutts, Franklin, Gaillard, Howell, Leib, 
Lloyd, Tait, Taylor, Varnum, and Worthington. 

Naxs—Messrs. Bayard, Bradley, Campbell of Ten- 
nessee, Dana, German, Giles, Gilman, Goodrich, 
Gregg, Horsey, Hunter, Lambert, Magruder, Pope, 
Posey, Reed, Robinson, Smith of Maryland, and Smith 
of New York. . ; 

On the question, Shall this bill pass? it was 
determined in the affirmative—yeas 19, nays 15, 
as follows: 

Yxas—Messrs. Bayard, Bradley, Campbell of Ten- 
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nessee, Dana, German, Giles, Goodrich, Gregg, Hor- 
- sey, Hunter, Lambert, Magruder, Pope, Posey, Reed, 

Robinson, Smith of Maryland, and Smith of New 

York. ` ; 

"o Niys—Messrs. Anderson, i 

Crawford, Cutts, Franklin, Gaillard, Howell, Leib, 

Lloyd, Tait, Taylor, Varnum, and Worthington. | 

So it was Resolved, That this bill pass. 

Mr. Leig presented the memorial of Richard 
‘Dodd, and Elijah Bryan, now of Philadelphia, 

_praying to be relieved from the penalty of a bond 
given by them ou the importation of certain 
goods, subsequent to the repeal of the British 
Orders in Council; and the memorial was read, 
and referred toa select committee, tO consider 
and report thereon ; and Messrs. Leip, BRADLEY, 
and Goopricu, were appointed the committee. 

Mr. Lers also presented the memorial of Wil- 
liam Compton, of a similar nature to that last 
mentioned ; which was read, and referred to the 
same committee, to consider and report thereon. 

Mr. Surru, of Maryland, submitted the fol- 
lowing motion for consideration : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to report to the Senate a statement of the spe- 
cific articles, the produce and manufacture of the Uni- 
ted States, exported to the dominions of Spain, for the 

„year ending on the 30th day of September, 1812, if 
practicable; if not, for the year ending on the 30th 
day of September, 1811, with the value thereof, 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill to revive and 

continue in force “An act declaring the consent 
of Congress to an act of the State of Georgia, 
passed the 12th day of December, 1804, establish- 
ing the fees of the harbormaster and heolth offi- 
cer of the ports of Savannah and St. Mary's ;” 
and Mr. Varnum was requested to take the Chair ; 

. and, the bill having been amended, the President 
resumed the Chair; and, on the question, Shall 
‘this bill be engrossed and read a third time as 
.amended ? it was determined in the affirmative. 


Bibb, Campbell of Ohio, 


Frivay, January 29. 


The bill to revive and continue in force “An 
act declaring the consent of Congress to an aet 
of the State of Georgia, passed the 12th day of 
December, 1804, establishing the fees of the har- 
bormaster and health officer of the ports of Sa- 
vannah and St. Mary's," was read a third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. Varnom, from the committee to whom 
was referred the amendinents to the bill, entitled 
‘An act supplementary to an act, entitled ‘An act 
to provide for calling forth the militia to execute 
the laws of the Union, suppress insurrections, and 
repel invasions, and to repeal the act now in force 
for those purposes,” made report. Whereupon 
the Senate concurred in the said amendments. ` 

The bill for the relief of Washington Lee was 
read the second time. y 

The bill for the relief of Reuben Attwater 
was read the second time. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion made yesterday on the subject of exports 


to Spain; and the further consideration thereof 
was postponed until to-morrow. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act giving the right of pre-emption in the pur- 
chase of lands to certain settlers in the Illinois 
Territory,” together with the amendment re- 
ported thereto by the select committee; and Mr. 
BnapLEY was requested to take the Chair; and 
the amendment having been agreed to, the Presi- 
dent resumed the Chair; and on the question, 
Shall this bill be read a third time as amended ? 
it was determined in the affirmative. 

Mr. Lets, from the committee to whom the 
subject was referred, reported a bill for the fur- 
ther relief of Charles Minifie; which was read 
and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. GERMAN, from the committee to whom the 
subject was referred on the tlth instant, asked 
and obtained leave to bring in a bill for tbe relief 
of John Redfeld, junior; which was read, and 
passed to the second reading. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill, entitled “An act regulating pen- 
sions to persons on board private armed ships ;" 
and Mr. FRANKLIN was requested to take the 
Chair. 

On motion, by Mr. ANDERSON, the bill was re- 
ferred to the committee appointed the 9th No- 
vember last, “on so much of the Message of the 
President of the United States as relates to the 
Naval Establishment,” to consider and report 
thereon. 


Saturpay, January 30, 


The bill for the further relief of Charles Min- 
ifie was read the second time. i 

The bill for the relief of John Redfield, junior, 
was read the second time. — 

The motion made on the 28th instant, on the 
subject of exports to Spain, was resumed and 
agreed to. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill for the relief of Washington 
Lee; and Mr. BrapLey was requested to take 
the Chair; and noamendment having been agreed 
to, the President resumed the Chair. 

On the question, Shall this bill be engrossed 
and read a third time? it was determined in the 
affirmative. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill for the re- 
lief of Reuben Attwater, and Mr. GAILLARD was 
requested to take the Chair; and, no amendment 
haviag been agreed to, the President resumed 
the Chair. 

On the question, Shall this bill be engrossed 
and read a third time? it was determined in the 
affirmative. 

The amendment to the bill, entitled “An act 
giving the right of pre-emption in the purchase 
of lands to certain settlers in the Illinois Terri- 
tory,” having been reported by the committee 
correctly engrossed, the bill was read a third 
time, and passed. 
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Mr. Maaruper, from the committee appointed 
the 2d December last, on the subject of public 
lands, reported a bill giving further time to the 
purchasers of public lands northwest of the river 
Ohio further time to complete their payments; 
which was read and passed to the second reading. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
. informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled "An àct for the relief of Royal 
Converce,” in which they ask the concurrence of 
‘the Senate. 

The bill last brought up for concurrence was 
'read, and passed to the second reading. 

. Mr. Bayarp, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill increasing the salary of the dis- 
trictjudge of the Delaware district, reported it 
amended. HE 

Mr. Ler, from the committee to whom the 
subject was referred, reported a bill establishing 
the discipline of the Army of the United States, 
and for other purposes; which was read, and 
passed to the second reading. 


Monpay, February 1: 


The bill giving furtber time to the purchasers 
of public land northwest of the river Ohio to 
complete their payments, was read the second 
time. 

The Presipent communicated the memorial 
of Peter Charles L’Enfant, late a principal engi- 
.neer and major in the Revolutionary. Army of 
the United States, together with statements ex- 
plaining his services in planning the City of 
Washington, and supervising the public build- 
ings, aud praying compensation; and the memo- 
rial was read. ; 

The.PnrsipENT also communicated the report 
of James Monroe, acting Secretary for the De- 
partment of War, made conformably to a resolu- 

. tion of the Senate of the 28th of January, show- 
ing the balance due to the State of Maryland on 
a purchase of arms made by that State from the 
United States; and the report was read. 

The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of 
Royal Converce? was read the second time, 
and referred to a select committee, to consider 
and report thereon; and Messrs. BRADLEY, How- 

BLL, and Smira, of New York, were appointed 
the committee. 

The bill establishing the discipline of the Army 
of the United States, and for other purposes, was 
read the second time. 

The bill for the relief of Washington Lee was 
read the third tinie, and passed. 

The bill for the relief of Reuben Attwater 
was read the third time, and passed. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill for the fur- 
ther relief of Charles Minifie; and the further 
consideration thereof was postponed uniil to- 
morrow, f 

A message from the House of Representatives 


informed the Senate that they have passed a bill | 


supplementary to “An act making provision for 
arming and disciplining the whole body of the 


militia of -the United States, and for classing the 
same;" in which they request the concurrence of 
the Senate. > . . TN 
The bill last brought up for concurrence was 
read, and passed to the second reading. : 
Mr. BAYARD presented the memorial of Oliver 
Evans, in reply to the allegations contained in 
the memorial of John Worthiugton and others, 
presented the 11th ef January last, and praying 
that the decisions on-his patents may be referred. 
to the judicial tribunals of the United States; 
and the memorial was read, and referred to the 
committee who Have under consideration: the 
above-mentioned memorial, of John Worthing- 
ton and others, to.consider and report thereon. 
The following Message was received from the 
Presipent or THE Uniten Sca TES: 
To the Senate.and House of 
Representatives of the United States : ; 
Atthe request of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, 
conveyed through the Governor of that State, I trans- 
mit to Congress copies of its resolutions of the 16th of 
December, 1812. 
un JAMES MADISON. 
Jíxvanr 30, 1813. : . 
The Message and resolutions were read. 


Tuespay, February 2. 


Mr. ANDERSON, from the committee to whom 
was referred.the bill, entitled “Aa aet. authori- 
zing a loan for a sum not exceeding sixteen mil- 
.lions of dollars,” reported it without amendment. 

Mr. Sarvs, of. Maryland, from the committee 
to whom was referred the bill, entitled “An act 
regulating pensions to persons on board private 
armed ships,” reported it without amendment. 

Mr. Brancey, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, entitled “An act for the re- 
lief of Royal Converce,” reported it without 
amendment. ` 

The bill, entitled “An act supplementary to an 
act making provision for arming and equipping 
the whole body of the militia of the United 
States, and for classing the same,” was read the 
second time, and referred to the committee who 
had under consideration, on the 9th of Novem- 
ber, so much of the Message of the President of 
the United States as relates to a revision of the 
militia laws thereof, to consider and report 
thereon. a 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill for the fur- 
"ther relief of Charles Minifie; and no amend- 

i ment having been agreed to, on the question, 
Shall this bill be engrossed and read a third time? 
it Was determined in the negative—yeas 10, nays 
18, as follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Bradley, German, Gregg, Hunter, 
Leib, Lloyd, Pope, Reed, Robinson, and Taylor. 

Naxs—Mesers. Anderson, Bibb, Campbell of Ohio, 
Campbell of ‘Tennessee, Crawford, Cutts, Franklin, 
Gaillard, Giles, Gilman, Horsey, Howell, Lambert, 
Magruder, Posey, Tait, Varnum, and Worthington. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Tennessee, from the com- 


| mittee appointed the 9th of November, to whom 
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‘the subject was referred, further reported a bill 
vesting in the President of the United States the 

ower of retaliation in cases therein specified ;. 
and the bill was read, and passed to the second 


reading. 
The bill is as follows: ! 


A Bill vesting in the President of the United States the 
power of retaliation in the cases therein specified. 


Be it declared and enacted, &c., That if any citizen 
of the United States, in the military service of the 
United States, or of any individual State, or serving 
on board any public ship of war, or any private armed 
vessel commissioned for war, who has been, or shall be 
taken prisoner by the enemy, has been, or shall be 
subjected to capital or: other punishment, by order of 
the British Government, ox of any court, officer, or 

' agent, acting under its authority, on the pretence of 
his having been born within the British dominions, or 
on any pretence whatever, not warranted by the laws 
‘and usages of war, among civilized nations, it shall be 
lawful for the President of the United States, and he 
is hereby empowered and required, in every such case, 
to cause retaliation, by a like punishment, to be exe- 
cuted on some person taken in arms, in the service of 
Great Britain, against the United States, designa- 
ting for that purpose, in the first instance, a prisoner 
who having been born within the United States, 
and having’ been a citizen thereof, shall have been 

` taken while voluntarily bearing arms in the service of 
Great Britain against the United States; or if there 
shall be no prisoner of that description, such other 
prisoner, being a native of some one of the British 
colonies, now the United States, as may nothave been 
a citizen of the United States ; and in case there shall 
be no prisoner, or not a sufficient number of prison- 
ers of either of the said descriptions, it shall then be 
lawful for the President of the United States to cause 
the retaliations to be exccuted on any British subject 
Or subjects, wherever found, and whether taken in 
arms or not, against the United States: Provided, 
"That in every case, the act or acts tobe retaliated, and 
the liability of the persons to suffer the retaliation, 
shall appear to the satisfaction of a court martial, of 
which three field-officers, at least, shall make a part. 


Mr. Dana submitted the following motion for 
consideration: 


s Kesolved, That, for the. benefit of seamen and 
shipping of the United States, it is proper to establish 
asystem of navigation according to the following prin- 
ciples: 

“1. No trading ships or vessels shall be recognised 
as bearing the flag of the United States in full right, 
unless known to be registered or enrolled or licensed 
and officered and manned as may be required by law. 

“2, Registered ships or vessels, which may be 
cleared for foreign voyages, shall have American offi- 
cers and employ American mariners for such naviga- 
tion, wholly, or in some proportion not less than a 
majority of the crew in any case; otherwise, they shall 
not by law enjoy the privileges of merchant vessels of 
the United States, E : 

“3. Vessels enrolled and licensed for coasting or 
fishing shall not continue to enjoy the privileges al- 
lowed by law for encouraging the coasting trade and 
fisheries of the United States, unless the whole, or at 
least the majority, of the mariners employed on board 
the same, as well as the masters or skippers, respect, 


ively, shall be American citizens by birth or regular 
adoption. j 

* 4, The mode of proving the citizenship of mari- 
ners or apprentices, duly shipped or serving on board 
such private vessels, shall be directed. by law, so that 
the same may be entitled to credit within the United 
States. 

«5, All American mariners-and apprentices, so 
proved, and belonging to the crew of a merchant ves- 


| sel of the United States, bound on any foreign voyage 


permitted by law, shall be comprehended and described 
in an official document, or sea paper, authenticated 
for the use of the vessel during the voyage; and, on 
the vessel's return and arrival within a district of the 
United States, the production of such document, as 
well as tlie vessel's register, or satisfactory proof of 
its loss, and a specification of the officers and crew, as 
well as a return of passengers on board, with proof of 
having continued to employ American seamen, ac- 
cording.to law, shall be requisite for enjoying the ex- 
.emptions and privileges of the navigation of the Uni- 
ted States in relation to duties, imposts, charges, or 
regulations of trade. Documentary evidence of a like 
nature shall be furnished for enrolled vessels in the 
coasting trade or fisheries. But no collector shall be 
permitted to continue the practice of delivering to in- 
dividual mariners separate certificates of citizenship, 
for personal disposal at pleasure, without designation 
of voyage or vessel.” 


Wepnespay, February 3. 


Mr. Macnunzn, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, entitled “An act confirming 
certain claims to lands in the distriet of Vin- 
cennes,” reported it without amendment. 

The bill vesting in the President of the United 
States the power of retaliation in the cases there- 
in specified, was read the second time. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act authorizing a loan for a sum not exceeding 
sixteen millions of dollars;" and Mr. VARNUM 
was requested to take the Chair. 

Mr. Lioyp moved to amend the bill; and the 
President having resumed the Chair, on motion, 
by Mr. ANDERSON, it was agreed that the further 
consideration of the bill be postponed to, and 
made the order of the day for, to-morrow. 

Mr. Bayarp, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, entitled “An act for the re- 
lief of John Dixon and John Murray,” reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. LLoyD presented the petition of Obadiah 
Rich, praying that leave may be granted him to 
import a certain quantity of goods from Eng- 
land, for reasons stated at large in the petition; 
which was read, and referred to a select commit- 
tee, to consider and report thereon ; and Messrs. 
Lrovp, Biss, and Anperson, were appointed 
the committee. 

À message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act authorizing an increase of 
the capital stock of the Bank of Washington ;" 
a bill, entitled “An act to impose a duty on the 
importation of iron wire;" also, a bill, entitled 
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“An act giving further time- to purchasers of 
public lands to complete their payments ;" in 
which bills they request the concurrence of the 
Senate. ma S n 7 

On motion, by Mr. Bieg, the memorial of John 
Tayloe and others, présented the 23d of January, 
praying the incorporation of a bank in the City 
of Washington, was referred to a select commit- 
tee, to- consist of five members, to consider and 
repórt thereon, by billor otherwise; and Messrs. 
Bins, BAvanp, Leis, Curts, and FRANKLIN, were 
appointed the committee. l l 


* ud 


, Tuurspay, February 4. 


The three bills yesterday brought up for con- 
currence. were read, and passed to the second 
reading. pa A 

_The PRESIDENT communicated a report from 
the Secretary for the Department of Treasury, 
exhibiting the sums respectively paid to each 
clerk, in the several ‘offices of that Department, 
for services rendered in the year 1812; made in 
obedience to the provisions of the act, of April 
21, 1806, “ to regulate and fix the compensation of 
clerks ;” and the report was read. 
` The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act authorizing a loan fora sum not exceeding 
sixteen millions of dollars;” and Mr. VARNUM 
was requested to take the Chair; and on the 
question to agree to the amendment proposed yes- 
terday by Mr. Luoyn, to wit: “at the end of the 
first section, add the following proviso: That the 
‘stock to be created by virtue of this act shall not. 
bear a greater rate of interest than six per cent. 
per annum, and that it shall not be sold at a rate 
^ below par:” l 

On motion, by Mr. Braviey, to amend the 
proposed amendment, by striking out the word 
*.six;" it was determined in the negative—yeas 
3, nays 25, as follows: 

Yzas—Messrs. Bradley, Campbell of Tennessee, 
and Pope. : . 
Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Crawford, Cutts, 
Franklin, Gaillard, Gilman, Goodrich, Gregg, Horsey, 
. Howell, Hunter, Lambert, Lloyd, Magruder, Posey, 
~“ Reed, Robinson, Smith of Maryland, Smith of New 
York, Tait, Taylor, Turner, Varnum, and Worth- 
ington. . ‘ 

On the question to agree to the original motion, 
it was determined in the negative—yeas 10, nays 
22, as follows: OO UN ae ae D 

Yuas—Messrs. Bradley, German, Gilman, Good- 
rich, Horsey, Hunter, Lambert, Lloyd, Pope, and 
Reed. ` 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Campbell of Ohio, 
Campbell of Tennessee, Crawford, Cutts, Dana, 
Franklin, Gaillard, Giles, Gregg, Howell, Magruder, 
Posey, Robinson, Smith of Maryland, Smith of New 
York, Tait, Taylor, Turner, Varnum, and Worthing- 
ton. 

And no amendment having been agreed to, the 
President resumed the Chair; and, on the ques- 


tion, Shall this bill be read a third time? it was | 


determined jn. the affirmative—yeas 24, nays 7, 
as follows: | : P 

-Yuas—Messrs. Anderson, Bayard, Bibb, Campbell ` 
of Ohio, Campbell of Tennessee, Crawford, Cutts, 
Franklin, Gaillard, Giles, Gregg, Howell, Magruder, 
Pope, Posey, Reed, Robinson, Smith of Maryland, 
Smith of New York, Tait, Taylor, Turner, Varnum, - 
and Worthington. 9 a 

Naxs—Messrs. Dana, German, Gilman, Goodrich, 
Horsey, Hunter, and Lloyd. ` 


, , Fripay, February 5. 

James Brown, appointed a Senator by the 
State of Louisiana, in the place of Joan Nork 
DrREBAN, resigned, produced his credentials, 
was qualified, and he took his seat in the Senate. 

On motion, by Mr. Dana, ; 

Ordered, That there be printed, for the use of 
the Senate, copies of the following correspon- 
dence, as communicated with a report from the 


Department of State, dated the 27th of February, 


1798, and among the public. papers in the office 
of the Secretary of the Senate, viz: Duplicate 
from Mr; King, Minister Plenipotentiary of. the 
United States at London, to Mr. Pickering; Sec- | 
retary of State; dated December.10th, 1796, com- 
municating a letter.of the 3d November, 1796, to 
Mr. King, signed Grenville, and a circular letter 
of the 18th November, 1796, to Consuls of the 
United States, signed Rufus King; also, a letter 
of the 28th January, 1797, from Mr. King to Lord 
Grenville, and a letter ia answer, dated Down- 


‘ing Street, March 27th, 1797. 


The bill vesting in the President of the United 
States the power of retaliation in the cases there- 
in specified, was read the second time. 

The bill, entitled “An act authorizing an in- 
crease of the capital stock of the Bank of Wash- 
ington,” was read the second time. | 

The bill, entitled “An act giving further time 
to purchasers of public lands to complete their 
payments,” was read the second time, and refer- 
red to the committee appointed on the 2d Decem- 
ber, on the subject of public lands, to considerand 
report thereon. . T 

The bill, entitled “An act to impose a duty on 
the importation of iron wire," was read the sec- 
ond time, and referred to a select committee, to 
consider and report thereon; and Messrs. LLOYD, 
Situ, of Maryland, and Tayron; were appoint- 
ed the committee. ` 

The Presipenr communicated a letter from 
the Secretary for the Department of Treasury, 
with a statement of the exports to the dominions 
of Spain, for the year ending on the 30th day of 
September, 1812, prepared in conformity with 
the resolution of the Senate of the 30th of Janua- 
ry last; which were read, and ordered to be print- 
ed for the use of the Senate. ; 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill, entitled “An act confirming cer- 
tain claims to lands in the district of Vincennes ;” 
and no amendment having been agreed to, the 
bill was ordered to a third reading. 207 

On motion, it was agreed that the propositions 
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submitted on the 2d instant, on the subjects of 
American'ships and seamen, be made the order 
of the day for Monday next. " 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act regulating pensions to persons on board pri- 
vate armed ships; and no amendment having been 
agreed to, the bill was ordered to a third reading. 

The bill from the House of Representatives, 
entitled “An act authorizing a loan for a sum not 
exceeding sixteen millions of dollars,” was read 
a third time. ' 

On the question, Shall this bill pass? it was 
determined in the affirmative—yeas 22, nays 9, as 
follows : ' 

Yxzas—Messrs. Anderson, Bayard, Bibb, Campbell 
of Ohio, Campbell of Tennessee, Crawford, Cutts, 
Franklin, Gaillurd, Giles, Gregg, Howell, Magruder, 


Reed, Robinson, Smith of Maryland, Smith of New: 


York, Tait, Taylor, Turner, Varnum, and Worth- 
ington, 

Naxs—Messrs.: Bradley, Dana, German, Gilman, 
Goodrich, Horsey, Hunter, Lambert, and Lloyd. 

So it was Resolved, That this bill pass. 

The bill for the relief of John Redfield, jr., was 
resumed, as in Committee of the Whole; and no 
amendment having been agreed to, on the ques- 
tion, “Shall this bill be engrossed and read a 
third time?” it was determined in the affirmative. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
"Whole, the bill inereasing the salary of the dis- 
triet judge of the Delaware district, together with 
the amendments reported thereto by the select 
committee; and, having agreed to the amend- 
ments, the President resumed the Chair ; and Mr. 
VARNUM reported the bill amended. 

On the question, Will the Senate concur in the 
amendments made in Committee of the Whole ? 
as follows: 

Strike out, from the word “that,” at the end of the 
second line, to the end of the bill, and, in lieu thereof, 
insert: “In addition to tho respective salaries at pres- 
ent allowed and paid, that, from and after the first day 
of April next, there shall be allowed annually to the 
district judge of the Massachusetts district, the sum of 
two hundred dollars; to the district judge of the Rhode 
Island district, four hundred dollars; to the district 
judge of the Pennsylvania district, two hundred dol- 
lars; to the district judge of the Delaware district, four 
hundred dollars; and to the district judge of the North 
Carolina district, three hundred dollars; to be paid 
quarter yearly, out of any moneys in the Treasury, not 
otherwise appropriated.” 

Change the title—“A bill to increase the salaries of 
certain district judges.” 

It was determined in the affirmative—yeas 18, 
nays 14, as foliows: 

Y sas—Messrs. Bayard, Bibb, Crawford, Franklin, 
Giles, Gregg, Horsey, Howell, Hunter, Lloyd, Magru- 
der, Pope, Recd, Smith of Maryland, Tait, Taylor, 
Turner, and Worthington. 

Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, Bradley, Brown, Camp- 
bell of Ohio, Campbell of Tennessee, Cutts, Gaillard, 
German, Goodrich, Lambert, Leib, Robinson, Smith of 
New York, and Varnum. 


On motion, by Mr. CaWPRELL, of Ohio, to 
amend the bill, by inserting the following words , 


“to the district "judge of the Ohio district, two 


| hundred dollars,” it was determined in the nega- 


tive—ycas 8, nays 24, as follows: . 

Yxas—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Campbell of Ohio, 
Howell, Pope, Smith of Maryland, Turner, and Worth- 
ington. ` : : 

Nays—Messrs. Bayard, Bradley, Brown, Campbell, 
of Tennessee, Crawford, Cutts, Franklin, Gaillard, - 
German, Giles, Goodrich, Gregg, Horsey, Hunter, 
Lambert, Leib, Lloyd, Magruder, Reed, Robinson, 
Smith of New York, Tait, Taylor, and Varnum. 

On the question, “ Shall this bill be engrossed 
and read a third time as amended ? it was deter- 
mined in the affirmative. -— 


Monpay, February 8. ` 

The bill for the relief of John Redfield, junior, , 
was read a third time, and passed. 

The bill increasing the salary of the district 
judge of the Delaware district was read a third 
time as amended, and passed. i 

On motion, by Mr. GAILLARD, IE 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed, to. 
join such committee as may be appointed by the 
House of Representatives, to ascertain and report 
a mode of examining the votes for President and 
Vice President of the United States, and of noti- 
fying the persons elected of their election. 

Ordered, That Messrs. GAILLARD and SMITH’ 
of New York be the committee on. the part of 
the Senate. 

The Presipenr communicated a report of the 
Commissioners of the Sinking Fund, stating that 
the measures which have been authorized by the 
Board, subsequent to their last report, of the 5th 
of February, 1812, so far as the same have been 
completed, are fully detailed in the report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. to the Board, dated the 
5th day of the present month, and in the state- 
ments therein referred to, which are herewith 
transmitted, and prayed to be received as part of 
this report; and the report was read. 

The bill, entitled “An act confirming certain 
claims to Jands in the district of Vincennes,” was 
read a third time, and passed. 

The bill, entitled “An act regulating pensions 
to persons on board private armed ships,” was 
read a third time, and passed. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act altering the time for hold- 
ing the district court in the district of Maine ;” 
in which bill they request the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The bill last mentioned was read, and passed 
to the second reading. 

Mr. Leis presented the petition of Margaret 
Arundel, widow of Robert Arundel, late a sailing 
master in the Navy, stating that her late husband 
was severely wounded in an engagement with the 
enemy on the Lakes, and was afterwards knocked 
overboard and drowned, leaving his family desti- 
tute, and praying relief; and the petition was 
read, and referred to a select committee, to con- 
sider and report thereon by bill, or otherwise; and 
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Messrs. Leis, Greca, and Reen; were appointed 
the committee. MR CE : 

The Senate resumed the consideration. of the 
propositions submitted on the 2d instant, on the- 


subjects of American ships and. seamen; and, | 


having agreed thereto,.they were referred to a 
select committee, to consist of five members, to 
consider and report thereon by bill, bills, or other- 
wise; and Messrs. Dana, Smira of Maryland, 
LLovp, TayLor, and Biss, were appointed the 
committee. . 

Mr. Turner, from the committee to whom 
was referred the resolution proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, 
respecting the mode of electing Representatives to 
Congress, and Electors of President and Vice Pres- 
ident of the United States, reported it amended. 

Mir. Anperson, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, entitled “Anact authorizing 
the issuing of ‘Treasury notes for the service of 
the year 1813,” reported it with amendments; 
and, on his motion, it was agreed that they be the 
order of the day for to-morrow. 

On motion, by Mr. WonrHINGTON, the consid- 
eration of the bill giving further time to the pur- 
chasers of publie lands northwest of the river 
Ohio to complete their payments, was postponed 
to Wednesday next. l 

On motion, by Mr. Lere, it was agreed that the 
bill establishing the discipline of the Army of the 
. United States, and for other purposes; be made 
the order of the day for to-morrow. i 

On motion, by Mr. CAMPBELL, of Tennessee, 
the bill vesting in the President of the United 
' States the power of retaliation in the cases there- 
in specified, was made the order of the day for 
to-morrow. 

On motion, by Mr. Grece, the bill, entitled 
“An act authorizing an increase of the capital 
stock of the Bank of Washington? was referred 
to the committee to whom the petition of the said 
Bank was referred on the 24th of December last, 
to consider and report thereon. 


Turspay, February 9. 


The credentials of CHAuNcEY Goopricu, ap- 
pointed a Senator by the Legislature of theState 
of Connecticut, for the term of six years, com- 
menéing on the 4th day of March next, were 
read, and laid on file. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the | 


Whole, the bill, entitled “An act authorizing the 
issuing of "Treasury notes for the service of the 
year 1813,” together with the amendments re- 
ported thereto by the select committee; and Mr. 
VARNUM Was requested to take the Chair; and, 
after debate, the President resumed the Chair; 
and, on motion, the further consideration of the 
bill was postponed until Thursday next. | 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House concur in the 


resolution of the Senate for the appointment of a | 


joint committee to ascertain and report a mode of 
examining the votes for President and Vice Pres- 
ident of the United States, and of notifying the 


persons elected of their election ; and. have ap- 
pointed à committee on their part. 

The Presipenr communieated the report of 
the Secretary for the Departmeut of War, in 
compliance with the fifth section of the act to re- 
gulate and fix the compensation of clerks, passed 
April 21st, 1806, exhibiting the names of the 
clerks employed in that Department in the year 
1812, with the. sums allowed to each clerk; also, 
his report comprehending contracts made by him 
in the year 1812, and those made by the late Pur- 
veyor of Public Supplies and the Commissary 
General of Purchases, at Philadelphia, in the 
same year, in compliance with the act concerning 
public contracts, passed April 21st, 1806; and the 
reports were read. i 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 


“Whole, the consideration of the bill establishing 


the discipline of the Army of the United States, 
and for other. purposes; and Mr. GREGG was re- 
quested to take the Chair; and, after debate, the 
President having resumed the Chair, on motion, 
it was agreed that the further consideration of the 
bill be postponed to, and made the order of the 
day for, Thursday next. -— 

Mr. Lrov», from the committee appointed 
thereon, reported the bill from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, entitled “An act to impose a dut 
on the importation of iron wire,” without imd 
ment. ; 

Mr. GAILLARD, from the joint committee ap- 
pointed on the 8th instant, to ascertain and report 
a mode of examining the votes for President and 
Vice President of the United States, and of no- 
tifying the persons elected of their election, re- 
ported, in part, the following resolution; which 
was read and agreed to: . 

Resolved, That the two Houses shall assemble 
in the Chamber of the House of Representatives 
on Wednesday next, at 12.0’clock ; that one per- 
‘son be appointed a teller on the part of the Sen- 
ate, to make a list of the votes as they shall be 
declared; that the result shall be delivered to the 
President of the Senate, who shall announce the 
state of the vote, and the persons elected, to the 
two Houses, assembled as aforesaid, which shall 
be deemed a declaration of the persons elected 
President and Vice President; and, together with 
a list of the votes, be entered on the Journals of 
the two Houses. : 

Ordered, That Mr. GaiLLARD be appointed a 
teller of the ballots, on the part of the Senate, 
agreeably to the foregoing resolution. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
"Whole, the consideration of the bill vesting in 
the President of the United States the power of 
retaliation in the cases therein specified; and, 
after debate, the further consideration of the bill 
was postponed to, and made the order of the day 
for, Thursday next. 


Wepnespay, February 10. 
Mr. German, from the committee to whom 
the several petitions were referred, reported a bill 
for the relief of Nathaniel G. Ingraham, Alex- 
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ander Phenix, and William Nexsen, jr. ; and the| | The whole number of votes being 217, of which 


bill was read, and passed to the second reading: . 
COUNTING ELECTORAL VOTES. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the. House agree to 
the report of the joint committee appointed to 
ascertain and report a mode of examining the 
votes for President and Vice President of the Uni- 
ted: States, and of notifying the persons elected of 
‘their election, and have appointed Messrs, Macon 
and TaLLMADGE, tellers, on their part. 

Ordered, That Mr. FRANKLIN. be appointed a 
teller of the ballots for President and Vice Presi- 
dent of the United States, on the part of the Sen- 
ate, in place of Mr. GAILLARD, absent from indis- 

, position. . 
-A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House is now ready 
to attend the Senate in opening the certificates 


and counting the votes of the Hiectors of the sev- | 


eral States, in the choice of a President and Vice 
President of the United States, in pursuance of 
the resolution of the two House of Congress; and 
that the President of the Senate will be intro- 
duced to the Speaker's Chair, by the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives. ; 

The two Houses of Congress, agreeably to the 
joint resolution, assembled in the Representatives’ 
Chamber, and the’ certificates of the Electors of 
the several States were, by the President of the 
Senate, opened and delivered to the tellers ap- 
pointed for the purpose, who, having examined 
and ascertained the number of votes, presented a 
list thereof to the President of the Senate, which 
was read, as follows : : 


President. |v. Prest. 

a qu ey 

.|98]EIS8 

[=| e o E 

21519) § 

STATES. Ble] IS 

Zi IZI 

rae 

Saja’ 

New Hampshire - - -| 8] 1| 7 
Massachusetts - - - 22| 220 
Rhode Island - - - -| 4| -! 4 
Connecticut -~ - - -| 9| -] 9 
Vermont - - - 8} -ti 8! - 
New York - - - - |29} -|29 
New Jersey — - - - = | 8 fe “8 
Pennsylvania - - - | 2} -—| 25) - 
Delaware - ~ - -| 4{ -| 4 
Maryland - =- = 6; 5] 6] 5 
Virginia - - - 25 -| 2! - 
North Carolina - - | 1] -] 15] - 
South Carolina - - 11; -'11| - 
Georgia ~ 0 = a 8|-|S8|- 
Kentueky - ~- - | 12 12) - 
Tennessee - - - 8| -| 8; - 
Ohio - - - - Tq omump- 
Louisiana - - - 9A es 3p a 
Total - - + |128| 89 13] | 86. 


109 makes. à majority; James MapisoN had for 
President of the United States 128 votes, and 


-ErsnipckE Gerry. had for Vice President of the 


United States 131 votes: 

Whereupon, the President of the Senate de- 
clared James MapisoN elected President of the 
United States, for four years, commencing with 
the fourth day of March next. and ELBRIDGE 
Gerry, Vice President of the United States, for 
four years, commencing on the fourth day of 
March next. 

The votes of the Electors were then delivered 
to the Seeretary of the Senate; the two Houses 
of Congress separated, and the Senate returned 
totheir own Chamber; and,on motion, adjourned. 


Tuurspay, February li. 


The bill for the relief of Nathaniel G. Ingra- 
ham, Alexander Pheenix, and William Nexsen, jr., 
was read the second time. l 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act authorizing the issuing of Treasury notes for 
the service of the year 1812," together with the 
amendments reported thereto by the select com- 
mittee; and Mr. BRADLEY was requested to take 
the Chair; and, having agreed to the amend- 
ments, the President resumed the Chair; and, 
on motion, the further consideration of the bill 
was postponed to, and made the order of the day 
for, to-morrow.  - 

The bill, entitled “An act altering the time for 
holding the district court in the district of Maine,” 
was read the second time. . 

On motion, by Mr. Surg, of New York, 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed, to 
join such committee as may be appointed by the 
House of Representatives, to wait on the Presi- 
dent of the United States and to notify to him 
his re-election to the office of President of the 
United States. . 

Ordered, That Messrs. Smıra, of New York, 
and FRANKLIN, be the committee on the part of 
the Senate. n : 

On motion, by Mr. FRANKLIN, 

Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be requested to cause to be transmitted to 
ELBRIDGE Gerry, Esq., of Massachusetts, Vice 
President elect of the United States, notification 
of his election to that office, and that the Presi- 
dent of the Senate do make and sign a certificate 
in the words following, to wit: 

* Be it enacted, That the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America, being 
convened at the City of Washington, on the second 
Wednesday of February, in the year of our Lord one 
thousand eight hundred and thirteen, the underwrit- 
ten President of the Senate, pro tempore, did, in the 


` į presence of the said Senate and House of Representa- 


tives, open all the certificates and count all the votes of 
the Electors for a President and Vice President of the 
United States; whereupon it appeared that Janus Man- 
ison, of Virginia, had a majority of the votes of the 
Electors as President, and Exsaivex Genrr, of Mase 
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sachusétts, had.a majority. of the votes of the. Electors 
as Vice President ; by all which it appears that James 
Manison, of Virginia, has been duly elected President, 
and Exsrince Genny, of Massachusetts, has been 
duly elected Vice President of the United States, 
agreeably to the Constitution. 

* In witness whereof, Ihave herewith set my hand 

-and caused the seal.of the Senate to be affixed, this 
—— day of February, 1813.” 

And that the President of the Senate do cause 
the certificates aforesaid to be laid before the Pres- 
ident of the United States, with this resolution. 

. The Senate’ resumed the consideration of the 
bill establishing. the discipline of the Army of 
the United States, and for other purposes; and 
Mr. Grece was requested to take the Chair. 


On motion, by Mr. Lets, to:amend the bill, by ; 


inserting, section 1, line 5, after the word “army,” 
the words “and of the militia,” thereby extending 
the provisions of the bill to the militia as well as. 
army, it was determined in the affirmative—yeas 
14, nays Y, as follows: 

: Yzas—Messrs. Campbell of Tennessee, Crawford, 
Cutts, Franklin, Giles, Gregg, Howell, Hunter, Leib, 
Smith of Maryland, Tait, Taylor, Turner, and Worth- 
ington. i 

Naxs—Messrs. German, Gilman, Goodrich, Horsey, 
Lambert, Lloyd, Reed, Smith of New York, and Var- 
num. ` i 

And the bill having been amended, the Presi- 
dent resumed: the Chair; and, after debate, on 
motion, the further consideration of the bill was 
postponed until Monday next. E : 
, Mr. CAMPBELL, of Tennessee, submitted the fol- 
lowing motion:for consideration: ^ 

Resolved, That the Secretary for the Department of 
War be, and hereby is, directed to prepare and report 
to the Senate such system of military discipline for the 
army and militia of the United States as may be ap- 
proved by him, and which, in his opinion, ought to 
receive the sanction of law. ` 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the cònsideration of the bill vesting in 
the President of the United States the power of 
‘retaliation in the cases therein specified ; and 
Mr. VARNUM -was requested to take the Chair; 
and, after. debate, the President resumed the 
Chair; and the further consideration of the bill 
was postponed to, and made the order of the day 
for, to-morrow. 

On motion, the bill giving further time to pur- 
chasers of publie lands northwest of the river 
Ohio to complete their payments was postponed 
to Monday next. 


Fripay, February 12. 
On motion, by Mr. Turner, the resolution pro- 
osing an amendment to the Constitution of the 
nited States respecting the mode of electing 
representatives to Congress and Electors of Pres- 
ident and Vice President of the United States, 
was made the order of the day for Monday next. 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill, entitled *An.act authorizing the issuing of 
Treasury notes for the service of the year 1813 ;” 


and on the question, Shall this bill be read a third 
lime. as. amended? it was determined in the 
affirmative. ta $ . 

Mr. Pope: presented the memorial of the offi- 
cers of the first regiment of- volunteer light dra- 
goons, from the State of Kentucky, representing 
that the said-regiinent had lost in the service of 
the United States a number of horses, the prop- ' 
erty of individuals, and praying renumeration ; 
and the memorial was read, and referred. 

The Senate resumed. as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act for the relief of John Dixon, and John Mur- 
ray ;? and Mr. Varnum was requested to take. 
the Chair. T " : 

On motion, by Mr.-Pops, to- postpone the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill to the first Monday 
in December next, it was determined in the neg- 
ative—yeas 13, nays 15, as follows: l : 

Yxas—Messrs Bibb, Bradley, Crawford, ‘ Cutts, 
Franklin, Howell, Pope, Robinson, Smith of New 
York, Tait,’ Taylor, Turner, and Varnum. or 

Nays—Messrs. Bayard, Brown; German, , Giles, 
Gilman, Goodrich, Horsey, Hunter, Lambert, Leib, 


Lloyd, Magruder, Reed, Smith of Maryland, and 


Worthington. $ . 

And no amendment having been agreed to, the 
President resumed the Chair ; and on the ques- 
tion, Shall. this bill be read a third. time? it was 
determined in the affirmative—yeas 16, nays: 12,. 
as follows: A ME > TEN 

Yxas—Messrs. Bayard, Bibb, Brown, German, Giles, 
Gilman, Goodrich, Horsey, Hunter, Lambert, Leib, 
Magruder, Reed, Smith of Maryland, Taylor, and 
Worthington. ` ; > 

Nars—Messrs. Bradley, Campbell of Ohio, Camp- 
bell of Tennessee, Crawford, Cutts, Franklin, Howell, 
Robinson, Smith of New York, Tait, Turner, and 
Varnum. : 

Mr. Dana, from the committee appointed on 
the subject, reported a bill concerning seamen 
and shipping of the United States; and the bill 
was read, and passed to the second reading. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill vesting in the 
President of the United States the power of re- 
taliation in the cases therein specified. 

On motion, by Mr. Bavanp, to postpone the 
fürthér consideration of the bill until Monday 
next, it was determined in the affirmative—yeas 
15, nays 14, as follows: l 

Yzas—Messrs. Bayard, Bradley, Dana, German, 
Giles, Gilman, Goodrich, Gregg, Horsey, Hunter, Lam- 
bert, Lloyd, Pope, Reed, and Smith of Maryland. 

Naxs-—Messrs. Bibb, Campbell of Ohio, Campbell 
of Tennessee, Crawford, Cutts, Franklin, Howell, Ma- 
gruder, Robinson, Smith of New York, Taylor, Turner, 
Varnum, and Worthington. 


SaturDAy, February 13. 


The PresipENT communicated a report of the 
Secretary of the Navy on moneys transferred du- 
ring.the Jast recess of Congress from certain ap- 
propriations for partieular branches of expendi- 
ture in that Department, and of the application of 
such moneys; and the report was read. 


83 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


84 


SENATE. 


"Proceedings. 


Fesroary, 1813. 


The Present, communicated the memorial 
of James Jay, stating, that, during the Revolu- 
tionary war, he rendéred special services to the 

. public, and :advanced moneys to a considerable 
amount, for which he prays remuneration; and 
the mémorial was read. : 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act extending the time for 
issuing and locating military land warrants 3” a 
bill entitled “An act for the regulation of seamen 
on board the publie ships, and in the merchant 
service of the United States ;” a bill entitled “An 
act to raise ten additional companies of rangers ;" 
also, a bill, entitled “An act making provision for 
an additional number of general officers ;” in 
which bills they request the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The House of Representatives concur in the 
resolution for the appointment of a joint commit- 
tee to wait on the President of the United States 
and notify to him his re-election to that office, 
and have appointed a committee on their part. 

The amendments to the bill, entitled “An act 
authorizing the issuing of Treasury notes for the 
service of the year, 1813,” were reported by the 
committee correctly engrossed; and the bill was 
read a third time as amended. 

On motion, by Mr. Luoyo, that the bill be re- 
committed, for the purpose of striking out the 
power to pass the Treasury notes in payment of 
supplies, and also for striking out that part of the 
bill which makes the said notes receivable in 
payment of impost, it was determined in the affir- 
mative—yeas 16, nays 14, as follows: 

Yxas—Messrs. Bayard, Bradley, Brown, German, 
Giles, Gilman, Goodrich, Gregg, Horsey, Hunter, Lam- 
bert, Leib, Lloyd, Pope, Reed, and Smith of Maryland. 

Naxs—Messrs. Bibb, Campbell of Ohio, Crawford, 
Cutts, Franklin, Howell, Magruder, Robinson, Smith 
of New York, Tait, Taylor, Turner, Varnum, and 
Worthington. 

Ordered, That Messrs. Bigg, Bayarp, Luoyp, 
Frankutn, and Tarr, be the committee. 

Mr. Pore gave notice that,on Monday next, he 
should ask leave to bring in a bill for the relief of 
the representatives of Samuel Lapsley, deceased. 

Mr. BnapLEy gave notice that, on Monday 
next, he should ask leave to bring in a bill to en- 
courage more effectually the destruction of the 
armed vessels of the enemy entering the ports 
and harbors of the United States. 

Mr. Tay tor gave notice that, on Monday next, 
he should ask leave to bring in a bill for the re- 
lief of Joseph Brevard. 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OFP THE Unirep STATES: 

To the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States : 

I lay before Congress a statement of the militia of 
the United States, according to the latest returns re- 
ceived by the Department of War. 


JAMES MADISON. 
Fesrvany 13, 1813. 


The message and statement were read. 
The bill from the House of Representatives 


entitled “An act for the regulation of seamen on 
board the public ships and in the merchant ser- 
vice of the United States," was read, and passed 
to the second reading. 

The bill from the House of Representatives, 
entitled “An act extending the time for issuing 
and locating military land warrants," was read, 
and passed to the second reading. 


: Moxpay, February 15. 


Mr. WonTnuiNGTON presented the petition of 
the President and Directors of. Georgetown and 
Alexandria Road Company, praying an act may 
be passed for the better regulation of their tolls, 
and for sundry other provisions for the improve- 
ment of the property, as is stated at large in 
the petition; which was read, and referred to 
a select committee, to consider and report thereon 
by bill or otherwise; and Messrs. WoRTHINGTON, 
Horsey, and Smit, of Maryland, were appointed 
the committee. 

Mr. Pors asked and obtained leave to bring in 
a bill for the relief of the representatives of 
Samuel Lapsley, deceased; and the bill was read, 
and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. WorTHINGTON gave. notice that to-mor- 
row he should ask leave to bring in a bill to 
authorize and empower the President and Mana- 
gers of the Wasbington Turnpike Company of 
the State of Maryland, when organized, to ex- 
tend and make their turnpike road to or from 
Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, through 
the said District, to the line thereof. 

The Prestpent communicated the report of the 
Secretary for the Department of the Navy, com- 
prehending contracts made by that Department 
during the year 1812, prepared in obedience to 
the act, entitled “An act further to amend the 
several acts for the establishment and regulation 
of the Treasury, War, and Navy Departments ;” 
and the report was read. 

Mr. BRADLEY, agreeably to notice, introduced 
the following bill; whieh was read and passed 
to a second reading : 

À. Bill to encourage more effectually the destruction of 
the armed vessels of the enemy entering the ports 
and harbors of the United States. 

Be tt enacted, &c., That if any British armed vessel 
shall be found within the harbors and waters under 
the jurisdiction of the United States, during the pres- 
ent war with Great Britain (other than vessels coming 
as cartels or flags of truce) it may and shall be lawful 
for any person or persons, in any manner whatsoever, 
whilst such armed vessel shall so remain within the 
jurisdiction of the United States, to burn, sink, or de- 
stroy, every such armed vessel; and for that purpose to 
use torpedoes, submarine instruments, or any other de- 
structive machine whatever; and a bounty of one half 
the value of the armed vessel so burnt, sunk, or de- 
stroyed, and also one half of her guns, cargo, tackle, and 
apparel, shall be paid out of the Treasury of the Uni- 
ted States to such person or persons who shall effect 
the same, otherwise than by the armed or commissioned 
vessels of the United States. 

Mr. MAGRUDER, from the committee on the 
subjeet of publie land, to whom was referred the 
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bili, entitled * An act giving further time to pur- 
chasers of publie lands to complete their pay- 
ments,” reported it amended. — l 

Mr. BnapLEY, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill; éntitled * An act altering 


the time and place for holding the circuit and. 


district courts in Vermont,” reported it without 
amendment; and, on his motion, it was post- 
poned to the first Monday in December next. 


"The Presivenr communicated the general 


account of the ‘Treasurer of the United States- 


from October 1st, 1811, to October, 1st, 1812; as, 
also, the accounts of the War and Navy Depart- 
ments for the same period. together with the re- 
ports of the accounting officers of the Treasury 
thereon; which were read. o ; 

The bill from the House of. Representatives, 
entitled “An act to raise ten additional companies 
of rangers? was twice read by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred to the committee appointed ori 
the 9th of November last, on so much of the 
Message of the President of the United States as 
concerns our relations with foreign . Powers, to 
consider and report thereon. . 

The bill from the House of Representatives, 
entitled “An act making provision for an addi- 
tional number. of general officers,” was read, and 
passed to the second reading. 


The bill concerning seamen and shipping of 
the United States was read the.second time, and: 
made the order of the day for to-morrow. 

The bill from the House of Representatives, 
entitled “An act for the regulation of seamen on 
board the public ships and in the merchant ser- 
‘vice of the United States," was read the second 
time, and referred to a select committee, to con- 
sist of five members, to consider and report there- 
on ; and Messrs. Gites, Bavaro, LLovp, SMITH, 
of Maryland, and Hunter, were appointed the 
committee. 

The bill, entitled “An act extending the time 


for issuing and locating military land warrants,” 


was read the second time. -` . 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act supplementary to the act 
for increasing the Navy," in which bill they re- 
quest the concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill last mentioned. was read, and passed 
to the second reading. 

The bill, entitled “An act fcr the relief of John 
Dixon and John Murray,” was read the third 
time, and 

Resolved, That this bill-do not pass. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the resolution pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States respecting the mode of electing 
Representatives to Congress, and Electors of 
President and Vice President of the United 
States; and Mr. Gazae was requested to take 
the Chair; and the amendment reported by the 
select committee having been agreed to, the 
President resumed the Chair, and the Senate 
adjourned. 


Tusspay, February 16. 


; On motion, by Mr. WortuineTon, one of tlie 
majority, it was agreed to reconsider- the third 
reading of the bill, entitled *An act for the relief 
of Joha Dixon and John Murray ;” and on the 
question, Shall this bill pass.? it was determined 
in the affirmative—yeas 18, nays 13, as follows: 

. Ysas—Messrs. Bayard, Bibb, Brown, Dana, Ger- 
man, Giles, Gilman, Goodrich, Horsey, Hunter, Lam- 
bert, Leib, Lloyd, Pope, Reed, Smith of Maryland, 
Taylor, and Worthington. . sre METTE 

Naxs—Messrs. Campbell of Ohio, Campbell of T'en- 
nessee, Crawford, Cutts, Franklin, Gaillard, Gregg, 

Howell, Robinson, Smith of New York, Tait, Turner, . 
and Varnum. M . i 

So it was Resolved, That ihis bill pass. 

- A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House of Repre- 
sentatives have passed the ‘bill which originated 
in the Senate, entitled “An act giving further 
time for registering claims to lands in the eastern 
district of the Territory of Orleans, now State of 
Louisiana,” with amendments; in which they re- 
quest the concurrence of the Senate; and that 
they have also passed.a bill, entitled “An act au- 
thorizing the discharge of Daniel Updike from 


| his imprisonment ;” and a bill, entitled “ An act 


authorizing the appointment of additional officers 
in the respective territories of the United States ;* 
also, a bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Sam- 


‘uel Ellis;”-in which bills they request the con- 


currence of the Senate. — . 

The three bills last mentioned were read, and 
passed to the second reading. e 
* Mr. WonruiNGTON asked and obtained leave 
to bring in a bill to authorize and empower the 
Presidentand Managers of the Washington Turn- 
pike Company of the State of Maryland, when 
organized, to extend and make their turnpike 
road to or from Georgetown, in the Distriet of 
Columbia, through the said District to the line 
thereof; and the bill was twice read by unani- - 
mous consent ; and referred to the committee ap- 
pointed yesterday, on the petition of the Presi- 
dent and Directors of the Georgetown.and Alex- 
andria Road Company, to consider and report 
thereon. : , 

Mr. TAYLOR asked and obtained leave to bring 
in a bill for the relief of Joseph Brevard, of South 
Carolina; and the bill was read, and passed to 
the second reading. _. m 

Mr. Smita, of New York, from the joint com- 
mittee appointed for the purpose, reported, that, 
pursuant to the resolution, the Joint committee 
of the Senate and House of Representatives yes- 
terday waited on the President of ihe United 
States, and notified to him his re-election to that 
office. 

Mr. Lets, from the committee to whom were 
referred the several memorials of Richard Dodd 
and Elijah Bryan, and of William Compton, 
made a report; and, on his motion, the commit- 
tee were discharged from the further considera- 
tion thereof. f " i 

The bill for the relief of the representatives of 
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Samuel Lapsley, deceased, was read the second 
time, and referred to a select committee, to con- 
sider and report thereon ; and Messrs. Pops, BAY- 
arp, and Brown, were appointed the committee. 

The bill to encourage more effectually the de- 
struction of armed vessels of the enemy entering 
the. ports and harbors:of the United States, was 
read the second time. f l 

The biil, entiiled “An aet supplementary to 
the act for increasing the Navy,” was read the 
second time, and referred to the committee ap- 
pointed on the 9th of November last, on the 
Naval Establishment of the United States, to 
consider and report thereon. 

Mr. BaapLEY presented t 
Pennsylvania Society for promoting the abolition 
of slavery, stating that the laws prohibiting the 
African slave-trade are violated by American 
citizens to a very great extent, the flags of for- 
eign nations being employed. to protect this traf- 
fic, and the ports of those dominions furnishing 
a market for cargoes thus illegally procured ; and 
praying that means may be devised to restrain 
more effectually this inhuman practice; and the 
memorial was read. 

The petition of James Jay was referred toa 
select committee to consider and report thereon; 
and Messrs. Brent, GERMAN, and ROBINSON, 
were appointed the committee. 

The bill, entitled “An act making provision for 
an additional number of general officers,” was 
read the second time, and referred to the commit- 
tee appointed the 9th of November last, on so 
much of the Message of the President of the 
United States as concerns our relations with for- 
eign Powers, to consider and report thereon. 

On motion, it was agreed that the resolution 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States respecting the mode of electing 
Representatives to Congress, and Electors of 
President and Vice President of the United 
States, be postponed to, and made the order of 
the day for, to-morrow. 

Mr. Pops, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill for the relief of the representa- 
tives of Samuel Lapsley, deceased, reported it 
without amendment. 

On motion, by Mr, WonrBINGTON, the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the 
bill, entitled “An act giving further time for reg- 
istering claims to lands in the eastern district of 
the Territory of Orleans, now State of Louis- 
iana,” were referred to the committee appointed 
on the subject of public lands, to consider and 
report thereon. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill vesting in the President of the United States 
the power of retaliation in the cases therein spe- 
cified; and, after debate, the further considera- 
tion of the bill was postponed to, and made the 
order of the day for, to-morrow. 


. Weonespay, February 17. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Tennessee, from the com- 


he memorial cf the i 


“An act to- raise ten additional companies of 
rangers,” reported it without amendment. — 

~ He also reported, from the same committee, 
the bill, entitled “An act making provision for 
an additional number of general officers,” with- 
out amendment. : 

The bill for the relief of Joseph Brevard was 
read the second. time, and referred to a select 
committee, to consider and, report thereon ; and 
Messrs. TayLor, Bavanp, and Pops, were ap- 
pointed the committee. . s 

The bill, entitled “An act authorizing the dis- 
charge of Daniet Updike from his imprisonment,” 
was read the second time. 

The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Sam- 
uel Ellis,” was read the’second time. 

Mr. BnapLzy, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, entitled “An act authorizing 
an increase of the capital stock of the Bank of 
Washington,” reported it without amendment. 

The bill, entitled “ An act authorizing the ap- 
pointment of additional officers in the respective 
territories of the United States,” was read the 
second time. ; 

Mr. WonruiNGTON, from the committee to 
whom was referred the bill to authorize and em- 
power the President and managers of the Wash- 
ington Turnpike Company of the State of Mary- 
land, when organized, to extend and make their 
turnpike to or from Georgetown, in the District 
of Columbia, through the said District, to the 
line thereof, reported it without amendment. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
resolution proposing an amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States, respecting the 
mode of electing Representatives to Congress, 
and Electors of President and Vice President of 
the United States, together with the amendment 
to the amendment. l 

On motion, by Mr. German, to postpone the 
further consideration thereof to the first Monday 
in December next, it was determined in the neg- 
ative—yeas 9, nays 19, as follows: 
| Yzas—Messrs. Dana, German, Gilman, Goodrich, 
| Horsey, Hunter, Lambert, Lloyd, and Tait. 
| Naxs—Messrs. Bayard, Bibb, Brent, Brown, Camp- 

bell of Ohio, Campbell of Tennessee, Crawford, Cutts, 
Franklin, Gaillard, Giles, Howell, Pope, Reed, Smith 
of Maryland, Taylor, Turner, Varnum, and Worth- 
ington. 

On motion, by Mr. German, to amend the 
| amendment, by striking out, from the word “en- 
| titled,” in the sixth line, to the word “in,” in the 
j tenth line, the following words: “Each district 
shall contain, as nearly as may be, equal num- 
bers, which shall be determined by adding to the 
whole number of free persons, including those 
bound to service for a term of years, and exclud- 
ing Indians not taxed, three-fifths of all other per- 
sons,” and insert, in lieu thereof, ^ and the Elect- 
ors shall be appurtioned among the several States 
according to the whole number of free white per- 
sons in each State, including those bound to ser- 
vice for a term of years,” 

It was determined in the negative—yeas 7, 


mittee to whom was referred the bill, entitled | nays 26, as follows: 
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. .Y248—Messrs., Bradley, Dana, German, Gilman, 

Goodrich; Lambert; and Lloyd. i : 2 
Naxs—Messrs. Bayard, Bibb, Brent, Brown, Camp- 

bell of Ohio, Campbell of Tennessee, Crawford, Cutts, 


'Franklin, Gaillard, Giles, Gregg, Horsey, Howell,. 


Hunter, Leib, Pope, Reed, Robinson, Smith of Mary- 
land, Smith of New York, Tait, Taylor, Turner, Var- 
num, and Worthington. ` 


On the question, Shall this resolution be en- | 


grossed and. read'a third time as amended? it 
was determined in the affirmative. ` 
` Mr. Tarr. gave notice that he will to-morrow 
ask leave to bring in a bill to alter the times and 
places of holding the circuit courts in the sixth 
Judicial circuit of the United States, l 
. Mr. Luoyp gave notice that he will to-morrow 
ask leave to bring in a bill directing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to remit certain fines, pen- 
alties, and forfeitures, therein mentioned. $ 
The Senate resumed, as in Committee of, the 
` Whole, the consideration of the bill vesting in 


` the President of the United States the power of. 


retaliation, in the cases therein specified. 

On motion, by Mr. BAYARD, to amend the bill, 
by striking out from the word “retaliation,” in 
the fourteenth line, to the word “provided,” in 
the twenty-eighth line; the following words: “by 
a like punishment to be executed on some person 
taken in arms in the service of Great Britain, 
‘against the United States, designating for that 

purpose, in the first instance, a prisoner, who, 
; having been born within the United States, and 
having been a citizen thereof, shall have been 
` taken while voluntarily bearing arms in the ser- 
vice of Great Britain, against the United States; 
‘or if there shall be no prisoner of that descrip- 
tion, such other prisoner, being a native of some 
one of the British colonies, now the United 
States, as may not have been a citizen of the 
United States; and, in case there shall be no 


prisoner, or not a sufficient number of prisoners, 


of either of the said descriptions, it shall then be 
lawful for the President of the United States to 
“cause the retaliation to be executed on any Brit- 
ish subject or subjects, taken in arms against the 
United States,” for the purpose of inserting, in 
lieu thereof, the following words: “to be made 
and inflicted upon one or more subjects of the 
Crown of ‘the United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Ireland, in such manner as in his opinion 
will be likely to prevent in future the commis- 
sion of similar outrages or abuses”— 

A division of the question was asked for, and 
taken on striking out, and determined in the neg- 
ative—yeas 11, nays 17, as follows: 

Yxas—Messrs. Bayard, Bradley, Dana, German, 
Giles, Goodrich, Hunter, Lambert, Lloyd, Reed, and 
Smith of Maryland. p . 

Naxs—Messrs. Brent, Brown, Campbell of Ohio, 
Campbell of Tennessee, Crawford, Cutts, Franklin, 
Gaillard, Howell, Leib, Robinson, Smith of New York, 
Tait, Taylor, Turner, Varnum, and Worthington. 

And the bill having been amended, the Presi- 
dent reported it to the House accordingly; and, 
on the question, Shall this bill be engrossed and 
read a third time as amended? it was determined 
in the affirmative—yeas 20, nays 5, as follows: 


Yxas—Messrs. Bibb, Brent, Brown, Campbell, of 
Ohio, Campbell of ‘Tennessee, Crawford, Cutts, Frank- 
lin, Gaillard, Howell, Leib, Reed, Robinson, Smith of 
Maryland, Smith of New York, Tait, Taylor; Turner, 
Varnum, and Worthington. ; i 

Nays—Messrs. German, Goodrich, Hunter, Lam- 
bert, and Lloyd. vn yo XR um 


- Tuurspay, February:18. 
The PnEsipENT communicated. a letter from 
William Tatham, in illustration of his documents 


on the subject-of maritime defence, presented on 


the 24th of December last, which was read ; and, 
on motion by Mr. FRANKLIN, his letters and doc- 
uments above mentioned, were referred to the 
Secretary for the Department of War, to consider 
and report thereon. Rp l 
Mr. Tarr asked and obtained leave to bring in 
a bill to alter the times and places of holding the 
circuit court for the sixth cireuit of the United 
States; and the bill was read, and passed to the 
Second reading. j 
` Mr: Lrov» asked and obtained leave to bring 


'in a bill directing the Secretary of the Treasury 


to remit certain fines, penalties, and forfeitures 
therein mentioned; and the bill was twice read, 
by unanimous consent, and referred toa select 
committee, to consist of five members, to consider 
and report thereon; and Messrs. Lioyp, SmITa, 
of Maryland, Gries, Brent, and GaiLLARD, were 
appointed the committee. . 

. Mr. CAMPBELL, of Tennessee, from the com- 
mittee to whom the subject was referred, reported, 
in part, a bill'authorizing the payment for wagons 
or teams captured or destroyed by the enemy; 
and the bill was twice read. : 

Mr. Brown. gave notice that to-morrow he 
should ask leave to bring in a bill to establish cer- 
tain post roads in the State of Louisiana; —— 

The bill vesting in the President of the United 
States the power of retaliation in the cases there- 
in specified, was read the third time; and on the 
question, Shall this bill pass? it was determined 
in the affirmative—yeas 17, nays 4, as follows: 

Yxras—Messrs. Brent, Campbell of Ohio, Campbell 
of Tennessee, Crawford, Franklin, Gaillard, Howell, 
Leib, Magruder, Réed, Robinson, Smith of New York, 
Tait, Taylor, Turner, Varnum, and Worthington. 

Naxs—Messrs. Dana; Gilman, Goodrich, and Lam- 
bert. . Ur 
Soit was Resolved, That this bill do pass, and 
that the title thereof be "An act vesting in the 


"President of the United States the power of re- 


taliation in the cases therein specified.” 

"T'he resolution proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States, respecting the 
mode of electing representatives to Congress aud 
Electors of President and Vice President of the 
United States, was read a third time as amended. 

A motion was made, by Mr. GERMAN, to post- 
pone the further consideration thereof until to- 
morrow, which was determined in the negative. 

On motion, by Mr. GERMAN to postpone the 
further consideration thereof to the first Monday 
in June next, it was determined in the negative— 
yeas 13, nays 19, as follows: 
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Yxzas—Messrs. Crawford, Dana, German, Gilman, | 


Goodrich, Gregg, Horsey, Howell, Hunter, Lambert, 
Lloyd, Tait, and "Taylor. : 

Nars—Messrs. Bayard, Bibb, Brent, Brown, Camp- 
bell of Ohio, Campbell of Tennessee, Cutts, Franklin, 
"Giles, Leib, Pope, Reed, Robinson, Smith of Maryland, 
Smith of New York, Turner, Varnum, and Worth- 
ington. N . 

On the question, Shall this resolution. pass as 
amended? it was determined in the affirmative— 
yeas 22, nays 9, as follows: 

Y xas—Messrs. Bayard, Bibb, Brent, Brown, Camp- 
bell of Ohio, Campbell of Tennessee, Crawford, Cutts, 
Franklin, Gaillard, Giles, Howell, Lambert, Leib, Pope, 
Reed, Robinson, Smith of Maryland, Smith of New 
York, Turner, Varnum, and Worthington. 

Naxs—Messrs. Dana, German, Gilman, Goodrich, 
Gregg, Horsey, Lloyd, Tait, and Taylor, 

So it was Resolved, That this resolution pass, 
amended as follows: 

“ Resolved by the, Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, That the Electors of Presi- 
dent and Vice President of the United States 
shall be chosen by districts; and for that purpose 
each State shall; by its Legislature, be divided 
into a number of districts, equal to the number 
of Electors to which the State may be entitled. 
Bach district shall contain, as nearly as may be, 
equal numbers, which shall be determined by add- 


ing to the whole number of free persons, includ- | 


. ing those bound to service for a term of years, 
and excluding Indians not taxed, three-fifths of 
all other persons. In each district the persons 

' qualified to vote for representatives in the Con- 
gress of the United States, shall choose one Elec- 
tor. The Legislature of each State shall have 
power to regulate the manner of holding elections 
and making returns of the Electors chosen by the 
people. i 
_ Tn case all the Electors should not meet atthe 
time and place appointed for giving their votes, 
a majority of the Electors met shall have power, 
and forth with shall proceed to supply the vacancy. 

“The districts for choosing Electors of Presi- 
dent and Vice President of the United States 
shall no: be altered in any State until an enumer- 
ation and an apportionment of representatives 
shall be made subsequent toa division of the States 
into districts. The division of the State into dis- 
tricts shall take place as soon as conveniently may 
be after thisamendment shall become a part of 
the Constitution of the United States, and suc- 
cessively afterwards, whenever a new enumera- 
tion and apportionment of representatives shall 
be made.” 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act making appropriations for 
the support of Government, fur the year 18135” 
a bill, entitled “An act establishing an elementary 
exercise for the infantry of the militia and Army 
of the United States ;” also, a bili entitled 5 An 
act in addition to an act regulating the Post Office 
Establishment ;” in which bills they request the 
concurrence of the Senate. 


The three bills last mentioned. were read, and: 
passed to the second reading. ex 

On motion, by Mr. SwrrH, of Maryland, the 
bill, entitled ^An act making an appropriation ` 
for the support of Government for the year 1813,” 
was read the secohd time by unanimous consent, 
and referred to a select committee, to consider 
and report thereon. Messrs. TAIT, Bavanp, and 
SwrrH of Maryland, were appointed the com- 
mittee. i PU 

Mr. Lor» presented the. memorial of Joseph - 
Wiggin, of Boston, in the State of Massachusetts, 
stating, that, at the time of the declaration of 
war, the house of Timothy and Joseph Wiggin 
had goods toa large amount in Montreal, and 
other goods, which were shipped before the war 
was known in England, arrived in Montreal soon 
after; and, some time in the month of August 
last, apprehending an invasion of Lower Canada, 
and that their property thereby would -be exposed 
to danger, they.caused it to be removed to the 
United States, which was seized and libelled by 
the collector, for a violation of the non-importa- 
tion law; and praying relief, and the memorial 
was read, and referred to the committee to whom 
was referred the bill directing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to remit certain fines, penalties, and 
forfeitures, therein mentioned, to consider and 
report thereon. 

Mr. Giuzs, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, entitled “An act for the regu- 
lation of seamen on board the public ships, and ` 
in the merchant service of the United States,” 
reported it with amendment. 7 

Mr. TavLon, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill for the relief of Joseph Bre- 
vard, reported it without amendment. ey 

Mr. Bis, from the committee to whom was 
recommitted the bill authorizing the issuing of 
Treasury notes for the service of the year 1813, 
reported it without amendment. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of tne 
Whole, the consideration of the bill concerning 
seamen and shipping of the United States; and | 
Mr. Greca was requested to take the Chair; 
and, after debate, the President resumed the 
Chair, and, on motion, the further consideration 
of the bill was postporied to, and made the order 
of the day for, to morrow. 


REGISTERED SEAMEN. 


The Presipsnr communicated a report of the 
Secretary of the Department of State, on the 
subject of the registered seamen of the United 
States, prepared in obedience to the order of the 
Senate of the 28th of January ; which was read. 

The report is as follows: T 

The Secretary of State, agreeably to a resolution of 
the Senate, of the 28th of January last, requiring & 
statement of the whole number of seamen annually 
registered, under the act of the 28th of May, 1796, 
entitled “An act for the relief and protection of Amer- 
ican seamen,” distinguishing the number so registered 
in each year, according to the returns made to the 
Department of State, hy collectors of different ports, 
has the honor to submit the following abstract, from 
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the returns made to this Department, distinguished by 
the several years when they were so inade.. 

It may be pfoper to observe, that, from the deficiency 
of returns, it is to be reasonably inferred that the num- 
ber of seamen actually enregistered in thé United 
States, during the’ period embraced by this report, ex- 
céeds that now stated, by one-third. ` 
Abstract of Scamen registered in the several custom- 

houses of the United: States, according to retürns 

made to the Department of State. 


For the three last quarters of the year 1796 - 4,849 
For the year 1797 - - - + = 9021 
l ITB. a e 171 
17999 - = «= = - 6514 
1800 A20 ow x 3390] 

1801 s Rue 05 "x 6917 

1802 - - = - - 891 

1803 - - ~ - - 10,724 

1800. 3 . . . '. 682 

1805 -~ - - . - 10,722 

1800 ^- - - .  . 9,900 

18007 =- .- ^. . . 7937 

1808 3o UE Gat, CR ASE 

1809 - - - - ` = 9,70 

1810 - - - . . 2668 

1811 |. PIS - - 4,828 

812 - - - - - .3,252° 


E ts i 106,757 
AH which is respectfully submitted. = 
: JAMES MONROE. 

DarAnTuENT or STATE, Feb. 18, 1813. 


Fripay, February 19. ; 


Mr. GoopRicH presented the petition of Talcott’ 


Walcott, of Hartford, in Connecticut, stating that 
this brig Gustavus, with.a cargo of two hundred 
and forty-two hogsheads of tum, and other small 
articles, arrived at New London, from the Island 
of Tobago, on the 11th of May, 1811, and was 
seized and libelled by the collector for a violation 
of the non-importation law, and eondemned in 
the district court for Connecticut district; and 
praying relief, for reasons stated in the petition ; 
which was read. ; 

Mr. Bayar» submitted the following motion 

for consideration: . 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate cause 
to be printed the acts of Congress passed during the 
present session ; and, also, from time to time, the acts 
which may be passed, and that he furnish each mem- 
ber of the Senate with a copy of the same. 


The bill which originated in the House of Re- 
presentatives, entitled “An act establishing an 


elementary exercise for the infantry of the Mili-| 


tia and Army of the United States,” was read 
the second time, and referred to a select commit- 
tee, to consist of five members, to consider and 
report thereon; and Messrs. Varnum, REEp, Bay- 
ARD, Smita, of Maryland, and Leis, were ap- 
pointed the committee. 
Ordered, That the bill which originated in 
the Senate establishing the discipline of the Ar- 
my of the United States, and for other purposes, 
together with the motion of Mr. CAMPBELL, of 
Tennessee, directing the Secretary for the De- 


partment of. War to prepare and report a system 
of military discipline, be referred to the last men- 
tioned committee, to consider and report thereon. 

Mr. Brent, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, entitled “An act to incorporate 
a fire insurance company in the town of Alex- 


| andria, in the District of Columbia,” reported it 


without amendment. - 

The bill, entitled “An act in addition to an act 
regulating the Post Office Establishment,” was 
read the second time, and referred to a select com- 
mittee, to consider and report thereon; Messrs. 
Frankin, Brown, and Bayarp, were appointed 
the committee. PEE f UM 

On motion, by Mr. Hunter, the bill, entitled 
“An aet authorizing the discharge of Daniel Up- 
dike, from his imprisonment,” was referred to 
a select committee, to consider and report there- 
on; and Messrs. Hunter, GoopRIcH, and How- 
ELL, were appointed the committee. 

The bill to alter the. times and places of hold- 
ing the circuit court for the sixth circuit of the : 


"United States was read the second time. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill concerning 
seamen. and shipping of the United States; and 
Mr. Grece was requested to take the Chair; and 
the bill having been amended, the President re- 
sumed the Chair; Mr. Greae reported the bill to 
the House accordingly. A l 

On the question, Shall this bill be engrossed 
and read the third time as amended? it was de- 
termined in the affirmative. 

. Mr. Surrg, of Maryland, presented the memo- 
rial of the inhabitants of the city of Baltimore, 
praying that no alteration may be made in ihe 
present non-importation acts, for reasons stated 
at large in the memorial; which was read, and 
ordered to be printed for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. Leip presented the memorial of James 
Josiah and others, stating that they had establish- 
ed, at great expense, salt works at Cape May and 
Cape Henlopen,for the purposeof making finesalt, 
and praying an additional duty on the importation 
of fine salt, or some other encouragement, for 
reasons stated at large in the memorial; which 
was read. ` 

Mr. Luoyp presented the memorial of Natha- 
niel Silsbee and others, merchants, of Salem, in 
Massachusetts, stating that they were owners of 
the-brig Edwin, which was captured on the 25th 
of August last, while on a return voyage to the 
United States, by an Algerine cruiser, where 
the officers and crew, nine in number, are held 
as slaves; and praying the interposition of Con- 
gress for their relief.—Referred to the commit- 
tee to whom was referred, on the 9th of Novem- 
ber last, so much of the Message of the President 
of the United States as relates to our relations 
with foreign Powers, to consider and report there- 
on by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. Brown asked and obtained leave to bring 
in a bill to establish certain post roads in the State 
of Louisiana; and the. bill was twice read by 
unanimous consent, and referred to the commit- 
tee to whom was referred the bill, entitled “An 
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act in addition to an act regulating the Post Office 
Establishment,” to consider and report thereon. 


On motion, by Mr. Bras, the further. consider- | 


ation of the bill, entitled “An act authorizing 
the issuing of Treasury notes for the service of 
the year 1813,” was postponed to, and made the 
order of the day for, to-morrow. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the: 


Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled 
‘An act for the relief of Royal Converce ;” and 
` Ordered, That it pass to a third reading. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled 
"An act to impose a duty on the importation of 
iron wire ;? and 

Ordered, That it pass to a third reading. 

The Senate. resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled 
“An act to raise ten additional companies of 
rangers;” and - 

rdered, That it pass toa third réading. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill to encourage 
more effectually the destruction of armed vessels 
of the enemy entering the ports and harbors of 
the United States. Mr. VARNUM was requested 
to take the Chair; and the bill having been 
amended, on motion the Senate adjourned. 


SATURDAY, February 20. 


- A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act giving further time for de- 
livering the evidence in the support of claims to 
land in the Territory of Missouri, and for regu- 
‘lating the donation grants therein ;? a bill, enti- 
tled “An act to release the claims of the United 
States in certain goods, wares, and merchandise, 
captured by private armed vessels ;” a bill, enti- 
tled “An act regulating foreign coins, and for 
other purposes;” a bill, entitled “An act to en- 
courage vaccination;” also, a bill, entitled “An 
act for the relief of Susannah Wiley ;? in which 

` bills they request the concurrence of the Senate. 

Mr. LLovp, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to remit certain fines, penalties, and 
forfeitures, therein mentioned, reported it with 
amendments. 

Mr. FaaN&ELIN, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, entitled “An act, in addition 
to an act, regulating the Post Office Establish- 
ment, reported it with amendment. 

Mr. Hunter, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, entitled “An act authorizing the 
discharge of Daniel Updike from his imprison- 
ment,” reported it without amendment. 

On motion, it was agreed that the further con- 
sideration of the bill, entitled “An aet making 
provision for an additional number of general 
officers,” be postponed to, and made the order of 
the day for, Monday next. 

The bill, entitled * An act to raise ten addi- 
tional companies of rangers,” was read a third 
time, and passed. 


a MMÀ— —— À——— Ó—— M 
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` The bill, entitled. “An act for the relief of Royal 
Converce,” was read the third-time, and passed. 

The bill, entitled “An-act to impose a duty on 
ihe importation of iron wire,” was read a third 
time, and passed.. 

Mr. Wortsineron, from the committee to 
whom was referred the petition of the President 
and Directors of the Georgetown and Alexandria 
Road Company, reported a bill supplementary to 
an act, entitled “An act to authorize a turnpike 
road from Mason’s causeway to the town of Alex- 
andria ;” and the bill was read, and passed to the 
second reading. 


TREASURY NOTES. 


- The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill, entitled “An act authorizing the issuing of 
Treasury notes for the service of the year 1813,” 
Mr. Varnum was requested to take the Chair; 
and, on motion of Mr. Lrov», to amend the bill, 
by striking out, in the fifth section, the following 
words: “ That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, authorized, with the approba- 
tion of the President of the United States, to cause 
to be issued such portion of the said Treasury 
notes as the President may think expedient in 
payment of supplies;” it was determined in the 
negative—yeas 8, nays 17, as follows: 

Yzas—Messrs. Bayard, Dana, Giles, Gilman, Good- 
rich, Hunter, Lloyd, and Pope. 

Naxs—Messrs. Bibb, Brent, Brown, Campbell of 
Ohio, Crawford, Cutts, Franklin, Gaillard, Howell, 
Leib, Robinson, Smith of New York, Tait, Taylor, Tur- 
ner, Varnum, and Worthington. 

On motion, by Mr. LLovp, to amend the bill, 
by striking out, in the eighth section, the follow- 
ing words: * That thesaid Treasury notes, wher- 
ever made payable, shall be every where received 
in payment of all duties and taxes laid by the 
authority of the United States;” it was deter- 
mined in the negative—yeas 11, nays 17, as fol- 
lows: ` ` 

Yzas—Messrs. Bayard, Dana, German, Giles, Gil- 
man, Goodrich, Hunter, Lloyd, Pope, Reed, and Smith 
of Maryland. 

Naxs—Messrs. Bibb, Brent, Brown, Campbell of 
Ohio, Campbell of Tennessee, Urawford, Cutts, Frank- 
lin, Gaillard, Howell, Robinson, Smith of New York, 
Tait, Taylor, Turner, Varnum, and Worthington. 


And the bili having been amended, the Presi- 
dent resumed the Chair; and, on the question, 
Shall this bill be read a third time as amended ? 
it was determined in the affirmative—yeas 17, 
nays 9, as follows : 

Yzras—Messrs. Bibb, Brent, Brown, Campbell of 
T'ennessee, Crawford, Cutts, Franklin, Gaillard, How- 
ell, Robinson, Smith of New York, Tait, Taylor, Tur- 
ner, Varnum, and Worthington. 

Naxs—Messrs. Bayard, Dana, German, Giles, Good- 
rich, Hunter, Lloyd, Pope, and Reed. 


Monpay, February 22. 


The five bills brought up on Saturday last for 
concurrence were read, and passed to the second 
reading. 
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Mr. LLoyp presented the petition of Erving 
and Smith, and others; and, on his motion; it 
was referred to the committee who had under 
consideration, on the 18th instant, the bill direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to. remit cer- 
tain fines, penalties, and forfeitures, to consider 
and report thereon. © ; 

The bill concerning seamen and shipping of 
the United States, was reported by the commit- 
tee :correcily. engrossed, and read a third time, 
and passed. >. 

The amendment to the bill, entitled *An act 
authorizing the issuing of Treasury notes for the 
service of the year 1813," was reported by the 
committee correctly engrossed, and ihe bill was 
read a third time as amended. 

On the question, Shall this bill pass as amend- 
ed? it was determined in the affirmative—yeas 
18, nays 9, as follows: 


"Yzas—Messrs. Bibb, Brent, Brown, Campbell of 


Ohio, Campbell of Tennessee, Crawford, Cutts, Frank- 
lin, Gaillard, Gregg, Howell, Robinson, Smith of New 
York, Tait, Taylor, Turner, Varnum, and Wor- 
thington. 

N axs—Messrs. Bayard, Bradley, Giles, Gilman, 
Goodrich, Hunter, Lambert, Lloyd, and Reed. 

So, it was Resolved, That this bill pass with 
amendment. 


Mr. Bavanp, from the committee to whom was | 


referred the memorial of John Worthington, and 
others, and of Oliver Evans, made report; which 
was read. , 

On request, Mr. Brent was excused from serv- 
ing on the committee to whom was referred the 
petition of James Jay. 

On motion, by Mr. Lei, the committee were 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition of Margaret Arundell. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled ^An 


act making provision for an additional number of 


general officers." 
Mr. Grece was requested to take the Chair; 
and, no amendment having been agreed to, the 


President resumed the Chair; and the bill was 


ordered to a third reading. 

'The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to remit certain fines, penalties, and 
forfeitures; and Mr. VARNUM was requested to 
take the Chair; and, the bill having been amend- 
ed, the President resumed the Chair; and, on 
the question, Shall this bill be.engrossed, and 
read a third time as amended ? it was determined 
in the affirmative. l 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 

To the Senate and House of ] : 
Representatives of the United States : 

Y lay before Congress a letter, with accompanying 
documents, from Captain Bainbridge, now command- 
ing the United States’ frigate, the Constitution, report- 
ing his capture and destruction of the British frigate, 
the Java. The circumstances and the issue of this 
combat, afford another example of the professional skill 
and heroic spirit which prevail in our naval service. 


12th Cox. 2d Sess.—4 


The signal display of both, by Captain Bainbridge, 
his officers, and crew, command the highest praise. - 


This beixig a second instance in which the condition 


of the captured ship, by rendering it impossible to get 
her into port, has barred a contemplated reward of 


successful valor, I recommené-to the consideration of | 
Congress the equity and propriety of a general pro- 


vision, allowing, in such cases, both past and future, a 


fair proportion of the value which would accrue to the 
captors, on the safe arrival and sale of the prize. 
a JAMES MADISON. 
Fzanvanx 22, 1813. ae eee 
The Message and accompanying documents 
were read, and referred to the committee appoint- 
ed the 9th of November, who have under consid- 


eration the naval affairs of the United States, to 


consider and report thereon. 


TUESDAY, February 23. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion made on the 18th instant, by Mr. Bay- 
ARD, for printing the laws; and the motion was 
adopted. f 

The bill supplementary to an act, entitled “An 
act to authorize the making a turnpike road from 
Mason’s causeway to the town of Alexandria,” 


| was read the second time. 


The bill, entitled “An act to encourage vac- 
cination,” was read the second time, and referred 
to a select committee, to consider and report 
thereon ; and Messrs. Smita of Maryland, Lets, . 
and CAMPBELL of Ohio, were appointed the com- 
mittee. ` 

Mr. Smita, of Maryland, from the committee 
to whom the subject was referred, reported a bill 
providing compensation to the officers and crews 
of the Constitution and Wasp, for capturing and . 
destroying the British frigates Guerriere and 
Java,and sloop of war Frolic; and the bill was 
read, and passed to the second reading. ; 

Mr. Ltoyn, from the committee to whom the 
subject was referred, reported a bill authorizing 
the remission of fines, penalties, and forfeitures, 
in certain cases, by a judge of the district court 
of the United States; and the bill was twice read, 
by unanimous consent, and made the order of the 
day for Thursday next. , A , 

Mr. Leis presented the memorial of a number 
of inhabitants of the city and liberties of Phila- 
delphia, stating that they are natives of the Uni- 
ted Kingdom of Great Britaia and Ireland, and 
citizens of the United States by adoption; and 
that, by a late proclamation, issued by the Prince 


Regent of said Kingdom, the penalty of death is 
ic inst such of the natural born sub- 


denounced agai 1 D 
jects thereof as shall adhere or give aid to the 


United States, thereby subjecting them to the 
ment for treason against said Kingdom 


unishr 

whenever the United States shall call upon them 
to take pert in the existing war,and praying such 
provision for their protection as the wisdom of 


Congress may dictate; and the memorial was 


read. : : . 
The bill, entitled “An act to release the claims 
of the United States in certain goods, wares, and 
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merchandise, captured by private armed vessels,” 

was read the second time. i . 
The bill, entitled “ An act regulating foreign 

coins, and for other purposes,” was read the sec- 


ond time, and referred to a select committee, to. 


consider and report thereon ; and Messrs. GILEs, 
Lrovp,and Bayarp, were appointed the com- 
mittee. : 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
report of the committee to whom were referred 
the memorials of John Worthington, and others, 
and Oliver Evans, and agreed thereto, as follows: 

“That the subject of the memorials is of consider- 

‘able interest and importance to the community, and 
involves difficultiés which would require more time and 
patient investigation fully to understand than can be 
bestowed upon it during the remnant of the present 
session. 

“The committee confine themselves to stating that 


the grievance complained of by the memorialists first |. 


mentioned proceeds from an act of Congress, passed 
the 21st day of January, in the year 1808, whereby a 
patent, which had before that time been granted to 
Oliver Evans for fourteen years, for certain mill ma- 
chinery, and which had expired by its own limitation, 
was renewed and continued for fourteen years from 
the date of the act. It appears that, in the interval 
between the expiration and renewal of the patent, sev- 
eral grist mills were erected, into which the use of Mr. 
Evans’s machinery was introduced. f 

“ By a judicial construction of tha act of Congress, 
it is held to prohibit the use of the machinery after the 
passing of the act, without tho license of the patentee, 
although the mill and machinery were constructed 
when no patent or exclusive right existed. 

“It also appears that the price at which Mr. Evans 
rated his licenses before the act of 1808, for one water 
wheel, was from thirty to forty dollars. 

“Since that act, his prices have been gradually aug- 
mented, and he now requires from three to four hun- 
dred dollars for the machinery used in the manufac- 
ture of flour by each pair of stones of six feet diam- 
eter. 

“Ina single mill, having several pair of stones, a 
demand was made of two thousand two hundred dol- 
lars for the use of the machinery. 

“The machinery is undeniably of great importance 
to the public, but the increased and increasing prices 
of the patentee threaten the imposition of an intolerable 
burden upon a very useful and important class of man- 
ufactures. 

“The committee are not prepared to recommend 
any specific relief in the case; and, conceiving that it 
deserves more attention than it can receive during the 
present session, consider that it would be advisable to 
abstain from acting upon the subject at this time, and 
to leave it to the maturer consideration of the ensuing 
Congress. The following resolution is submitted : 

“ Resolved, That the committee to whom were refer- 
red the memorials of John Worthington, and others, 
and of Oliver Evans, be discharged from the further 
consideration of the subject of the said memorials.” 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act to alter the times of hold- 
ing the district court for the district of New York 
and Virginia, and to authorize the district judges 
to appoint commissioners to take affidavits and 


bail in certain cases ;? a bill, entitled “An act to 
continue in foree, for a limited time, the first sec- 
tion of the act, entitled ‘An act further to pro- 
tect the commerce and seamen of the United 
States against the Barbary Powers ;” a bill, enti- 
tled “An act supplementary to the acts hereto- 
fore passed on the subject of a uniform rule of 
naturalization ;” also, a bill, entitled “An act for- 
bidding the restoration of goods, wares, and mer- 
chandise, seized or libelled under any law pro- 
hibiting the importation thereof, laying an addi- 
tional duty on foreign tonnage, and providing for 
the unlading of articles on which no duty is im- 
posed, under the inspection of an officer of the 
customs ;” in which bills they request the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

The three bills first mentioned in the message 
and brought up for concurrence this day were 
read, and passed to the second reading. - 

The bill, entitle “An act for the relief of Su- 
sannah Wiley,” was read the second time, and 
referred to a select committee, to consider and re- 
port thereon ; and Messrs. Grece, Goopnicu, and. 
VARNUM, were appointed the committee, 

The bill, entitled “An act allowing further 
time for delivering the evidence in support of 
claims to land in the Territory of Missouri, and 
for regulating the donation grants therein," was 
read the second time, and referred to the commit- 
tee appointed the 2d of December last, on the 
subject of the public lands, to consider and report 
thereon. . 

The bill, entitled “An act making provision for 
an additional number of general officers,” was 
read a third time, and passed. 

The bill directing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to remit certain fines, penalties, and forfeit- 
ures, therein mentioned, was read a third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. Bayarp presented the petition of Thomas 
Sim Lee and others, citizens of Georgetown, in 
the Distriet of Columbia, stating that they are 
proprietors of more than six parts out of seven of 
the property contained in “ Deakins, Lee, and 
Casanave's addition to Georgetown, and that 
considerable inconvenience and obstruction result 
to them in their improvements, from the present 
plan or plat thereof; and praying relief.—Refer- 
red to a select committee, to consider and report 
thereon by bill or otherwise; and Messrs. Bay- 
ARD, Brent, and HUNTER, were appointed the 
committee. 

On motion, by Mr. Lets, the further considera- 
tion of the bill, entitled “An act to incorporate a 
fire insurance company in the town of Alexan- 
dria, in the District of Columbia,” was postponed 
to the first Monday in June next. . 

Mr. Varnum. from the committee to whom was 
referred the report of the commissioners appoint- 
ed to survey the boundary of the Virginia mili- 
tary reservation, reported that the further con- 
sideration thereof be postponed to the first Mon- 
day in December next. 

The Senate concurred in the report, and the 
committee were discharged. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 


100 .— | HISTORY OF CONGRESS. | 102 


Fesrvary, 1813. Proceedings. 


Senate 


Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act giving further time to purchasers of public 
lands to complete their payments,” together with 
the amendment reported thereto’ by the select 
committee ; and Mr. Varnum was requested to 
take the^Chair. 

On motion, by Mr. CRAwrORD, to amend the 
bill, by inserting, in section one, line five, after 
the word “States,” the following words: “at any 
of the land offices northwest of the river’ Ohio,” 
it was determined in the negative—yeas 7, nays 
18, as follows’:. 

"Yxas—Messrs. Crawford, Franklin, Lambert, Leib, 
Smith of Maryland, Tait, and Varnum. 
|o Naxs-Messtrs. Bibb, Bradley, Brown, Campbell of 
Ohio, Cutts, Gaillard, German, Giles, Gilman, Howell, 
Hunter, Lloyd, Pope, Reed, Smith of New Vork, Tay- 
lor, Turner, and Worthington. 


On motion, by Mr. Crawrorp, to add to the 
bill a new section, in the following words: 

** And be it further enacted, That, upon all sums of 
money arising from the sale of publiclandsin the Mis- 
sissippi Territory, the payment of which is postponed 
by the provisions òf this act, interest, at the rate of six 
per centum per annum, shall be paid to the State of 
Georgia during the time of such postponement, in ad- 
dition to the sum of one million two hundred and fifty 
thousand dollars which the United States are bound to 
pay out of the net proceeds of the sale of public. lands 
in the said Territory, which interest shall be paid out 
of the money arising from the sale of said lands." 

It was determined in the negative—yeas 4, nays 
24, as follows: ae toon 

Yzas—Messrs. Crawford, Reed, Smith of Maryland, 
and Tait. i 

Naxs—Messrs. Bayard, Bibb, Bradley, Brown, 
Campbell of Ohio, Campbell of Tennessee, Cutts, 
Dana, German, Giles, Gilman, Goodrich, Howell, Hun- 
ter, Lambert, Leib, Lloyd, Pope, Robinson, Smith of. 
New York, Taylor, Turner, Varnum, Worthington. - 

The bill having been amended, the PRESIDENT 
resumed the Chair. st : 

On the question, Shall this bill be read a third 
time as amended ? it was determined in the af- 
firmative. . 

Mr. CaMPBELL, of Tennessee, from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, reported, in part, a 
bill the better to provide for the supplies of the 
Army of the United States, and for the account- 
‘ability of persons intrusted with the same; and 
the bill was read, and passed toa second reading: 

Mr. Sur, of Maryland, from the committee 
to whom was referred the bill, entitled “An act 
to encourage vaccination,” reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. Wortuineton, from the committee to 
whom were referred the amendments of the 
House of Representatives to the bill, entitled “An 
act for giving further time for registering claims 
to lands in the eastern district of the Territory of 
Orleans, now State of Louisiana,” reported them 
with amendments; which were read, and 

Resolved, That the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives with 
amendments. 

The PresipeNT communicated the remon- 


strance of the'citizens of New York against the 
repeal of the non-importation law; which was 
read ; and ordered to be printed for the use of the 
Senate. up tee e l i 

Mr. FRANKLIN, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill to establish certain post 
roads in the State of Louisiana, reported it with 
an amendment. : 


Wepnespay, February 24. 

- The bill, entitled “An act forbidding the resto- 
ration of goods, wares, and merchandise, seized 
or libelled under any law prohibiting the import- 
ation thereof, laying an additional duty on foreign 
tonnage, and providing for the unlading of: arti- 
cles on which no duty is imposed, under the in- 
spection of an officer of the customs,” brought.up 
yesterday for concurrence, was read, and passed 
to the second reading. . 

The amendment to the bill, entitled “An act 
giving further time to purchasers of public land 
to complete their payments,” was reported by the 
committee correctly engrossed, and the bill was 
read a third time as amended ; and passed with 
amendment. AS 

Mr. Tart, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, entitled “An act making appro- 
priations for the support of Government for the 
year 1813,” reported it with amendments. 

The bill, entitled “An act to alter the times of 
holding the district. court in the respective dis- 
tricts of New York and Virginia, and to author- 
ize the district judges to appoint commissioners to 
take affidavits in certain cases,” was read the sec- 
ond time, and referred to'a select committee, to 
consider and report thereon; and Messrs. GILES, 
Lioyp, and GERMAN, were appointed the, com- 
mittee. 5 3 : 

The bill, entitled “An aet supplementary to the 
acts heretofore passed on the subject of an uni- 
| form rule of naturalization,” was read the second 
time, and referred to a select committee, to con- 
sider and report thereon; and Messrs, BAYARD, 
Goopricu, and GiLEs, were appointed the com- 
mittee. » HE. 

The bill, entitled “An act to continue in force 
for a limited time the first section of the act, en- 
titled ‘An act further to. protect the commerce 
and seamen of the United States against the Bar- 
bary Powers,” was read a second time, and passed. 
to.a third reading. » i 

The bill, entitled “An act to release the claims 
of the United States in certain goods, wares, and 
merchandise, captured by private armed vessels,” 
was referred to a select committee to consider 
and report thereon ; and Messrs. BAYARD, Luoyp, 
and Smrru, of Maryland, were appointed the 
committee. . : 

On motion, by Mr, Lets, the further consider- 
ation of the bill, entitled *An act authorizing an 
inerease of the capital stock of the Bank of 
Washington,” was postponed to the first Monday 
in June next. : 

. The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill to encourage more effectually the 
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destruetion of armed vessels of the enemy enter- 
ing.the ports and harbors of the United States; 
and the bill having been amended, the PRESIDENT 
reported it to the House accordingly. 

On the question, Shall this bill be engrossed, 
and read a third time ? it was determined in the 
affirmative. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill for the relief 
of the representatives of Samuel Lapsley, de- 
ceased. . f 

On the question, Shall this bill be engrossed 
and read a third time? it was determined in the 
affirmative—yeas 16, nays 8, as follows: 

Yzas—Messrs. Bayard, Bibb, German, Giles, Gil- 
man, Goodrich, Hunter, Lambert, Leib, Lloyd, Pope, 
Reed, Smith of Maryland, Tait, Taylor, and Worth- 
ington. 

Naxs—Messrs. Bradley, Crawford, Franklin, Gail- 
lard, Gregg, Howell, Turner, and Varnum. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act rewarding the officers and 
crew of the frigate Constitution,” in which bill 
they request the concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill last mentioned in the message was 
read twice by consent, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole; and Mr. VARNUM was re- 
quested to take the Chair; and the bill having 
been amended, the Presivent resumed the Chair; 
and, on the question, Shall this bill be read a 
third time as amended ? it was determined in the 
affirmative. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act authorizing the appointment of additional of. 
ficers in the respective Territories of the United 
States ;” and 

Ordered, That it pass to a third readiug. 

On motion, by Mr. Varnum, the bill, entitled 
“An act for the relief of Samuel Ellis,” was re- 
ferred to a select committee. to consider and re- 
port thereon; and Messrs. VagNUM, FRANKLIN, 
and 'TAvLon, were appointed the committee. 

Mr. Gnzea, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, entitled “An act for the relief of 
Susannah Wiley,” reported it with amendment. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill for the relief of Nathaniel G. In- 

raham, Alexander Phenix, and William Nexsen, 
junior. 

On the question, Shall this bill be engrossed 
and read a third time? it was determined in the 
affirmative. 

On motion, the further consideration of the 
bill, entitled “An act for the regulation of sea- 
men on board of public ships and in the merchant 
service of the United States)? was postponed to, 
and made the order of the day for, to-morrow. : 

'T'he Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill to authorize 
and empower the President and Managers of the 
Washington Turnpike Company, of the State of 
Maryland, when organized, to extend and make 
their turnpike road to or from Georgetown, in the 
District of Columbia, through the said District, 


to the line thereof; and Mr. VARNUM was re- 
quested to take the Chair ; aud, the bill having 
been amended, the PasipENT resumed the Chair; 
and, on the question, Shall this bill be engrossed. 
and read a third time as amended ? it was deter- 
mined in the affirmative. 

On motion, by Mr. DANA, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be di- 
rected to give to the Senate information of the 
districts of the customs, for which the collectors, 
respectively, during the years 1811 and 1812, 
(according to the statements before the Senate,) 
have not made to the Secretary of State, once in 
three months, returns of ihe seamen registered 
under the act of 28th of May, 1796, entitled “An 
act for the relief and protection of American sea- 
men," and that the information be laid before the 
Senate within ten days from the commencement 
of the next session of Congress. i 

Mr. BnapLzy presented the petition of Sylves- 
ter Day, a surgeon’s mate, who was stationed at 
Fort Michilimackinac, and, by capitulation of 
that place, was made a prisoner of war; and 
praying to be compensated for property lost, by 
burning of the brig Detroit, captured by Lieuten- 
ant Elliott, as stated in the petition ; which was 
read, and referred to the committee appointed, 
the 9th November last, on. Foreign Relations, to 
consider and report thereon, by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. CampseE.t, of Tennessee. further reported 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations, a bill 
for the better organization of the general staff of 
the Army of the United States; and the bill was 
read, and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. Worratneton, from the committee to 
whom was referred the bill, entitled ^An act al- 
lowing further time for delivering the evidence in 
support of claims to land in the Territory. of Mis- 
souri, and regulating the donation grants therein,” 
reported it without amendment. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill to establish certain post roads in 
the State of Louisiana; and on the question, 
Shall this bill be engrossed and read a third time? 
it was determined in the affirmative. 

The bill, which originated in the Senate, pro- 
viding compensation to the officers and crews of 
the Constitution and Wasp, for capturing and 
destroyiug the British frigates Guerriere and Ja- 
va, and sloop of war Frolic, was read the second 
time. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill supplemen- 
tary to an act, entitled “An act to authorize the 
making a turnpike road from Mason’s causeway 
to the town of Alexandria; and on the question, 
Shall this bill be engrossed and read a third time? 
it was determined in the affirmative. 

Mr. Bayar, from the committee to whom was 
referred the petition of Thomas Sim Lee, and 
others, reported a bill concerning certain streets 
in Georgetown; and the bill was read, and passed 
to the second reading. 

The bill the better to provide for the supplies 
of the Army of the United States, and for the 
accountability of persons intrusted with the same, 
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was read the second time, and made the order of | | The Prestpenr communicated a report of the 
the day for to-morrow. . Secretary for the Department of Treasury, with 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the | a statement of the emoluments of the officers em- 
Whole, the bill in addition to an act, entitled “An | ployed in the collection of the’ customs, for the 
act regulating the Post Office Establishment,” to- | year 1812; which were read. ` 
gether with the amendment reported thereto by The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
the select committee; and, having agreed thereto, | bill, entitled “An act to encourage vaccination.” 
ee President reported it to the House aecord- Ordered, That it pass to a third reading. 
ingly. ML : 

On the question Shall this bill be read a third f ` 

time as amended ?' it was determined in the affir- TnunspAv, February 25. 

mative. of — |, A message from the House of Representatives 

- "The-following Message was received from the informed the Senate that the House have passed 

PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: a bill, entitled “An act to alter the time for the 

To the Senate and House of next meeting of Congress;” in which they re- 
Representatives of the United States : quest the concurrence of the Senate. 

I lay before Congress copies of a proclamation ofthe | , The bill last mentioned was twice read by una- 
British Lieutenant Governor of the Island of Bermuda, | D!mous consent. "A : 
which has appeared under circumstances leaving.no| Mr. Dana, from the committee appointed on 
doubt of its authenticity. Itrecites a British Order in | the subject, reported a bill for the government of 
Council of the 26th of October last, providing for the | persons in certain fisheries. : 
supply of the British West Indies, and other colonial! He further reported in. part a bill concerning 
possessions, by a trade under special licenses; and is| navigation in the coasting trade; and the’ bills 

l 


accompanied by a circular instruction to the Colonial | were read, and passed to the second reading. 
Governors, which confines licensed importations from The amendment to the bill, entitled “An act 
ports of the United States to the ports of the Eastern | in addition to an act regulating the Post Office 
Statea exclusively. NECEM . | Establishment,” was reported by the committee 

The Government of Great Britain had already in-| correctly engrossed, and the bill was read a third 
troduced into her commerce, during war, a system, | time as amended. : 
which, at once vidlating the nghi of other nations, | Resolved, That this bill pass with amendment. 
i ipn one. mess us forgery e unknown | The bill to encourage more effectually the de- 
o otaer times, was mating an unfortunate progress qn | struetion of the armed vessels of the enemy en- 
undermining those principles of morality and religion < h ts and harbors of the United States 
which are the best foundation of national happiness. tering the Phi du EAT d à d , 

The pólicy now proclaimed to the world introduces | WaS read a third time, and passed, itled “A 
into her modes of warfare a system equally distinguished The bill supplementary to an SAID e n 
by the deformity of its features, and the depravity of | act to authorize the making a turnpike road from 
its character; having for its object to dissolve the ties | Mason’s causeway to the town of Alexandria, 
of allegiance and the sentiments of loyalty in the ad- | Was read a third time, and passed. . 
versary nation, and to seduce and separate its compo-| The bill for the relief of Nathaniel G. Ingra- 
nent parts the one from the other. | ham, Alexander Pheenix, and William Nexsen, 

The general tendency of these demoralizing and dis- | junior, was read a third time, and passed. | 

The bill for the relief of the representatives of 


organizing contrivances will be reprobated by the civil- ative: 
ized and Christian world ; and the insulting attempt on { Samuel Lapsley, deceased, was read a third time, 
and passed. 


the virtue, the honor, the patriotism, and the fidelity of 

our brethren of the Eastern States, will not fail to call The amendments to the bill from the House of 

forth all their indignation and resentment, and to at- Representatives, entitled “An act rewarding the 

tach more and more all the States to that happy Union| officers and crew of the frigate Constitution,” 
were reported by the committee correctly en- 


and Constitution, against which such insidious and 
malignant artifices are directed. ; a third time as 
The better to guard, nevertheless, against the effect Ed qut the bill was read 
of individual cupidity and treachery, and to turn the Resolved That this bill pass with amendments. 
corrupt projects of the enemy against himself, I recom- The bill to establish certain post roads in the 
mend to the consideration of Congress the expediency e " L E 3 as reada third time, and 
of an effectual prohibition of.any trade whatever, by e soulsiana, W 3 
citizens or inhabitants of the United States, under spe- S9ede s ; 3, 
cial licenses, whether relating to persons or ports, and The bill to si ey inna cea dud n um 
in aid thereof a prohibition of all exportations from the dent and Managers of the ashing on urnpike 
United States in foreign bottoms, few of which are ac- | Company of the State of Maryland, when organ- 
tuall employed, whilst multiplying counterfeits of | ized, to extend and make their turnpike raa to 
their flags and papers are -covering and encouraging | or from Georgetown, 10 the District of Columbia, 
the navigation of the enemy. through the said District, to the line thereof, was 
i JAMES MADISON. | read a third time, and passed. i 
Fzsnvany 24, 1813. ` The bill, entitled “An act authorizing the ap- 


The Message and accompanying documents | pointment of additional officers in the respective 
were read, and referred to the committee appoint- | Territories of the United States,” was read a 


the 9th of Novemberlast,on Foreiga Relations, | third time, and passed. ne: 
E AY report thereon. z '| The bill, entitled “An act to continue in force, 
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for a limited time, the first section of the act, en- 
titled ‘An act further to protect the commerce 
and seamen of the United States against the Bar- 
bary Powers,” was read a third time, and passed. 

"The bill concerning certain streets in George- 
town was read the second time. _ . 

The bill, entitled “An act to encourage vacci- 
nation,” was read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. Bina gave notice that, to-morrow, he should 
ask leave to bring in a bill concerning the salt 
springs on the waters of the Wabash river. 

Mr. Varnom, from the committee appointed 
on the 19th instant to consider the subject, re- 
ported the bill which originated in the House of 
Representatives, entitled *An act establishing an 
elementary exercise of the Militia and Army of 
the United States,” without amendment. ` 

He also reported a resolution on the subject, 
which was read, as follows: 


Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representa-. 
tives of the United States of America, in Congress as- 
sembled, That the President of the United States be, 
and he is hereby, authorized to prescribe such a system 
of military discipline for the Army and Militia of the 
United States as he may approve, and that he cause to 
be laid before Congress, as soon as practicable, such 
information in relation to a permanent military system 
of discipline for the Army and Militia of the United 
States as may be attainable. 

On motion, by Mr. CAMPBELL, of Tennessee, it 
was agreed that the bill for the better organiza- 
tion of the general staff of the Army of the Uni- 
ted States be the order of the day for to-morrow. 
“Mr. VaRNUM presented the memorial of George 
Crowninshield, and others, inhabitants of Salem, 
in Massachusetts, largely concerned in fitting out 
private armed vessels to cruise against the ene- 
my, stating certain grievances resulting to them 
by the last aet of Congress, concerning letters of 
marque, prizes, and prize goods, and praying re- 
lief; and the memorial was read, and referred to 
a select committee, to consider and report thereon 
by bill or otherwise; and Messrs. Smrru of Mary- 
land, Varnom, and Luoyp, were appointed the 
committee. 

The bill, entitled “An act forbidding the resto- 
ration of goods, wares, and merchandise, seized 
or libelled under any law prohibiting the import- 
ation thereof, laying an additional duty on for- 
eign tonnage, and providing for the unlading of 
artieles on which no duty is imposed, under the 
inspection of an officer of the customs," was read 
the second time, and referred to a select commit- 
tee, to consider and report thereon; and Messrs. 
Smita of Maryland, Luoyn, and TAYLOR, were 
appointed the committee. 

The bill authorizing the remission of fines, pen- 
alties, and forfeitures, in certain cases, by a judge 
of a district court of the United States, was post- 
poned to the first Monday in June next. 

Mr. BRENT gave notice that to-morrow he 
should ask leave to bring in a billto augment the 
capital stock of the Bank of Washington. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill, entitled “An act for the regula- 
tion of seamen on board the public ships and in 


the merchant service of the United States,” toge- 
ther with the amendments reported thereto by the 
select committee; and Messrs. GREGG, was re- 
quested to take the Chair; and, having agreed to. 
the amendments, the President resumed the Chair, 

On motion, by Mr. LLovp, to postpone the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill to the fourth Mon- 
day in May next, it was determined in the affir- 
mative—yeas 14, nays 13, as follows: 

Yzas—Messrs. Bayard, Dana, Gaillard, German,. 
Gilman, Goodrich, Gregg, Hunter, Lambert, Leib, 
Lloyd, Pope, Reed, and Smith oi Maryland. i 

Naxs—-Messrs. Bibb, Brown, Campbell of Obio, 
Crawford, Cutts, Franklin, Giles, Howell, Smith of' 
New York, Tait, Taylor, Turner, and Varnum. 


Frivay, February 26, 

Mr. Smita, of Maryland, from the committee 
to whom was referred the bill, entitled *An' act 
supplementary to the act for increasing the Navy,” 
reported it with amendment, a) 

On motion, by Mr. Pops, one of the majority, 
it was agreed to reconsider the vote on the post- 
ponement of the bill, entitled “An act for the re- 
gulation of seamen on board the public ships and 
in the merchant service of the United States p” 
and the bill was resumed; and on motion, by Mr. 
Lror», to postpone the further consideration of 
the bill to the fourth Monday in May next, it was 
determined in the negative—yeas 15,.nays 17, 
as follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Bayard, Bradley, Dana, Gaillard, 
German, Gilman, Goodrich, Gregg, Hunter, Lambert, 
Leib, Lloyd, Pope, Reed, and Smith of Maryland. . 

Naxs—Messrs. Bibb, Brent, Brown, Campbell of: 
Ohio, Campbell of Tennessee, Crawford, Cutts, Frank- 
lin, Giles, Howell, Robinson, Smith of New York, Tait, 
Taylor, Turner, Varnum, and Worthington. 

On the question, Shall this bill be read a third - 
time as amended? it was determined ‘in the af- 
firmative—yeas 19, nays 13, as follows: 

Yxas—Messrs. Bibb, Bradley, Brent, Brown, Camp- 
bell of Ohio, Campbell of Tennessee, Crawford, Cutts, 
Franklin, Giles, Howell, Pope, Robinson, Smith of New 
York, Tait, Taylor, Turner, Varnum, and Worth-. 
ington. 

Nazs—Messrs. Bayard, Dana, Gaillard, German,. 
Gilman, Goodrich, Gregg, Hunter, Lambert, Leib, 
Lloyd, Reed, and Smith of Maryland. 


Mr. Camrnett, of Tennessee, from the com- 
mittee, to whom was referred the petition of Syl- 
vester Day, reported that the committee be dis- 
charged, and that the consideration of the petition 
be postponed to the next session of Congress; and 
the report was adopted. 

The bill for the government of persons in cer- 
tain fisheries was read the second time. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill better to provide for the supplies 
of the Army of the United States, and for the ac- 
countability of persons intrusted with the same ;. 
and Mr. Varnum was requested to take the Chair ; 
and the bill having been amended, the President 
resumed the Chair. 

On the question, Shall this bill be engrossed 
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ter organization of the general staff of the Army 
of the United States; and, on motion, by Mr. 
SwrrH, of Maryland, the further consideration 
thereof was postponed to, and made the order of 
the day for, to-morrow. i 
The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill, entitled *An act to alter the time 
for holding the next meeting of Congress ;” and, 
on motion, the bill was read a third time by unani- 
mous consent, and passed. — 


and read a third time as amended? it was deter- 
mined in the affirmative. ; d 
1: The bill concerning navigation in the coasting 
trade was read the second time. 
Mr. Gives, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, entitled “An act regulating for- 
eign coins, and for other purposes," reported it 
without amendment. . 
Mr. Bavazp,from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, entitled *An act supplementary 
to the acts heretofore passed on the subject of'an 
. uniform rüle.of naturalization,” reported it with 
amendment. . ` 
. A message from the House of Representatives | 
informed the Senate that the: House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An aet directing evidence to be | 
' received on certain claims to lands in the Missis- 


SATURDAY, February 97. 

Mr. Smrru, of Maryland, from the committee“ 
to whom was referred the bill, entitled “An act. 
forbidding the restoration of goods, wares, and: 
merchandise, seized or libelled under any law pro« 


sippi Territory ;” in which bill they request the 
coneurrence of the Senate, . 


The bill last mentioned was read, and passed to 


the second reading. f 
: Mr. Biss asked and obtained leave to bring in 
a bill concerning the salt springs on the waters of 
the Wabash river; and the bill was read, and 
passed to the second reading. ` : 
The PresipenT communicated a letter from 
the Secretary for the Department of Navy, trans- 
,mitting, by desire of Commodore Bainbridge, a 
petition, praying compensation to the subscribers, 
‘for the destruction of the British frigates Guerriere 
and Java; and the letter and papers. were read. 
Mr. Lrovp, from the committee to whom was 
referred the petition of O. Rich, reported that the 


further consideration thereof be postponed to the. 


next session of Congress, and that the committee 
be discharged therefrom. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, entitled “An act to enable 
the people of the Mississippi Territory to form 
a constitution and State government, and for the 
admission of such Territory into the Union on an 
equal footing with the original States ;” together 
with the memorial of Daniel Beverly and others, 
against being admitted into the Union as a sepa- 
rate State, reported that the further consideration 
of the bill and memorials be postponed to the next 
session of Congress. l 

Mr. Girzs, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, entitled “An act to alter the 
times of holding the district court in the respec- 
tive districts of New York and Virginia, and to 
authorize the district judges to appoint commis- 
sioners to take affidavits and bail in certain cases,” 
reported it with amendment. 

The PnEsIDENT communicated a letter from 
the Secretary for the Department of Treasury, 
transmitting a statement of the moneys expended, 
from the commencement of this Government to 
the 31st December, 1812, on account of the sur- 
veys and sales of the public lands, and for ascer- 
taining the titles to private claims to land, pre- 
pared in conformity with the resolution of the 
Senate of the 30th of December last; which were 
read. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill for the bet- 


hibiting the importation thereof, laying an addi- 
tional duty on foreign tonnage, and providing for 
the unlading of articles on which no duty is im- 
posed, under the inspection of an officer of the 
customs," reported it with amendment. ` 

Mr. Varnum, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, entitled *An act making 
provision for arming and equipping tlie whole 
body of the militia of the United States, and for 
classing the same,” reported it without amend- 
ment. : 

He also reported a resolution, which was agreed 
to, as follows: > > : 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War cause to be 
laid before the Senate information on the following 
points : Vt 
Ist. What is the contract price of the arms con- 


tracted for under authority of the act making provis- 


ion for arming and equipping the whole body of the 
militia of the United States ? : 
2d. What amount of money has been drawn from 
the Treasury under the appropriation of the said act; 
at what times, and in what sums, have such moneys 
been drawn from the Treasury ? J ; 
3d. To whom, and at what times, have the moneys 
drawn as aforesaid been paid? 

Ath. What is the balance of the appropriation made 
by the said act remaining unexpended; and has any 
part of such balance, and, if any, what sum, been 
carried to the Sinking Fund? S 

5th. Has any part of the money appropriated by the 
said act been applied to the manufacture of arms in 
the public factories, and, if so, how much? 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Tennessee, from the com- 
mittee to whom was referred the petition of the 
first regiment of light dragoons of Kentucky, re- 
ported that the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration thereof; aud the report was 
adopted. ] 

On motion, by Mr. VanNUM, the committee to 
whom was referred the bill to provide for organi- 
zing, arming, and diseiplining, the militia of the 
United States, were discharged from the further 
consideration thereof, and it was postponed to 
the fourth Monday in May next. 

The bill concerning salt springs on the Wabash 
river was read the second time. 

On motion, by Mr. Smita, of Maryland, the 
committee to whom was referred the petition 
of George Crowninshield, and others, were dis- 
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' eharged from the further consideration thereof, 
and it was postponed to the fourth Monday in 
May next. l - 

» The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the eonsideration of the bill, entitled *An 
act making appropriations for the support of Gov- 
ernment for the year 1813," together with the 


amendments reported thereto by the select com- 


mittee; and Mr. VARNUM was requested to take 


the Chair; and, on motion to strike out the words 
“fifty thousand dollars,” in the 348th line, being 


contingent expenses of intercourse with foreign 


nations, it was determined in the negative—yeas 


12, nays 16, as follows: 


Yxas—Messrs. Bayard, Dana, German, Giles, Gil- 
man, Gregg, Hunter, Lambert, Lloyd, Pope, Reed, 


and Smith of Maryland. 


Naxs—Messrs. Bibb, Brent, Campbell of Tennessee, 
Crawford, Cutts, Franklin, Gaillard, Howell, Leib, Rob- 
-inson, Smith of New York, Tait, Taylor, Turner, Var- 


num, and Worthington. 


And the bill having been amended, the Presi- 
And on the question, 
Shall this bill be read a third time as amended ? 


Gent resumed the Chair. 


it was determined in the affirmative. 


Mr. Leis gave notice that on Monday he should 
ask leave to bring in a resolution for additional 


compensation to the waiters usually attending on 
the Senate, 


The amendments to the bill, entitled “An act 
for the regulation of seamen on board the public 
ships and in the merchant service of the United 
States,” were reported by the committee correctly 
engrossed, and the bill was read a third time as 


-amended. 


On the question, Shall this bill pass as amend- 
ed? it was determined in the affirmative—yeas 


18, nays 12, as follows: 


Yuas—Messrs. Bibb, Brent, Brown, Campbell of 
Ohio, Campbell of Tennessee, Crawford, Cutts, Frank- 
lin, Giles, Howell, Pope, Robinson, Smith of New 
York, Tait, Taylor, Turner, Varnum, and Worth- 


ington. 


Naxs-Messrs. Bayard, Dana, Gaillard, German, 
Gilman, Gregg, Hunter, Lambert, Leib, Lloyd, Reed, 


and Sinith of Maryland. 


So it was Resolved, That this bill pass with 
amendments; and, on motion, the title was 


amended, 


The bill better to provide for the supplies of 
the Army of the United States, and for the ac- 
.eountability of persons intrusted with the same, 
was reported by thecommittee correctly engrossed 
and read a third time, and the blank filled with 


the word “seven.” 


Resolved, That this bill pass, and that the title 
thereof be “An act better to provide for the sup- 
plies of the Army of the United States, and for 
the accountability of persons intrusted with the 


same.” 

Mr. Smir, of Maryland, gave notice that on 
Monday he should ask leave to bring in a bill for 
the protection of the commerce of the United 
States against the Barbary Powers. 

The resolution authorizing the President of the 
United States to prescribe a system of military 


discipline, was reported by the committee correct. 
ly engrossed. E 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Tennessee, reported, that the 
committee to whom was referred the petition of 
Nathaniel Silsbee and others, be discharged from 
the further consideration thereof; which was 


agreed to; and, on motion, it was referred.to the. 


Secretary for the Department of State, to con- 
sider and report thereon. 2 : 
A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House concur in 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act giving further time to purchasers of pub- 
liclands tocomplete their payments," with amend- 
ments; in which they request the concurrence of 

the Senate. ] ; 


Mownpay, March L 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed tbe Senate that the House have passed 
the bill, which originated in the Senate, entitled: 
“An act vesting in the President of the United 
States the power of retaliation, in the cases there- 
in specified” with amendments; in which they 
request the concurrence of the Senate... 

The Sepate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
last mentioned, and concurred therein. n 

Mr. VannuM, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill, entitled “An act for, the relief 
of Samuel Ellis,” reported it without amendment. 

The Senate proceded to consider. the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill, entitled. “An 
act giving further time to purchasers of public 
lands to complete their payments;” and coneur- 
red therein with further amendments. 

The amendments to the bill, entitled * An act 
making appropriations for the support of Govern- 
ment for the year 1813,” were reported by the 
committee correctly engrossed; and the bill was 
read a third time as amended. 

Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 

Mr. Surra, of Maryland, asked and obtained 
leave to bring in a bill for the protection of the 
commerce and seamen of the United States against 
the Algerine cruisers; and the bill was read, and 
passed to the second reading. "n 

On motion, the consideration of the bill, enti- 
tled *An act authorizing the discharge of Daniel 
Updike from his imprisonment,” was resumed, as 
in Committee of the Whole, and amended. 

On the question, Shall this bill be read a third 
time as amended? it was determined in the af- 
firmative. 

The amendment to the last mentioned bill was 
reported by the Committee correctly engrossed, 
and the bill read a third time. as amended, and 
passed with an amendment. 

On motion, by Mr. Lets, the bill concerning 
the salt springs on the waters of the Wabash river 
was postponed to the first Monday in June next. 

A message from the House of Representatives 


informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act to prohibit the use of licen- 
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ces Or passes issued under the authority of any 
foreign Government ;" a bill, entitled “An act 
making appropriations for the support of the mili- 
tary establishment, and of the volunteer militia 
in the actual service of the-United States for the 
year 1813" also, a bill, entitled “An act making 
appropriations for the support of the Navy of the 
United States for the year 1813;” in which bills 
they request the concurrence of the Senate. 

The three bills last brought up for coneurrence 
were read, and passed to the second reading. 

- Mr. BavaR» submitted for consideration a res- 
olution requesting the President of the United 
States to present medals to Captain William Bain- 
bridge, and the officers of the frigate Constitution ; 
and the resolution was twice read by unanimous 
consent. ie . : 

On the question, Shall this resolution be en- 
grossed and read the third time? it was deter- 
mined in the affirmative. , 

Mr. Lzis asked and obtained leave to bring in 
a resolution for additional compensation to the 
waiters usually attending the Senate; which was 
read, and passed to a second reading. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee. of the |: 


Whole, the consideration of the bill for the better 
organization of the general staff of the Army of 


the United States; and Mr. VARNUM was request- | 


ed to take the Chair. 

, On motion, by Mr. Smitu, of Maryland, to 
amend the bill, by striking out, in section 1, line 
, 7, the words, “sixteen assistant adjutants general,” 
it was determined in the negaüve—yeas 9, nays 
17,a follows: : 

Yuas—Messrs. Bayard, German, Gilman, Goodrich, 
Lambert, Lloyd, Pope, Reed, and Smith of Maryland. 

Naxs—Messrs. Bibb, Campbell of Tennessee, Craw- 
ford, Cutts, Franklin, Gaillard, Giles, Gregg, Howell, 
Leib, Magruder, Smith of New York, Tait, Taylor, 
Turner, Varnum, and Worthington. ` 

And the bill having been amended, the Presi- 
DENT resumed the Chair; and the bill was further 
amended by the addition of two sections. 

_ On the question, Shall this bill be engrossed 
and read a third time as amended ? it was deter- 
mined in the affirmative. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act for the relief of Susannah Wiley ;” and Mr. 
VARNUM. was requested to take the Chair; and, 
the bill having been amended, the President re- 
sumed the Chair ; and on the question, Shall this 
bill be read a third time.as.amended? it was de- 
termined in the affirmative. 

On motion, by Mr. Varnum, the bill, entitled 
“An act making appropriations for the support of 
the Military Establishment, and of the volunteer 
militia in actual service of the United States, for 
the year 1813,” was read the second time by 
unanimous consent ; and referred to the commit- 
tee appointed the 9th of November last on so 
much of the Message of the President of the 
United States as relates to the Military Estab- 
lishment, &c., to consider and report thereon. 

On motion, by Mr. Smita, of Maryland, the 
bill, entitled “An act making appropriations for 


the support of the Navy of the United States for 
the year 1813,” was-read the second time by unan- 
imous consent; and referréd to the committee 
appointed the 9th of November last on the Naval 
Establishment of the United States, to consider 
and report thereon.. ; . 

On motion, by Mr. Brent, a committee was 
appointed to bring in.a bill to make the usual 
provision for tlie aecommodation of the house- 
hold of the President of the United States; and 
Messrs. Brent, GAILLARD, and RoBrNSON, were 
appointed the committee, 

Mr. Brent; from the committee last mention- 
ed, reported a bill to provide for the accommoda- : 
tion of the President of the United States; and 
the bill was read, and passed to a second reading. 

The engrossed resolution authorizing the Pres- 
ident of the United States to prescribe a system 
of military discipline, reported, on Saturday, by 
the committee, correct, was read a third time, and 
passed. i 


Tosspay, March 2. 


The bill for the better organization of the gen- 
eral staff of the Army of the United States, was 
read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. Bavanp, from the committee to whom 
was referred the Message of the President of the 
United States, of the 13th of January last, with 
the act of the General Assembly of the State 
of Maryland, therein. communicated, reported. 


.that the further consideration thereof be postponed 


to the fourth Monday in May next; and the re- 


-port was agreed to. 


Mr. B., also, from the committee.to whom was 
referred the bill, entitled *An act to release the 
claims of the United States in certain goods, 
wares, and merchandise, captured by private arm- 
ed vessels,” reported it without amendment. . 

On motion, by Mr. German, that the memorial 
of James Jay, with the accompanying documents, 
be printed for the use of the Senate, it was de- 
termined in the negative; and, on his motion, the 
committee on the memorial were discharged, and 
the further consideration thereof was postponed 
to the fourth Monday in May next. : 

Mr. Smuts, of Maryland, from the committee 
to whom was referred the bill, entitled “An act 
making appropriationsfor the support of the Navy 
of the United States for the year 1813," reported 
it with amendments; which were considered and 
agreed to; and, on the question, Shall this bill 
be read a third time as amended ? it was deter- 
mined in the affirmative. f 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act to alter the times of holding the district 
courts in the respective districts of New York 
and Virginia, and to authorize the district judges 
to appoint commissioners to take affidavits and 
bail in certain cases ;” and the bill was amended 
as reported by the select committee. ; 

On the question, Shall this bill be read a third 
time as amended? it was determined in the 
affirmative. 
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. The. amendment to the bill, entitled “An act 
for the relief of Susannah Wiley,” was reported 
by the committee correctly engrossed, and the 
bill was read a third time as amended. - 

Resolved, That this bill pass with an amend- 
ment. dM 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House concur in 
the amendment of the Senate to their amend- 
ments to the bill, entitled “An act giving further 
time to purchasers of public lands to complete 
their payments,” with amendment, in which they 
request the concurrence of the Senate. They 
have passed a bill; entitled “An act making ap- 
propriation for alterations and repairs in the 
Capitol,” in which they request the concurrence 
of the Senate. i 

The bill last mentioned was twice read by 
unanimous consent, and referred to a select com- 
mittee, to consider and report thereon; and Messrs. 
Gaitianp, Leis, and Smirn, of Maryland, were 
appointed the committee. 
` Tbe Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill authorizing 
the payment for wagons and teams captured or 
destroyed by the enemy, 

On the question, Shall this bill be engrossed 
and read a third time? it was determined in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. FRANKLIN, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, entitled “An act making 
appropriations for the support of the Military 
Establishment; and of the volunteer militia in 
the actual service of the United States, for the 
year 1813,” reported it without amendment, and 
1t passed to a third reading. 

The resolution for additional compensation to 
the waiters usually attending the Senate was 
read the second time, and ordered to be engrossed 
and rcad a third time. 

The bill, entitled “An act to prohibit the use of 
licenses or passes issued under the authority of 
any foreign Government,” was read the second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to consider and report thereon. 

The bill to provide for the accommodation of 
the President of the United States was read the 
second time. 

The bill for the protection of the commerce 
and seamen of the United States against the 
Algerine eruisers was read the second time. 

The resolution for additional compensation to 
the waiters usually attending the Senate; the bill 
authorizing the payment for wagons and teams 
captured or destroyed by the enemy; also, the 
amendments to the bill, entitled *An act to alter 
the times of holding the district court in the re- 
spective distriets of New York and Virginia, and 
to authorize the district judges to appoint com- 
missioners to take affidavits and bail in certain 
cases,” were reported by the committee correcily 
engrossed. 

On motion, by Mr. Breg, the further consider- 
ation of the bill, entitled “An aet to enable the 
people of the Mississippi Territory to form a 
constitution and State government, and for the 


admission of such "Territory into the Union on 
an equal footing with the original States," to- 
gether with the report of the select committee 
on the subject, was postponed to the fourth Mon- 
day in May next. . 

The resolution requesting the President of the 
‘United States, to present medals to Captain Wil- 
liam Bainbridge, and the officers of the frigate 
Constitution, having been reported correctly en- 
grossed, was read a third time, and passed. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill, entitled “An act altering the 
time for holding the district court in the District 
of Maine.” . : 

Ordered, That it pass to a third reading. 

On motion, by Mr. Smita, of Maryland, the 
bill from the House of Representatives, entitled 
“An act extending the time for issuing and loca- 
ting military land warrants," was postponed to 
the fourth Monday in May next. . 

'The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill, entitled *An act supplementary 
to the act for increasing the Navy," together 
with the amendment reported thereto by the 
select committee; and, on the question, to agree 
to the proposed amendment, which goes to strike 
out, in section 1, line 4, the word “six,” and in- 
sert * two," a division of the question was called 
for, and, on the question to strike out, it was 
determined in the negative—yeas 9, nays 13, as 
follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Bayard, German, Gilman, Goodrich, 
Leib, Lloyd, Magruder, Smith of Maryland, and Tait, 

Naxs—Messrs. Brent, Brown, Crawford, Cutts, 
Giles, Gregg, Howell, Robinson, Smith of New York, 
Taylor, Turner, Varnum, and Worthington. 

On motion, to strike out, in section 1, line 6, 
the words “ or to procure,” it was determined in 
the affirmative—yeas 16, nays 7, as follows: 

Yzas—Messrs. Bayard, Brown, Crawford, Cutts, 
Gaillard, Gilman, Goodrich, Gregg, Howell, Leib, 
Lloyd, Magruder, Smith of Maryland, Tait, Varnum, 
and Worthington. 

NAvs—Messrs. Bibb, Brent, Campbell of Tennessee, 
Robinson, Smith of New York, Taylor, and Turner. 

On motion, to strike out the seventh section of 
the bill, as follows: 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the Secre- 
retaries of War and Navy be, and they are hereby, 
authorized to fix the relative rank of officers of the 
Army and Navy, to be approved of by the President, 
and then recorded in the different departments, and 
deemed and taken as one of the standing rules of the 
respective departments :" 

It was determined in the affirmative—yeas 14, 
navs 13, as follows: 

Yzas—Messrs. Bayard, Bibb, Brent, Brown, Craw- 
ford, Gaillard, German, Goodrich, Lloyd, Magruder, 
Tait, Taylor, Varnum, and Worthington. 

Naxs—Messrs. Campbell of Tennessee, Franklin, 
Giles, Gilman, Gregg, Howell, Leib, Pope, Reed, 
Robinson, Smith of Maryland, Smith of New York, 
and T'urner. 


And the bill having been amended, the Presi- 


dent reported it to the House accordingly. On 
the question, Shall this bill be read a third time 
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as amended ? it was. determined 
ative. | . ; : ; 

. A message from the House of. Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
the resolution requesting the President of the 
United States to. cause to. be prepared and laid 


in the affirm- 


before Congress a system.of. military discipline, | 


with amendments, in which they request the 
concurrence Of the Senate. They have also 
passed the bill, entitled “An act for the better 
organization of the general staff of the Army of 
the United States;” with an amendment, in which 
they request the concurrence of the Senate. 

'. The Senate took irito-consideration the amend- 


ment of the House of Representatives to the bill. 


last mentioned; and concurred therein. ` 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments of the. House of Representatives to the 
resolution requesting the President of the United 
States to cause to be prepared and laid before 
Congress a system of military discipline; and 
concurred therein. : 

Mr. GairLARD, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, entitled “An act making 
appropriations for alterations and repairs to the 
Capitol,” reported it with amendment. ` 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Tennessee, from the com- 
mittee to whom was referred the bill, entitled 
*An act to prohibit the use of licenses or passes 
under the authority of any foreign Government,” 
reported it with amendments. PEN 

The Senate proceeded to consider their last 
amendment to the bill, entitled “An act giving 
further time to purchasers of public lands to 
eomplete their payments,” disagreed to by the 
House of Representatives; and receded there- 
from. A 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act giving further time for delivering the evi- 
dence in support of claims to land in the Terri- 
tory of Missouri, and for regulating the donation 
grants therein.” : 

Ordered, That it pass to a third reading. 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE Unirep STATES: 

To the Senate and House of 
: Representatives of the United States : 

I lay before Congress a report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, containing a statement of proceedings 
under the “Act to regulate the laying out and making 
a road from Cumberland, in the State of Maryland, to 
the State of Ohio." 

JAMES MADISON. 

Marca 1, 1813. 


‘The Message and report were read. 


WzpNEsDAY, March 3. | 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act concerning invalid pen- 
sioners ;” also, a bill, entitled “An act prohibiting 
the exportation of certain articles therein speci- 
fied, in foreign ships or vessels ;” in which they 
request the concurrence of the Senate. 


The two bills last mentioned were severally 
twice read by unanimous consent. . B 

, Ordered, That the bill, entitled “An act pro- 
hibiting the exportation of certain articles there- 
in specified, in foreign ships or vessels,” be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
to-consider and report thereon, ` ' 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Tennessee, from the com- 
mittee to whom, was referred.the last mentioned 
bill, reported it without amendment. 

On motion, the bill, entitled “An act concern- 
ing invalid pensioners,” was referred to a select 
committee,to consider and report thereon ; and 
Messrs. FRANKLIN, GiLEs, and HoweLL, were 
appointed the committee. 

Mr. FRANKLIN, from the committee to whom 
was referred the last mentioned bill, reported it 
without amendment. A 

The.amendment to the bill, entitled “An act 
making appropriations for the support of the 
Navy for the year 1813,” was reported by the 
committee correctly engrossed, and the bill was. 
read a third time as amended. 

Resolved, That this bill, pass with amend- 
ments. f 

The Presipent communicated a report of the 
Secretary forthe Department of War, made con- 
formably to a resolution.of the Senate, of the 
27th of February last, in relation to the provis- 
ions of the *Act for arming and equipping the . 
whole body of the militia of the United States ;” 
and the report was read. 

. The resolution submitted the 1st instant was 
read a third time and passed, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be 
directed to pay to Robert Tweedy, Benjamia 
Bowen, and Tobias Simpson, fifty dollars each ;. 
and to Charles Tims, twenty-five dollars, as an 
additional compensation for their services during 
the present session. : 

On motion, by Mr. CaMPBELL, of Tennessee, 
to suspend so much of the twelfth rule for con- 
ducting business in the Senate, as provides that 
the three readings of a bill be on three separate 
days, it was determined in the affirmative—yeas 
17, nays 11, as follows: . p 

Yras—Messrs. Bibb, Brent, Brown, Campbell of 
Tennessee, Crawford, Cutts, Franklin, Gaillard, How- 
ell, Magruder, Robinson, Smith of New. York, Tait, 
Taylor, Turner, Varnum, and Worthington. 

Nays—Messrs. Bayard, Campbell of Ohio, German, 
Giles, Gilman, Goodrich, Leib, Lloyd, Pope, Reed, 
and Smith of Maryland. . ` 

The bill, entitled “An act making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Military Establish- 
ment, and the volunteer militia in the actual ser- 
vice of the United States, for the year 1813,” 
was read a third time, and passed. 

On motion, the bill for the relief of Joseph 
Brevard, also the bill to alter the times and places 
of holding the cireuit courts for the sixth circuit 
of the United States, were severally postponed 
to the fourth Monday in May next. 

On motion, the bill, entitled *An act for the 
relief of Samuel Ellis;” the bill, entitled “An 
act establishing an elementary exercise for the 
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infantry of the militia and army of the United 
States ;” also, the bill, entitled “An act regula- 
ting fóreign coins, and for other purposes;” were 
severally postponed to the fourth Monday in 
May next. 
© The PRESIDENT communicated the memorial 
of the Legislature of the Indiana Territory, sta- 
ting that, in consequence of the exposed situation 
of the inhabitants, and the disordered state of 
. the Territory, the late purchasers of public lands 
in said Territory have been prevented from cul- 
tivating their farms, and thereby rendered unable 
to pay the future instalments on their purchases 


to Government, and praying such relief as Con- | 


gress may in their justice extend to them; and 
the memorial was read. . 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
the bill, entitled *An act for the relief of Nathan- 
jel G. Ingraham, Alexander Pheenix, and Wil- 
liam Nexsen, junior, with amendment; in which 
they request the concurrence of the Senate. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
last mentioned, and concurred therein. 

The engrossed bill authorizing the payment 
for wagons and teams captured or destroyed by 
the enemy was read a third time, and passed. 

The bill, entitled “An act altering the time for 
holding the district court in the distriet of 
Maine,” was read a third time, and passed. 

The amendments to the bill, entitled *An act 
to alter the times of holding the district court 
in the respective districts of New York and Vir- 
ginia, and to authorize the district judges to ap- 
point commissioners to take affidavits and bailin 
certain cases,” having been reported by the com- 
mittee correctly engrossed, the bill was read a 
third time as amended. 

Resolved, That this bill pass with amend- 
ments. 

The amendments to the bill, entitled “An act 
supplementary to the act for increasing the 
Navy,” were reported by the committee correct- 
ly engrossed; and the bill was read the third 
time as amended. 

Resolved, That this bill pass with amend- 
ments. 

The bill, entitled “An act allowing further 
time for delivering the evidence in support of 
claims to land in the Territory of Missouri, and 
for regulating the donation grants therein,” was 
read a third time, and passed. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill, entitled “An act to release the 
claims of the United States in certain goods. 
wares, and merchandise, captured by private 
armed vessels.” 


On motion, to postpone the further considera- 
tion of the bill to the fourth Monday in May 
next, it was determined in the affirmative—yeas 
14, nays 10, as follows: 


Yxuss—Messrs. Bayard, Brown, Cutts, Dana, Ger- 
man, Giles, Gilman, Goodrich, Leib, Lloyd, Reed, 
Smith of New York, Varnum, and Worthington. 


Nars—Messrs. Bibb, Brent, Crawford, Franklin, 
Gaillard, Howell, Robinson, Tait, Taylor, and Turner. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled 
“An act to prohibit the use of licenses or passes 
issued under the authority of any foreign Gov- 
ernment;” and Mr. FRANKLIN was requested to 
take the Chair; and, after debate, on motion, the 
Senate adjourned to six o'clock in the evening. 


Six o'clock in the evening. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that they have passed a bill, 
entitled “An act to authorize the Secretary of 
the Treasury to provide new certificates of en- 
try ;? in which they request the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

The bill last mentioned was read three times 
by unanimous consent, and passed. . 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a resolution for the appointment of a joint com- 
mittee to wait on the President of the United 
States and notify him of the intended recess, and 
have appointed a committee on their part, and 
request the concurrence of the Senate in said 
resolution, 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill, entitled “An act concerning in- 
valid pensioners ;” and the bill was amended. 

On the question, Shall this bill be read a third 
time as amended? it was determined in the af- 
firmative. 

The amendment to the bil) last mentioned was 
reported by the committee correctly engrossed, 
and the bill was read a third time as amended. 

Resolved, That this bill pass with amend- 
ment. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill to provide for the accommoda- 
tion of the President of the United States; and, 
on the question, Shall this bill be engrossed, and 
read a third time? it was determined in the af- 
firmative. 

The bill last mentioned having been examined, 
was read a third time, and passed. 

'The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled *An 
act making appropriation for alterations and re- 
pairs in the Capitol ;? and noamendment having 
been agreed to, the bill was read a third time, and 
passed. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion from the House of Representatives, for the 
appointment of a joint committee to wait on the 
President of the United States, and notify him of 
the intended recess, and concurred therein ; and 
Messrs. VARNUM and GAILLARD were appointed 
the committee on the part of the Senate. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill, entitled “An act supplementary 
to the acts heretofore passed on the subject of an 
uniform rule of naturalization," and the bill 
having been amended, on the question, Shall this 
bill be read a third time as amended? it was de- 
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termined unanimously in the. affirmative—yeas 
22, as foliows: . ; QN 

Messrs. Bayard, Bibb, Brent, Campbell of Tennes- 
see, Crawford, Cutts, Dana, Franklin; Gaillard, Giles, 
Goodrich, Howell, Leib, Lloyd, Magruder, Pope, Reed, 
Smith of Maryland, Smith of New York, Taylor, 
Turner, and Varnum. . : 

And the bill was read a third time as amended. 

Resolved, "That this bill pass with amend- 
ments. 

On motion, the further consideration of the 
bill, entitled *Anaet prohibiting the exportationof 
certain articles therein specified in foreign ships 
or vessels,” was postponed to the fourth Monday 
in May next. © : 

On motion, the further consideration of the 
bill, entitled “An act to prohibit the use of li- 
censes or passes, issued under the authority of 
any foreign Government, was postponed to the 
fourth Monday in May next. 

Mr. VanNUM reported, from the committee, 
that they had waited on the President of the 
United States, who informed them that he had 
no further communications to make to the two 
Houses of Congress. Whereupon, the President 
adjourned the Senate to meet on the fourth Mon- 
day in May next. 


INAUGURAL SPEECH. 


From the National Intelligencer of March 5, 1818. 
Yesterday being the day on which commenced 
the second term of Mr. Madison’s re-election to 
the Presidency, he took the oath to support the 
Constitution of the United States, administered 
to him by Chief Justice Marshall, in the pres- 
ence of many members of Congress, the Judges 
of the Supreme Court, the foreign Ministers, and 
a great concourse of ladies and gentlemen. The 
President was escorted to the Capitol by the cav- 
alry of the District, and received, on his approach 
to it, by the several volunteer corps of this city, 
Georgetown, and Alexandria, drawn up in line 
for the purpose. Previous to taking the oath in 
the: Chamber of the House of Representatives, 
the President delivered the following 


SPEECH: 


About to add the solemnity of an oath to the 
obligations imposed by a second call to the sta- 
tion, in which my country heretofore placed me, 
I find, in the presence of this respectable assem- 
bly, an opportunity of publicly repeating my pro- 
found sense of so distinguished a confidence, and 
of the responsibility united with it. The impres- 
sious on ‘me are strengthened by such an evi- 
dence, that my faithful endeavors to discharge 
my arduous duties have been favorably estimated ; 
and by a consideration of the momentous period 
at which the trust has been renewed. From the 
weight and magnitude now belonging to it, I 
should be compelled to shrink, if I had less reli- 
ance on the support of an enlightened and gener- 
ous people, and felt less deeply a conviction, that 
the war with a powerful nation, which forms so 


prominent a feature in our situation, is stamped 
with that justice, which invites the smiles of 
Heaven on the means of conducting it to a suc- 
cessful termination. f 

May we not cherish this sentiment, without 
presumption, when we reflect on the characters 
by which this war is distinguished ? 

It was not declared on the part of the United 
States, until it had been long made on them, in 
reality, though not.in name; until arguments 
and expostulations had been exhausted; until a 
positive declaration had been received, that the 
wrongs provoking it would not be discontinued ; 
nor until this [ast appeal could no longer be de- 
layed without breaking down the spirit of the 
nation, destroying all confidence in itself and in 
its political institutions, and either perpetuating 
a state of disgraceful suffering, or regaining, by 
more costly sacrifices and more severe struggles, 
our lost rank and respect among independent 
Powers. 

On the issue of the war are staked our national 
sovereignty on the high seas, and the seeurity of 
an important class of citizens, whose occupations 
give the proper value to those of every other 
class. Not to contend for such a stake, is to sur- 
render our equality with other Powers on the 
element common to all, and to violate the sacred 
title which every member of the society has to 
its protection. I need not call into view the un- 
lawfulness of the practice by which our mari- 
ners are forced, at the will of every cruising offi- 
cer, from their own vessels into foreign ones, nor 
paint the outrages inseparable from it. The 
proofs are in the records of each successive ad- 
ministration of our Government; and the cruel 
sufferings of that portion of the American peo- 
ple have found their way to every bosom not 
dead to the sympathies of human nature. 

As the war was just in its origin, and neces- 
sary and noble in its objects, we can reflect with 
a proud satisfaction, that, in carrying it on, no 
principle of justice or honor, no usage of civil- 
ized nations, no precept of courtesy or humanity 
have been infringed. The war has been waged 
on our part with scrupulous regard to all these 
obligations, and in a spirit of liberality which 
was never surpassed. ` 3 

How little has been the effect of this example 
on the conduct of the enemy! d 

They have retained as prisoners.of war citi- 
zens of the United States, not liable to be so con- 
sidered under the usages of war. , : 

They have refused to consider as prisoners of 
war, and threatened to punish as traitors and de- 
serters, persons emigrating, without restraint, to 
the United States; incorporated, by naturaliza- 
tion into our political family, and fighting under 
the authority of their adopted country, in open 
and honorable war, for the maintenance of its 
rights and safety. Such is the avowed purpose 
of a Government which is in the practice of nat- 
uralizing, by thousands, citizens of other coun- 


tries, and not only of permitting, but compelling, 
them to fight its battles against their native 
country. 
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"They have not, it is true, taken into their own 
hands the hatchet and the knife, devoted to indis- 
criminate massacre; but they have let loose the 
savages armed with these cruel instruments; 
have allured them into their service, and carried 
them to battle by their sides, eager to glut their 
savage thirst with the blood of the vanquished, 
and to finish the work of torture and death on 
‘maimed and defenceless captives: and, what was 
never before seen, British commanders have ex- 
torted victory over the unconquerable valor of 
our troops, by presenting to the sympathy of 
their chief awaiting massacre from their savage 
associates. ; 

And now we find them, in further contempt of 
the modes of honorable warfare, supplying the 
place of a conquering force, by attempts tó disor- 
ganize our political society, to dismember our 
confederated Republic. Happily, like others, these 
will recoil on the authors; but they mark the de- 
generate counsels from which they emanate: and 
if they did not belong to a series of unexampled 
inconsistencies, might excite the greater wonder, 
as proceeding from a Government which founded 
the very war in which it has been so long en- 
gaged, on a charge against the disorganizing and 
insurrectional policy of its adversary. 

To render the justice of the war on our part 
the more conspicuous, the reluctance to com- 
mence it was followed by the earliest and strong- 
est manifestations of a disposition to arrest its 
progress. The sword was scarcely out of the 
scabbard, before the enemy was apprized of the 
reasonable terms on which it would be resheathed. 
Still more precise advances were repeated, and 
have been received in a spirit forbidding every 
reliance not placed on the military resources of 
the nation. 

These resources are amply sufficient to bring 
the war to an honorable issue. Our nation is, in 
number, more than half that of the British isles. 
It is composed of a brave, a free, a virtuous, and 
an intelligent people. Our country abounds in 
the necessaries, the arts, and the comforts of life. 
A general prosperity is visible in the public coun- 
tenance. The means employed by the British 
Cabinet to undermine it, have recoiled on them- 
selves; have given to our national faculties a 
more rapid development; and draining or divert- 
ing the precious metals from British circulation 
and British vaults, have poured them into those 
of the United States. It isa propitious consid- 
eration, that an unavoidable war should have 
found this seasonable facility for the contribu- 
tions required to support it. When the public 
voice called for war, all knew and still know, 
that without them it could not be carried on 
through the period which it might last; and the 
patriotism, the good sense, and the manly spirit 
of our fellow-citizens, are pledges for the cheer- 
fulness with which they will bear each his share 
of the common burden. To render the war 
short, and its success sure, animated, and syste- 
matic exertions alone are necessary ;sand the 
suecess of our arms now may long preserve our 
country from the necessity of another resort to 


them. Already have the gallant exploits of our 
naval héroes proved to the world our inherent 
capacity to maintain our rights on one element. 
If the reputation of our arms has been thrown 
under elouds on the other, presaging flashes of 
heroic enterprise assure us that nothing is want- 
ing to correspondent triumphs there also, but the 
discipline and habits which are in daily progress. 


CONFIDENTIAL PROCEEDINGS OF THE 
SENATE. 


At the Second Session of the Twelfth Congress. 


Savornay, July 31, 1813. I 
On motion, by Mr. ANDERSON, . 
Ordered, That the confidential proceedings of 
the Senate at their last session, in relation to Hast 
Florida, be made public. 


— 


Tuurspay, December 10, 1812. 


Mr. Anverson submitted the following motion 
for consideration, which was read : 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to con- 
sider whether it be expedient to authorize the Presí- 
dent of the United States to occupy and hold the whole 
or any part of East Florida, including Amelia Island, 
and also those parts of West Florida which are not 
now in the possession and under the jurisdiction of 
the United States, with leave to report by bill or other- 
wise. 


TuzspAv, December 15. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the motion 
submitted the 10th instant, respecting the Flor- 
idas; and, after debate, the further consideration 
thereof was postponed to Monday next. 


Wepnespay, December 16. 


Mr. Lers submitted the following motion for 
consideration : 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to cause to be laid before the Senate any 
information which he may have of the intention of the 
enemy to take possession of East Florida, and of the 
disposition of the people of that Territory to be re- 
ceived under the protection of the Government of the 
United States; the amount of the American force in 
that neighborhood, and under the command of Gen- 
eral Wilkinson; and the quantum of Spanish or other 
force in St. Augustine, Pensacola, and Mobile. 


Fripvay, December 18, 

The Senate proceeded to consider the motion 
submitted the 16th instant, calling upon the Pres- 
ident of the United States for information re- 
specting East Florida; and, on motion by Mr. 
Goopricu, to amend the motion, so as to read as 
follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to cause to be laid before the Senate any 
information which he may have of the intention of the 
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enemy to take possession of. East Florida, cand of 
the disposition of the people of that Territory to.be 


received under the protection of the Government of |. 


the United States; thé amount of. the American force 
in that neighborhood, and under the command of 
General Wilkinson ; and the quantum of the Spanish 
or other force in St. Augustine, Pensacola, and Mobile ; 


-and respecting any negotiation that may have been 


had for the settlement of differences and claims exis- 
ting between the United States and Spain, not here- 
tofore laid before the Senate; respecting any proposal 
or negotiation that may have been made, or had, by 
or with any person or persons exercising the powers 


of the Government of Spain, or claiming to exercise 


the , powers of said Government, or with their respec- 
tive agents, for the cession of East Floridato the Uni- 
ted States; respecting any proposal to or from. the 
local authorities of East Florida, (not. heretofore com- 
municated,) for the cession, surrender, or occupancy 
thereof, to or by the United States; and also, any in- 
formation respecting the relations of the United States 
with Spain or said T'erritory of East Florida, which 
the President may deem proper to communicate. 


On motion, by Mr. ANpznsoN, the further con- 


sideration of the motion foramendment was post- 
poned.to Monday next. 


` Tuzspav, December 22. 
' The Senate resumed the motion made the 10th 


-instant to appoint a committee to inquire into 


the expediency of taking: possession of Kast Flor- 
ida; and, on motion by Mr. Smita; of Maryland, 
to postpone the further consideration thereof to 
Monday next, it was determined in. the negative 
—yeas 15, nays 15, as follows: 

Yxas—-Messrs. Bradley, Campbell of Ohio, Dana, 
German, Gilman, Goodrich, Gregg, Horsey, Howell, 
Hunter, Lambert, Leib, Lloyd, Pope, and Smith of 
Maryland. 

Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Campbell of Ten- 
nessee, Crawford, Franklin, Gaillard, Magruder, Posey, 
Robinson, Smith of New York, Tait, Taylor, Turner, 
Varnum, and Worthington. 

On motion, by Mr. Lers, to strike out the 
words “with leave to.report by bill or otherwise,” 
it was determined in the negative. 

On the question to agree to the original motion, 
it was determined in the affirmative—yeas 18, 
nays 12, as follows: 


Yzas—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Campbell of Ohio, 
Campbell of Tennessee, Crawford, Franklin, Gaillard, 
Howell, Leib, Magruder, Posey, Robinson, Smith of 
New York, Tait, Taylor, Turner, Varnum, and Worth- 
ington. 

Naxs—Messrs. Bradley, Dana, German, Gilman, 
Goodrich Gregg, Horsey, Hunter, Lambert, Lloyd, 
Pope, and Smith of Maryland. 

Ordered, That Messrs. ANDERSON, GOODRICH, 
Smrru, of Maryland, Tarr, and Varnum, be the 
committee. ` : 

'The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion made the 16th instant, calling upon the 
President of the United States for information 
respecting East Florida, together with the amend-- 
ment proposed thereto on the 18th instant; and, i 
having agreed to the amendment, 


Resolved, That the motion be,agreed to as’ 
amended. —. el i : 
. Ordered, That the Secretary lay this- resolu- 
tion before the President of the United States. 


Taurspay, January 14, 1813. 

The following confidential Message was receiv- 
ed from the Presipent or THE UnrrED STATES: 
To ihe Senate of the United States: — i 

I transmit to the Senate a report of the Secretary of 
State, complying with their resolution of the 22d De- 
cember. f JAMES MADISON. 

Jaxvanx 14, 1813. 

The Message.and report were read. And on: 
motion, by Mr. Lets, that they be printed con- 
fidentially for the use of the Senate, it was agreed 
that the motion be postponed until to-morrow. 


Fripay, January 15, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion made yesterday, “ that the Message and 
report respecting East Florida be printed confi- 
dentially for the use of the Senate, with the ex- 
ception of the return of the number of troops and 
their respective stations, on the Southern: and 
Western frontier ;? and, on the question to agree 
thereto, it was determined in the negative—yeas 
13, nays 18, as follows: 

Yzas—Messrs. Bayard, German, Gilman, Good- 
rich, Gregg, Horsey, Hunter, Lambert, Leib, Lloyd, 
Pope, Reed, and Smith of Maryland. 

Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Bradley, Campbell 
of Tennessee, Crawford, Cutts, Franklin, Gaillard, 
Howell, Magruder, Posey, Robinson, Smith of New 
York, Tait, Taylor, Turner, Varnum, and Worth- 
ington. 

On motion, by Mr. ANDERSON, 

Ordered, That the Message, and documents 
therein referred to, be referred to the committee - 
appointed the 22d December on the same subject, 
to consider and report thereon. l 

Mr. BRADLEY submitted the following motion 
for consideration: ` s 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to cause to be laid before the Senate all 
letters and communications that have passed between 
the Government of the United States and that of Spain, 
or the Ministers thereof, since the 9th day of January, 
1804, on the subject of indemnities for spoliations 
committed on our commerce by her subjects before that 
time; and also, in relation to French seizures and 
condemnation of our vessels in the ports of Spain, du- 
ring the late war with France ; together with such 
communications between this and the French Govern- 
ment as relate to the same subjects; with such in- 
structions as have been given to the Ministers of the 
United States in relation to the same. And any pro- 
positions or negotiations that have been had or madc 
with France or Spain, for ceding East Florida to the 
United States, previous to the 15th day of January, 
1811, not heretofore communicated. 


Saturpay, January 16. 
The Senate proceeded to consider the motion 
submitted yesterday by Mr. BRADLEY; and, on 
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motion, by Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, the further 
consideration thereof was postponed until Mon- 
day next. 


Mownpay, January 18. 

The motion submitted by Mr. BRADLEY on the 
15th instant was resumed and agreed to without 
amendment, , , 

Ordered, That the Secretary lay the said res- 
olution before the President of the United States. 


Turspay, January 19. 


Mr. Anperson, from the committee appointed 
the 22d December on the, subject, reported the 
following bill : 


A bill authorizing the President of the United States 
to take possession of a tract of country lying south 

: of the Mississippi Territory and of the State of Geor- 
gia, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the President be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to occupy and hold all that tract of country 
called West Florida, which lies west of the river Per- 
dido, not now in possession of the United States. 

Sec. 2 And be it further enacted, That the Presi- 
dent be, and he is hereby, authorized to occupy and 
hold all that part of West Florida east of the Perdido, 
and the whole or any part of East Florida, including 
Amelia Island. 

Sxc. 3. And be it further enacted, That, for the 
purpose of occupying and holding the country afore- 
said, and of affording protection to the inhabitants 
thereof, under the authority of the United States, the 
President may employ such parts of the military and 
naval force of the United States as he may deem ne- 
cessary. l 

Sec. 4. And be ii further enacted, That, for defray- 
ing the necessary expenses, dollars are hereby 
appropriated, to be paid out of any moneys in the 
Treasury, not otherwise appropriated, and to be applied 
for the purposes aforesaid, under the direction of the 
President. 

Src. 5. And be it further enacted, That, until fur- 
ther provision shall be made by Congress, the Presi- 
dent shall be, and hereby is, empowered to establish 
within the country he may acquire by this act a tem- 
porary Government, the civil and military authorities 
of which shall be vested in such person or persons as 
he may appoint, and be exercised in such manner as 
he may direct: Provided, That he shall take due care 
for the preservation of social order, and for securing 
to the inhabitants the enjoyment of their personal 
rights, their religion, and their property : And provided, 
also, That the section of country herein designated, 
that is situated to the eastward of the river Perdido, may 
be the subject of future negotiation. 

The bill was read; and passed to the second 
reading. 


Frinay, January 22. 


"The bill authorizing the President of the Uni- 
ted States to take possession of a tract of country 
lying south of the Mississippi Territory and of 
the State of Georgia, and for other purposes, was 
read the second time. 


Mr. Lets submitted the following motion for 
consideration : 

Resolved, That the documents which accompanied 
the President’s Message of the 14th instant, be confi- 
dentially printed for the use of the Senate, excepting 
those papers which relate to the stations and the 
amount of the military force of the Ünited States, and 
the letter of General Pinckney of the 27th December. 

On motion, by Mr. Leir, that the bill be now 
taken up and considered, it was determined in 
the negative. 


Monpay, January 25. 

On motion, by Mr. Anverson, that the bill 
authorizing the President of the United States 
to take possession of a tract of country lying 
south of the Mississippi Territory and of the 
State of Georgia, and for other purposes, be now 
considered, it was determined in the negative. | 

The Senate proceeded to consider the motion 
submitted on the 22d instant, by Mr. Lers ; and, 
on motion, by Mr. Bayar, that the further con- 
sideration thereof be postponed until to-morrow, 
it was determined in the negative. 

On the question to agree to the resolution, on 
motion, by Mr. REED, it was agreed that it be 
taken by yeas and nays; and, on motion, by Mr. 
Bayarp, the Senate adjourned. 


Tvespay, January 26. 

On motion, by Mr. ANperson, the Senate re- 
sumed, as in Committee of the Whole, the con- 
sideration of the bill authorizing the President 
of the United States to take possession of a tract 
of country lyingsouth of the Mississippi Territory, 
and of the State of Georgia, and for other pur- 
poses; and, on motion, by Mr. Leis, that the 
further consideration of the bill be postponed in - 
order to consider his motion, to have printed cer- 
tain documents referred toin the Message of the 
President of the United States of the 14th instant, 
it was determined in the negative. 

Mr. GAILLARD was requested to take the 
Chair; and the consideration of the bill was re- 
curred to. 

A motion was made by Mr. Sarrn, of Mary- 
land, to strike out the second section of the bill ; 
aud, on his motion, it was agreed to take the 
question by yeas and nays. 

On motion, by Mr. BRADLEY, the further con- 
sideration of the bill was postponed to, and made 
the order of the day for, to-morrow, 

Mr. Tarr presented the memorial of the Legis- 
lature of the State of Georgia, recommending to, 
and soliciting, Congress to authorize the Presi- 
dent of the United States to take immediate pos- 
session of the province of East Florida, and that 
portion of West Florida purchased from France, 
but still retained by Spain; for reasons stated at 
large in the memorial; which was read. 

On motion, by Mr. Lis, the Senate resumed 
his motion, submitted the 22d instant, that the 
documents referred to in the Message of the 
President of the United States of the 14th instant, 
be printed ; and the motion was amended. 
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Resolved, That the documents which accom- 
panied the: President's Message; of the 14th in- 
stant, be confidentially printed for the use of the 
members of the Senate, excepting those papers 
which relate to the stations and amount of the 
military foree of the United States, the report of 
the Secretary of State, and the letters of General 
Pinckney. ' 

On the question, to agree to the motion as 
amended, it was determined in the affirmative— 
yeas 18, nays 12, as follows: 

Y£4s—Messrs. Bradley, Campbell of Ohio, Camp- 
bell of Tennessee, Dana, German, Giles, Gilman, 
Goodrich, Gregg, Horsey, Hunter, Lambert, Leib, 
Lloyd, Pope, Posey, Reed, and Smith of Maryland. 

Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Crawford, Cutts, 
Franklin, Gaillard, Howell, Magruder, Robinson, Tait, 
Taylor, and Worthington. 

The following confidential Message was re- 
ceived from the PRESIDENT or THE UNITED 
STATES: - 

To the Senate of the United States: 

I transmit to the Senate a report of the Secretary of 
State, complying with their resolution of the 8th inst. 
; : JAMES MADISON. 
Jaxvanx 26, 1813. : 


The Message and report w 
the Senate adjourned. 


ere read; and then 


WEDNESDAY; January 27. 


The following confidential Message, was re- 
ceived from the PRESIDENT oF THE UNITED 
STATES: 7 : 

To the Senate.of the United States: 

I transmit to the Senate a report of the Secretary of 

War, complying with their resolution of the 7th inst. 
JAMES MADISON. 
January 27, 1813. 


'The Message and report were read. 

Mr. Horsey submitted the following motion 
for consideration, which was read: 

Resolved, That the injunction of secrecy in relation 
to the President's Message, of the 26th instant, com- 
municating certain papers, marked A and B, in com- 
pliance with the resolution of the Senate of the 18th 
instant, be, and the same is hereby, removed. 


Tuurspay, January 28. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
"Whole, the consideration of the bill authorizing 
the President of the United States to take pos- 
session of a tract of country lying south of the 
Mississippi Territory and the State of Georgia, 
and for other purposes; and on motion, by Mr. 
AnpeRrson, the further consideration thereof was 
postponed to, and made the order of the day for, 
to-morrow. E 

The Senate proceeded to consider the motion 
submitted yesterday, by Mr. Horsey, to remove 
the injunction of secrecy from certain papers ; 
and, on motion, the further consideration thereof 
was postponed until to-morrow. 

12th Cox. 2d Szess.—5 


Fripay, January 29.°- 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill authorizing 
the President of the United States to take pos- 
session of a tract of country lying south of the 
Mississippi, Territory and of the State of Georgia, 
and for other purposes; and Mr GAILLARD was 


requested to take the Chair; and the motion to 


strike out the second section of the bill was re- 
sumed; and, after debate, adjourned. — ' 


Monpay, February 1. 

-The Senate resumed, as in Conimittee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill authorizing 
the.President of the United States to take posses- 
sion of a tract of country lying south of the Mis- 
sissippi Territory and of the State of Georgia, 
and for other purposes, together with the motion 
to strike out the second section thereof; and Mr. 


| GAILLARD was requested to take the Chair; and, 


after debate, the- consideration thereof was fur- 
ther postponed until to-morrow.” j 


Tuzspay, February 2. 


The Senate resumed, as in; Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill authorizing 
the President of the United States to take posses- 
sion of a tract of country lying south of the Mis- 
sissippi Territory and of the State of Georgia, 
and for other purposes, together with the motion 
to.strike out the second section thereof ; and Mr. 
GAILLARD was requested to take the Chair: 

On the question, to strike out the second sec- 
tion, as follows: 

“Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Presi- 
dent be, and he is hereby, authorized to occupy and 
hold all that part of West Florida east of the Perdido, 
and the whole or any part of East Florida, including 
Amelia Island :” 

Tt was determined in the affirmative—yeas 19, 
nays 16. as follows: . 

Yzas—Messrs. Bayard, Bradley, Campbell of Ohio, 
Dana, German, Giles, Gilman, Goodrich, Gregg, Hor- 
sey, Howell, Hunter, Lambert, Leib, Lloyd, Pope, 
Reed, Smith of Maryland, and Smith of New York. 

Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Brent, Campbell of 
Tennessee, Crawford, Cutts, Franklin, Gaillard, Ma- 
gruder, Posey, Robinson, Tait, Taylor, Turner, Var- 
num, and Worthington. 

A motion was made, by Mr. SmiTH, of Mary- 
land, to strike out the fifth section of the bill; 
and, on motion, the Senate adjourned. 


Wepnespay, February 3. 

On motion, by Mr. ANDERSON, the Senate re- 
sumed, as in Committee of the Whole, the con- 
sideration of the bill authorizing the President of 
the United States to take possession of a tract of 
country lying south of the Mississippi Territory 
and of the State of Georgia, and for other pur- 
poses; together with the motion to strike out the 


fifth section; and Mr. GaiLLARD was requested 
to take the Chair. 
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‘Whereupon,. Mr. Smita, of Maryland, with- 
drew his motion to strike out the fifth section of 
the biil. ` 

A motion was made, by Mr. CAMPBELL, of 
Ohio, to insert, in lieu of the second section 
stricken out, the following : 

« And be it further enacted, That, if hostilities shall 
be committed by the Spanish nation, its colonics, or 
dependencies, against the United States, or if it shall 
be ascertained, to the satisfaction of the President of 
the United States, that the safety and security of the 
United States, or any part thereof, are in imminent 
danger from the Spanish authorities in East Florida, 
and in that part of West Florida lying east of the river 
Perdido, the President of the United States is hereby 
authorized to occupy the said provinces, or any part 
thereof, including Amelia Island.” 


Whereupon, a motion was made, by Mr. BRAD- 
LEY, to amend the proposed section, by inserting, 
after the word “ that,” in the first line, the follow- 
ing words: “upon the troops of the United States 
being withdrawn from the province of East 
Florida.” 

And a motion was made, by Mr. Pops, that the 
further consideration of the bill be postponed to 
the first Monday in June next; and it was deter- 
mined in the negative—yeas 16, nays 17, as fol- 
lows: i 

Yxas—Messrs. Bayard, Bradley, Dana, German, 
Giles, Gilman, Goodrich, Gregg, Horsey, Howell, 
Hunter, Lambert, Lloyd, Pope, Reed, and Smith of 
Maryland. 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Campbell of Ohio, 
Campbell of Tennessee, Crawford, Cutts, Franklin, 
Gaillard, Leib, Magruder, Poscy, Robinson, Tait, Tay- 
lor, Turner, Varnum, and Worthington. 

On the question, to agree to the motion for 
amendment to the amendment, it was determined 
in the negative—the Senate being equally di- 
vided, yeas 17, nays 17, 

Those who voted in the affirmative, are— 

Messrs. Bayard, Bradley, Dana, German, Giles, 
Gilman, Goodrich, Gregg, Horsey, Howell, Hunter, 
Lambert, Leib, Lloyd, Pope, Reed, and Smith of 
Maryland. 

Those who voted in the negative, are— 

Messrs. Anderson, Bibb, Campbell of Ohio, Camp- 
bell of Tennessee, Crawford, Cutts, Franklin, Gail- 
lard, Magruder, Posey, Robinson, Smith of New York, 
Tait, Taylor, Turner, Varnum, and Worthington. 

On the question, to agree to the motion for 
amending the second section, it was determined 
in the negative—yeas 14, nays 20, as follows: 

Yxas—Mossrs. Anderson, Campbell of Ohio, Camp- 
bell of Tennessce, Crawford, Cutts, Gaillard, Leib, 
Magruder, Posey, Robinson, Tait, Taylor, Varnum, 
and Worthington. 

Naxs—Messrs. Bayard, Bibb, Bradley, Dana, Frank- 
lin, German, Giles, Gilman, Goodrich, Gregg, Horsey, 
Howell, Hunter, Lambert, Lloyd, Pope, Reed, Smith 
of Maryland, Smith of New York, and Turner. 

On motion, it was agreed to strike out the fifth 
section of the bill. 

On the question, Shall the bill be engrossed 
and read a third time as amended ? it was deter- 
mined in the negative. 


Frivay, February 5. 

‘The bill authorizing the President of the Uni- 
ted States to take possession of a tract of country 
lying south of the Mississippi Territory and of 
the State of Georgia, and for other purposes, was 
reported by the committee correctly engrossed ; 
and the bill was read the third time. 

On motion, by Mr. Anpexson, it was agreed 
to fill the blank with the words “twenty thou- 
sand.” ; ] 

On the question, Shall this bill pass? it was 
determined in the affirmative—yeas 22, nays 11, 
as follows: 

Yuas—Messrs. Anderson, Bayard, Bibb, Brown, 
Campbell of Ohio, Campbell of Tennessee, Crawford, 
Cutts, Franklin, Gaillard, Gregg, Howell, Leib, Ma- 
gruder, Robinson, Smith of Maryland, Smith of New 
York, Tait, Taylor, Turner, Varnum, and Worth- 
ington. f 

Naxs—Messrs. Bradley, Dana, German, Giles, 
Goodrich, Horsey, Hunter, Lambert, Lloyd, Pope, 
and Reed. 

So it was Resolved, That the bill do pass ; and, 
on motion, it was agreed that the title thereof be 
“An act authorizing the President of the United 
States to take possession of a tract of country 
lying south of the Mississippi Territory and west 
of the river Perdido.” 

Oa motion, by Mr. ANDERSON,  . 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed, to 
consist of two members, to carry the said bill to 
the House of Representatives and ask their con- 
currence therein. 

Ordered, That Messrs. ANpERson and Brap- 
LEY be the committee. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion submitted the 27th of January, to print 
certain documents ; and, after debate, on motion, 
the Senate adjourned. 


Mownay, February 8. 

On motion, Ordered, That Mr. Dana be of 
the committee appointed the 5th instant, to carry 
a confidential bill to the House of Representa- 
tives, in place of Mr. BnapLzv, absent. 


Turspay, February 9. 


The folowing confidential message was re- 
ceived from the House of Representatives, by 
Messrs. Troup and RozERTSON, two of their 
members; Mr. Troup, chairman: 

Mr. President : The House of Representatives 
have passed the bill sent from the Senate, enti- 
tled “An act authorizing the President of the 
United States to take possession of a tract of 
country lying south of the Mississippi Territory 
and west of the river Perdido.” . 

And the Senate then adjourned. 


Tuurspay, February 11. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, from the committee, 
reported the bill entitled “An act authorizing 
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the President of the United States to take pos- 
session of a tract of country lying south of the 
Mississippi Territory and west of the river Per- 
dido,” duly enrolled. 

‘The following message was received from the 
House of Representatives, by Messrs. CRAWFORD 
and Goopwyn, two of their members; Mr. Craw- 
FORD, chairman: 

Mr. President: The Speaker of tne House of 
Representatives having signed an enrolled bill, 
we are directed to bring it to the Senate for the 
signature of their President. 

The Presipent signed the enrolled bill last re- 
ported-to have been examined, and it was de- 
livered to the committee, to be laid before the 
President of the United States. 


Saturpay, February 13. 

Mr. CaMP»RELL, of Ohio, from the committee, 
reported that they yesterday laid before the Presi- 
dent of the United States the enrolled bill, enti- 
tled “An act authorizing the President of the 
United States to take possession of a tract of 
country lying south of the Mississippi Territory 
and west of the river Perdido." 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 

Mr. President: The President of. the United 
States did, on the 12th instant, approve and sign: 
“An act authorizing the President of the United 
States to take possession of a tract of country 
lying south of the Mississippi Territory and west 
of the river Pe-dido.” , 

Ordered, That the Secretary communicate this 
information. to the House of Representatives. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


TuzspAv, February 16. . 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion submitted by Mr. Horsey on the 27th of 
January, to remove the injunction of secreey 
from certain papers; and, on motion, it was 
agreed to amend the same to read as follows: 

Resolved, That the injunction of secrecy in re- 
lation to the paper marked A, communicated in 
the President’s Message of the 26th instant, be, 
and the same is hereby, removed. 

On the question, to agree to the motion as 
amended, the Senate being equally divided, it 
was determined in the negative—yeas 16, nays 
16, as follows: 

Yxas—Messrs. Bayard, Bradley, Dana, Gaillard, 
German, Gilman, Goodrich, Gregg, Horsey, Hunter, 
Lambert, Leib, Lloyd, Pope, Reed, and Smith of 
Maryland. 

Naxs—Messrs. Bibb, Brent, Brown, Campbell of 
Ohio, Crawford, Cutts, Franklin, Giles, Howell, Rob- 
inson, Smith of New York, Tait, Taylor, Turner, 
Varnum, and Worthington. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


Tuorspay, February 18. 
The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT or ‘rue UNITED STATES: 
To the Senate of the United States: 
I transmit to the Senate a report of the Secretary of 


State, complying with thcir resolution of the 18th of 
January, 1813. 
. JAMES MADISON. 
Frprvary 18, 1818. 


The Message and documents therein referred 
to were read. 


| PROCEEDÍNGS AND DEBATES 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STATES, 


AT THE SECOND SESSION OF THE TWELFTH CONGRESS, BEGUN AT THE CITY OF 
i WASHINGTON, MONDAY, NOVEMBER 2, 1842. - 


. Monpay, November 2, 1812. 


. This. being the day appointed by law for the 
meeting of Congress, the following members of 
the House of Representatives appeared, and took 


their seats, to wit: 


From New Hampshire— Samuel Dinsmoor, Obed 


Hall, and John A. Harper. 


From Massachusetis—Abijah Bigelow, Elijah Brig- 
ham, Richard Cutts, Wm. Ely, Isaiah L. Green, Ebene- 
zer Seaver, William M. Richardson, Charles Turner, jr, 
Laban Wheaton, Leonard White, William Widgery. 


From Rhode Island—Richard Jackson, junior. 


From Connecticut—Epaphroditus Champion, John 
Davenport, jr. Lyman Law, and Jonathan O. Moseley. 


From Vermoni— Martin Chittenden, Wm. Strong. 


From New York—Daniel Avery, Harmanus Bleec- 
ker, James Emott, Asa Fitch, Sam. L. Mitchill, Benja- 


min Pond, Thomas Sammons, Pierre Van Cortlandt, jr. 


From New Jersey— Adam Boyd, Lewis Condict, 


Jacob Hufty, and Thomas Newbold. 


From Pennsylvania—W m. Anderson, David Bard, 
Robert Brown, William Crawford, William Findley, 
Abner Lacock, Aaron Lyle, Jonathan Roberts, Wil- 


‘Jiam Rodman, Adam Seybert, John Smilie, Geo. Smith, 
and Robert Whitehill. 

` From Maryland—Stevenson Archer, Charles Golds- 
borough, Joseph Kent, Philip B. Key, Peter Little, 
Alexander McKim, Samuel Ringgold, Philip Stuart, 
and Robert Wright. 

From Virginia—John Baker, Burwell Bassett, Mat- 
thew Clay, John Dawson, Thomas Gholson, Peterson 
Goodwyn, Aylett Hawes, Joseph Lewis, jr, William 
McCoy, Hugh Nelson, Thomas Newton, James Pleas- 
ants, junior, and John Roane. 

From North Carolina—Willis Alston, jr., William 
Blackledge, Meshack Franklin, Nathaniel Macon, Ar- 
chibald McBryde, and Joseph Pearson. 

From South Carolina—William Butler, John C. 
Calhoun, Elias Earle, William Lowndes, Thos. Moore, 
and Richard Winn. 

From Georgia—William W. Bibb, Geo. M. Troup. 

From Kentucky—Henry Clay, Speaker, Joseph De- 
sha, and Stephen Ormsby. 

From Tennessee—Felix Grundy, John Rhea, and 
John Sevier. 

From Ohio—Jeremiah Morrow. 

From Indiana Territory—Jona. Jennings, Delegate. 


A quorum, consisting of a majority of the whole 
House, being present, it was ordered that the Clerk 
do acquaint the Senate therewith. 

On motion of Mr. Dawson, a committee was 
appointed on the part of the House, jointly, with 
such committee as may be appointed on the part 
of the Senate, to wait on the President of the Üni- 
ted States, and inform him that a quorum of the 
two Houses is assembled, and ready to receive 
any communication he may be pleased to make 
to them. © =  - i i 

Mr. Dawson and Mr. BLEECKER were appointed 
the committee on the part of the House. 

On motion of Mr. Finney, the Clerk was di- 
rected to’ procure newspapers from any number 
of offices that the members shall elect; provided, 
that the expense do not exceed theamount of three 
daily newspapers. 

No communication having been received from 
the Senate, the House adjourned till to-morrow 
morning. 


Turspay, November 3. 


Several other members, to wit: From Massa- 
chusetts, Francois Cann ; from Connecticut, Tim- 
oTHY PITKIN, jr. ; from Vermont, SAMUEL SHAW ; 
from New York, Arunan METCALF, StiLAS Stow, 
and Urt Tracy; from Pennsylvania, Joun M. 


‘Hyneman; from Virginia, Jonn Situ, and Tuo- 


MAS WiLsoN ; from North Carolina, RicHARD 
STANFORD; from S. Carolina, LANGDON CHEVES 
and Davin R. WiLLIAMS; and, from Kentucky, 
Ricuarp M. Jounson ; appeared, and took their 
seats. j 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that a quorum of the Senate is assembled, and 
ready to proceed to business. They have appoint- 
ed a committee on their part, jointly, with the 
committee on the part of this House, to inform 
the President of the United States that a quorum 
of the two Houses is assembled, and ready to 
receive any communications he may be pleased 
to make to them. 

Mr. Dawson, from the joint committee appoint 
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Commattee for the District of Columbia—Mr. 
Lewis, Mr. Rincco.p, Mr. PEARSON, Mr. Bann, 
Mr. Baxer, Mr. ConpicT, and Mr. Kent. 

Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads— 
Mr. Buea, Mr. Lyre, Mr. Dinsmoor, Mr. Carr- 
vENDEN, Mr. Kine, Mr. Borina HALL, and Mr. 
Law. f 

Committee of Revisal and Unfinished Busi- 
nese—Mr. Bassett, Mr. ELy, and Mr. Jacxsox. 

Committee of Accounts—Mr. Turner, Mr. Lir- 
TLE, and Mr. Pickens, 

CONSTITUTION AND THE GUERRIERE. 


Mr. Dawson rose and said:—Mr. Speaker, 
I take this early moment to present to you a re- 
solution which I fee! pleasure and pride in be- 
lieving will meet the general approbation, not 
only of this House, but of the nation. 

The President of the United States, in his 
Message. which was read on yesterday, has, in 
terms eloquent and appropriate, made mention 
of an engagement which has taken place between 
an American frigate and one of His Britannic 
Majesty’s, which has rendered to the officers and 
crew of our frigate that justice which they so- 
justly merited; an engagement in which Ameri- 
can tars have proven to the world, that when 
commanded by officers of skill, valor, and fidelity, 
they are capable of contending with, and of van- 
quishing, those of any nation on the earth, upon 
any element—even on that element where British 
skill has so justly acquired so much celebrity, 
and that the American flag, when authorized by 
the constituted authorities of our country, will 
command respect on the high road of nations. 
Far, very far, be it from me to boast—it ill be- 
comes an individual or a nation, and is never the 
concomitant of true courage; but on the present 
occasion it seems to me proper that we should 
express our sentiments—our feelings, and thereby 
the feelings of the nation. I shall, therefore, 
without further comment, offer you the follow- 
ing resolution, observing that the facts stated 
have been ascertained at the proper department, 
and the proofs are on my table: 

Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress as- 
sembled, That the President of the United States be, 
and he is hereby, requested to present, in the name of 
Congress, to Captain Isaac Hull, a goid medal, with 
suitable emblems and devices; and that the sum of 
thousand dollars be, and the same is hereby, appropri- 
ated, to be distributed as prize money to the officers and 
crew of the United States’ frigate the Constitution, of 
forty-four guns, according to the provisions of the act for 
the better government of the Navy of the United States; 
in testimony of the high sense entertained by Con- 
gress of the gallantry, good conduct, and services of 
Captain Hull, the officers, and crew, of the said fri- 
gate Constitution, in attacking, vanquishing, and cap- 
turing the British frigate the Guerriere, mounting fifty- 
four carriage guns, thereby exhibiting an cxample 
highly honorable to the American character, and in- 
structive to ourrising Navy. 

Some conversation passed on the proper mode 
of disposing of this subject, in the course of 
which 


ed to wait on the President of the United States, 
reported that the committee had performed the 
service assigned to them, and that the President 
answered that he would make a communication 
tothe two Houses of Congress to-morrow at 12 
o’clock. f 

And then the House adjourned. 


Wepnespay, November 4. 


Several other members, to wit: From Vermont, 
James Fisk; from North Carolina, WirLiAM R. 
Kina and IsnAEL PickENs, ; from Georgia, Bou- 
ting HaLL ; and from Kentucky, ANrHony New; 
appeared, and took their seats. 

A Message was received from the PRESIDENT 
or THE Univep States. [For which, see Sen- 
ate proceedings of this date, ante, page 11.] 

The Message having been read was referred, 
with the documents accompanying it, to the 
Committee of the whole House on the state of 
the Union. 


Tnurspay, November 5. 


A message from the Senate informed the 
House that the Senate have passed a resolution 
for the appointment of a joint committee to have 
the application of the money appropriated to the 
purchase of books and maps, for the use of the 
two Houses of Congress. 

The House proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion ; and it was agreed to: and Mr. Mrrenitt, 
Mr. Seyzert, and Mr. Emorrt, were appointed 
the committee on their part. 

Mr. Goopwyn moved a resolution for appoint- 
ing two Chaplains of different denominations, 
&c., as usual—which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

A message was received from the Senate mak- 
ing a similar proposition, and was taken up and 
agreed to. 

STANDING COMMITTEES. 


A motion was made by Mr. Mrrcnirr, that 
the House do now proceed to the appointment 
of standing committees pursuant to the rules 
and orders of the House: Whereupon, the fol- 
lowing persons were appointed on the several 
committees. 

Committee of Elections—Mr. Finouey, Mr. 
Macon, Mr. Davenrort, Mr. Trour, Mr. Daw- 
son, Mr. Emor, and Mr. Ausron. 

Commitiee of Ways and Means—Mr. Cnzvzs, 
Mr. Biss, Mr. PLeasants, Mr. RozEnTS, Mr. 
Jounson, Mr. Pitxin, and Mr. Fisk. 

Committee of Claims—Mr. Guorsow, Mr. 
Brown, Mr. Moserey, Mr. Suaw, Mr. SAGE, 
Mr. Arcner, and Mr. STANFORD. | i 

Commiitee of Commerce and Manufactures— 
Mr. Newron, Mr. Lownpzs, Mr. Mircuitt, Mr. 
McKim, Mr. Szyserr, Mr. Cuampron, and Mr. 
WipaERY. 

Committee on the Public Lands—Mr. Mor- 
Row, Mr. BLAckLEDGE, Mr. Lacock, Mr. Wik- 
son, Mr. Onmssy, Mr. Doy», and Mr. BicELow. 
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Mr. Sever suggested tlie propriety of also | .l. Resolved, That so much of the Message of the 
giving some distinctive or medals to tlie crew | President of the 4th instant, as relates to the subject 
of the Constitution, who he thought were too | of par foreign relations, be referred to a select com- 

enerally overlooked in such cases. mittee, pM A 
: Mr. Waren approved the spirit of the resolu- | 2. Resolved, That so much of the President's Mes- 
tion, but hoped the other officers would receive | 5386 aforesaid, as relates to the militia, volunteers, and. 
swords, and the men suitable rewards; and con- | the Army, of the United States, to the past operations, 
fidently honed & gold medal would be voted tò and to the future prosecution 'of the war with Great. 
the r tes telato of Lieutenant William Bush Britain on land, together with the Message of this day, 


d f his di be referred to a select committee. 
of the marines, a young gentleman from his dis- | “3, Resolved, That so much of the President's Mes- 
triet, who fell gallantly fighting in that action, 


: sage of the 4th instant, as relates to the Naval Estab- 
covered with wounds and glory ; he, therefore, 


1 lishment of the United States, to the past operations; 
for that purpose, moved that the resolution be | and to the future prosecution of the war on the ocean . 
referred to a select committee. 


3 and on the lakes, be referred to a select committee. 
The resolution was eventually ordered to lie 4. Resolved, That so much of the said Message as 
on.the table, till a committee should be appointed | relates to the revenue and to the late importations of 
to whom it should be referred. British manufactures, be referred to the Committee of 
: Ways and Means. j 
5. Resolved, That so much of the said Message as 
relates to British licenses, and to * cases of corrupt and 
perfidious intercourse with the enemy, not amounting 
sey, GEoneE C. MAXWELL; from Massachusetts, | fo treason," be referred to the Committee of Com- 
EzexieL Bacon; from Connecticut, Lewis B. | merce and Manufactures. f ` 
SrurcEs; and from Pennsylvania, James MiL-| The Committee rose, and reported these reso- 
NOR ; appeared and took their seats. lutions; which were agreed to by the House. 
.GEonaE POINDEXTER, the Delegate from the} And Messrs. SuiLiE, CALROUN, Grunpy, Gons- 
Mississippi Territory, also appeared; and took | BOROUGH, Macon, NeLsow; Harrer, Dessa, and 
his seat. SEAVER, Were appointed the committee, pursuant 
A Message was received from the President of | to the first resolution: 
the United States, returning, with objections, the | _ Messrs. WiLLIAMS, TROUP, Wricur, SEVIER 
bill, entitled “An act supplementary to the acts | LowNpzs, CHITTENDEN, LvLe, START, an 
heretofore passed on the subject of an uniform | Avery, were appointed the committee, pursuant 
rule of. naturalization,?; which passed the two | to the second resolution. 
Houses at the last session of Congress. Messrs. Bassert, Baoon, MILNor, BLEECKER, 
The Message was read, and referred to a select | Wineery, Dawson, Hyneman, ALsron, and 
committee ; and Mr. Lacock, Mr. Roans, Mr. | STow, were appointed the committee, pursuant 
Emorr, Mr. Ricnarpson, and Mr. McKim, were | to the third resolution. 
appointed the committee, .| EXPORTATION OF BREADSTUFFS. 
Another Message was received from th Presi- . 
dent of the United States, transmitting copies of | Mr. Harper having stated that he had a mo- 
the correspondence between the Department of |.tion to make, which, in his opinion, required se- 
War and the Governors of Massachusetts and | crecy, the House was cleared of strangers, and so 
Connecticut, referred to in his Message of the] remained till three o'clock, when the House ad- 
fourth instant. journed, and it appeared that the injunction of 
The Message was read and referred to the Com- | secrecy on the proceedings had been removed ; 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. ana that the motion submitted by Mr. H. was as 
On motion, by Mr. Dawson, the House pro- | follows: : 
ceeded to SOLER the resolution submited: by | _ Resolved, That the Committee of Commerce and 
him yesterday; and the same being read, was re- | Manufactures be xp to inquire ade expedi 
ferred to the committee appointed on that part of | ency of prone i ak United States e 
the President’s Message which relates to the Na- | and other breadstufis, from the Uni came the 
1 E : "Territories thereof, and that they report by bill, or oth 
val Establishment, to ihe past operations, and to 


5 - erwise. 
sne tuture porco of the war on the ocean A question was taken whether the subjeet- 
and on the lakes. 


The House then proceeded, by ballot, to the matter of the resolution required secrecy. and 
2 5 


S i tive—yeas 68, nays 3 
choice of a Chaplain ; and, upon an examination peer the affirma yeas 05, nays 39, as 
of the ballots, it appeared that the Rev. Jesse Yxas— Willis Alston, junior, William Anderson, 


Lee was duly chosen. ; Stevenson Archer, Dantel Avery, Ezekiel Bacon, 
PRN id Bard, William W. Bibb, William Blackledge 

PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE. Run ndun William Butler, John C. Calhoun” 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of | Francis Carr, Matthew Clay, Lewis Condict, William 
the whole House on the state of the Union, to | Crawford, Richard Cutts, John Dawson, Joseph Desha, 
whom had been referred the President's Message, | Samuel Dinsmoor, Elias Earle, William Findley, James 
Mr. Macon in the Chair. Fisk, Meshack Franklin, Thomas Gholson, Peterson 
On motion of Mr. Curves, the following reso- | Goodwyn, Isaiah L. Green, Felix Grundy, Bolling 
lutions were put, and carried nem. con. : Hall, Obed Hall, John A. Harper, John M. Hyneman, 


FnipAv, November 6. 
Several other members, to wit: from New Jer- 
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Joseph Kent, William R. King, 
William Lowndes, Aaron 
Thomas Moore, Wiliam 
Arunah Metcalf, Samuel 
h Nelson, Anthony 


"Richard M. Johnson, 
Abner. Lacock, Peter Little, 
Lyle, George C. Maxwell, 
McCoy, Alexander McKim, 
L. Mitchill, Jeremiah Morrow, Hug ¢ 
New, Thomas Newton, Stephen Ormsby, Israel Pick- 
ens, James Pleasants, junior, Benjamin Pond, Samuel 
Ringgold, John Rhea, John Roane; Jonathan Roberts, 
Ebenezer Seaver, John Sevier, Adam Seybert, Samuel 
Shaw, John Smilie, George Smith, Silas Stow, Wil- 
Ham Strong, Charles Turner, junior, Robert Whitehill, 
David R. Williams, and William Widgery. 

Naxs—John Baker, Burwell- Bassett, Abijah Bige- 
low, Harmanus Bleecker, Adam Boyd, Elijah Brigham, 

Epaphroditus Champion, Langdon Cheves, Martin 
Chittenden, John Davenport, junior, William Ely, 
James Emott, Asa Fitch, Charles Goldsborough, Aylett 
"Hawes, Jacoh Hufty, Richard Jackson, junior, Lyman 
Law, Nathaniel Macon, Archibald McBryde, James 
Milnor, Jonathan O. Moseley, Thomas Newbold, Jo- 
seph Pearson, Timothy Pitkin, junior, William M. 
Richardson, William Rodman, Thomas Sammons, 
John Smith, Richard Stanford, Philip Stuart, Lewis 
B. Sturges, Uri Tracy, George M. ‘Troup, Pierre Van 
Cortlandt, junior, Laban Wheaton, Leonard White, 
Thomas Wilson, and Robert Wright. 


Mr. Newron moved to amend the resolution 
by striking out all of the same after the word 
“resolved,” for the purpose of inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

* That the exportation of flour and breadstuffs from 
the United States, and the Territories thereof, ought to 
be prohibited by law.” : 

This motion was negatived. 

The question was then taken that the resolu- 
tion do pass, and determined in the negative— 
yeas 26, nays 76, as follows: 


Yeras—David Bard, William W. Bibb, William 
Blackledge, Francis Carr, Matthew Clay, William 
Crawford, Richard Cutts, Joseph Desha, Samuel Dins- 
moor, Elias Earle, James Fisk, Meshack Franklin, 
Isaiah L. Green, Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, John A. 
Harper, Nathaniel Macon, Thomas Moore, Samuel L. 
Mitchill, Thomas Newton, Benjamin Pond, Ebenezer 
Seaver, Adam Seybert, William Strong, David R. Wil- 
liams, and William Widgery. 

Nars— Willis Alston, jun., William Anderson, Ste- 
venson Archer, Daniel Avery, Ezekiel Bacon, John 
Baker, Burwell Bassett, Abijah Bigelow, Harmanus 
Bleecker, Adam Boyd, Elijah Brigham, Robert Brown, 
William Butler, John C. Calhoun, Epaphroditus 
Champion, Langdon Cheves, Martin Chittenden, Lewis 
Condict, John Davenport, junior, John Dawson, Wil- 
liam Ely, James Emmott, William Findley, Asa Fitch, 
Thomas Gholson, Charles Goldsborough, Peterson 
Goodwyn, Felix Grundy, Aylett Hawes, Jacob Hufty, 
John M. Hyneman, Richard M. Johnson, Joseph Kent, 
William R. King, Abner Lacock, Lyman Law, Wm. 
Lowndes, Aaron Lyle, George C. Maxwell, Archibald 
McBryde, William McCoy, Alexander McKim, Aru- 
nah Metcalf, James Milnor, Jeremiah Morrow, Jona- 
than O. Moseley, Hugh Nelson, Thomas Newbold, 
Stephen Ormsby, Joseph Pearson, Israel Pickens, 
Timothy Pitkin, junior, James Pleasants, junior, 
William M. Richardson, Samuel Ringgold, John Rhea, 
John Roane, Jonathan Roberts, William Rodman, 


Lewis B. Sturges, Uri Tracy, Geo. M. Troup, Charles 
Turner, junior, Pierre Van Cortlandt, junior, Laban 
Wheaton, Leonard White, Thomas Wilson, and Rob- 
ert Wright. 

On motion of Mr. GorpssoRovaH, the injunc- 
tion of secrecy on the resolutions and proceed- 
ings thereon were removed. i 

Adjourned to Monday. 


Monpay, November 9. 


Several other members, to wit: from Massa- 
chusetts, SamueL TAcGART ; from Connecticut, 
Bensamin TALLMADGE; from New York, EBE- 
NEZER SAGE, and Tuomas R. Gorp ; from Penn- 
sylvania, Roger Davis; from Delaware, HENRY 
M. Rivcevy; and from Virginia, Joun Tauta- 
FERRO ; appeared and took their seats. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have unanimously resolved that 
the Rev, Jonn BRECKENRIDGE be appointed Chap- 
lain to Congress, for the present session, on their 
part. . 

Mr. MrroniLr, presented a petition of sundry 
owners and agents of privateers in the city of 
New York, praying for a reduction of the duties 
on prizes and prize goods; that prize property, 
on condemnation, may be delivered to them to 
be disposed of and distributed; that the time ne- 
cessary to procure condemnations may be short- 
ened; that the fees of the officers of prize courts 
may be limited to a certain sum, and that prize 
owners and their agents be authorized to order 
prizes arrived in one port to any other port, at 
their discretion, at any time before the actual 
libelling of such prizes. 

Ordered, That so much of the said petition as 
relates to the revenue, be referred to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means; and that the residue 
thereof be referred to the committee appointed on 
that part of the President’s Message which re- 
lates to the Naval Establishment, and to the pros- 
ecution of the war on the ocean and on the lakes. 

The Speaker laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting state- 
ments of the application of moneys appropriated 
for that Department, which have been transferred 
from one branch of expenditure to another, since 
the last session of Congress.—Referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

On motion of Mr. Szysert, the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads were instructed 
to report a bill authorizing the members of the 
Senate and House of Representatives to frank 
the Presidents Message and accompanying doc- 
uments, transmitted to both Houses of Congress, 
at the opening of the present session, notwith- 
standing the same may weigh more than two 
ounces. 

On motion of Mr. Jexwixcs, the Committee of 
Claims were instructed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of making provision, by law, for compen- 
sating any person or persons for the unavoidable 
loss of any horse or horses, during the campaign 


Thomas Sammons, John Sevier, Samuel Shaw, Geo. | to T'ippecanoe, on the river W i 
0 aons, Joh : abash, with leave 
Smith, John Smith, Richard Stanford, Philip Stuart, to report by bill or otherwise. : 
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Mounted Troops. 


H.or R. 


SOLDIERS FROM ARREST 
FOR DEBT. : 


^ Mr. Bacon stated that, under the present law, 
éxempting from arrest privates in the Army of 
the United, States in certain cases of debt, frauds 
had been, and more extensively might be, com- 
mitted ; inasmuch as a soldier who was tired of 
the service, by giving his bond for a feigned debt 
for an amount greater than twenty dollars, could 
procure himself to be arrested and kept out of 
service, &c. Mr. B. further illustrated the eva- 
sions to which the present law is liable, and con- 
cluded by moving the following resolution: 
Resolved; That the Committee, on Military Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of provid- 
ing by law for exempting altogether from liability to 
arrest, or being taken in execution for debt, of any 
non-commissioned officer, musician, or private, belong- 
ing to the Army of the United States, or to any volun- 
teer corps, when called into service pursuant to law. 


The resolution was agreed to. 


EXEMPTION, OF 


Tuxrspay, November 10. 


Another member, to wit: from Virginia, James 
BRECKENRIDGE, appeared, and took his seat. 

Mr. Mrrcuity presented a petition of sundry 
merchants of the city of New York, praying to 
be relieved from the penalties incurred by the late 
importations of British manufactures into the 
United States.—Referred to the Committee of 
Waysand Means. 

Mr. Pheasants presented a petition of Tomp- 
kins and Murray, merchants, of Richmond, in the 
State of. Virginia, also praying to be relieved from 
the penalties incurred by the late importations of 
British manufactures, on their account, into the 
United States.—Referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. f 

‘Mr. Raza, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, presented a bill to author- 
ize the transportation of certain documents free 
of postage ; which was read twice, and ordered to 
be engrossed. and read the third time to-day, 
which was subsequently done, and the bill passed. 

Mr. Pornpexrer observed that a bill had last 
session passed this House for erecting Mississippi 
Territory into a State, but been rejected in the 
Senate from a particular objection, which it was 
now understood would be soon removed by the 
consént of the State of Georgia to the measure. 
He, therefore, proposed that a bill for that purpose 
should be again originated in this House; and, 
therefore, moved the following resolution: 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
into the expediency of authorizing the people of the 
Mississippi Territory to form a constitution and State 
government, and of admitting them into the Union on 
an equal footing with the original States ; and that the 
committee have leave to report thereon by bill or other- 
wise. 

The resolution was agreed to; and Messrs. 
PoimwpExvEn, B. HarL, GRUNDY, TALIAFERRO, 
and Goopwyn, were appointed a committee ac- 
cordingly. 


CER d ] 
eee. 


MOUNTED TROOPS. 
. Mr. Jounson observed that he had draughted 
a resolution for. the consideration of.the House, 
the object of which was to authorize an expedi- 
tion of mounted volunteers against the several 
Indian tribes hostile to the United States. He 
said the people of the United States had the: 
power and the will to break up and to extirpate 
those hostile savages, to desolate their country, 
or compel them to surrender at diseretion,.as the 
Miamies had done lately when they beheld the 
strong arm of the Government uplifted and rea- 
dy.to fall upon them heavily. And ít was the 
imperious duty of Congress so to organize this 
power, and so to direct this will, as to make it ef- 
fectual and most destruetive to the enemy in the 
line of its operation. Mr. J. said a winter cam- 
paign of mounted men wel] selected, well organ- 
ized, and well conducted for sixty days, would 
close an Indian war, which was restrained on their 
part by no ties of religion, by no rules of moral- 
ity, by no suggestions of. mercy, by no principles 
of humanity. Sir, said he, you well know that 
we cannot so guard any part of our extended line 
of frontier as to prevent entirely the iacursions of 
savages, so long as they have a place of safety or 
hiding place upon our borders; by reason of which 
a few .desperate savages, well armed with their 
rifles, tomaha wks, and scalping knives, and paid 
for the scalps of our citizens, may travel in the 
night, watch their place of assassination undis- 
covered, and fall upon our infant settlements thus 
exposed and massacre them without distinction of 
age or sex, and not leave even an infant to lisp 
the sad tale-of sorrow to the passing stranger. 
Such has been the fact in many places on our 
frontier since the battle of Tippecanoe; and such 
was the melancholy fact near the Ohio river, in 
Indiana, when upwards of twenty persons were 
horribly murdered in cold blood, without the op- 
portunity of resistance; the most of these unfor- 
tunate victims were women and children, whose 
heads were roasted by the fire, and in this cruel 
mode tortured to death, and under circumstances 
which would blacken and dye with deeper dis- 
grace the most infamous and abandoned set of 
beings on earth. Since the defeat of Braddock, 
Mr. J. observed, the conflict with the Indians had 
always been an unequal one, and the United 
States had never. carried on such a campaign 
against them as would bring them to their rea- 
son. He observed, that a winter campaign of 
mounted men would place us on an equality in 
our contest with the Indians; and he pledged 
himself for the efficacy of such an expedition, if 
sanctioned aad authorized by Congress, and left 
to the Executive of Kentucky; so far as the forces 
were taken from that State. On sucha campaign 
they must meet us in battle, or surrender at dis- 
cretion; they could not avoid our search nor 
evade our pursuit—the season would furnish cer- 
tain means of discovery; theirstrong holds would 
be broken up; their squaws and children would 
fall into our hands, and remain sure pledges 
against savage ferocity and barbarity. Nothing 
do they so much fear as to have their squaws 
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taken prisoners. Their winter quarters would be 
discovered and their stock of winter provisions 
would be destroyed; and once since the revolu- 
tion the friend to his country would enjoy the 
satisfaction of seeing our savage enemies hum- 
bled in the dust and solely at our mercy, notwith- 
standing all the arts of British intrigue to the 
contrary. On the contrary, we want no addition- 
al evidence, no train of reasoning, nor a particu- 
lar detail of facts, to convince us that any other 
kind of force, and at any other period, will only 
give us a partial remedy. Upon any other prin- 
ciple we give the savage foe every advantage. 
When threatened and pursued by a force suffi- 
cient to chastise them, no warriors can be found 
—they scatter through the woods like the wild 
beasts of the forest. Senda small party. and they 
-are immediately surrounded and cut off by supe- 
rior numbers. In fact, sir, they will not meet at 
their own doors and firesides equal numbers in 
honorable combat—they must always have some 
great and decided advantage. In the several at- 
tacks made upon Fort Wayne, Fort Harrison, 
and Bellvue—at which places our officers and sol- 
diers acted with a firmness and gallantry deserv- 
ing the highest praises of their country—the In- 
dians retreated at the approach of assistance, and 
could not be found. We witnessed the same 
scene when our army penetrated their country 
from Fort Wayne, who burnt their towns and 
destroyed their crops. In short, sir, late in the 
Spring, in the Summer, and in the Fall, every 
thicket, every swamp—nay. every brush-heap sur- 
rounded with weeds furnishes a hiding place; 
and it is in vain to search after Indians atsuch a 
time, if they are not disposed to be seen. Mr. J. 
said, with this imperfect picture before us, which, 
however, contained undeniable facts, Congress 
could not reconcile it to its duty not to take such 
steps as would speedily terminate the war with 
the savages. Such steps had been taken as to 
produce much temporary distress among the Pot- 
tawatamies and other tribes, and the destruction 
of their villages and crops would employ many 
of their warriors in procuring subsistence for 
their squaws and children, which consequently 
gave a correspondent relief to our frontier settle- 
ments; that a winter campaign well conducted 
was indispensable to complete the work which 
was begun with so much zeal, but which could 
not produce all the benefit that might be expected 
from a regular authorized expedition; for it would 
be recollected that the mounted men had gone 
out suddenly upon the spur of the occasion, with- 
out compensation, with a view to relieve the 
frontiers from the disasters of Hull’s humiliating 
surrender; and in such voluntary associations 
many men would consider themselves under less 
obligations than if employed by the Government, 
although the party with whom he had the honor 
to act served beyond the time for which they en- 
rolled themselves, and never quitted the service 
until honorably discharged. Mr. J. observed, if 
the savages are unmindful of the many acts. of 
benevolence, of justice and friendship exercised 
towards them by the United States; if British 


influence, or British gold, or any other considera- 
tion, could induce them to continue the savage 
practice of imbruing their hands alike in the 
blood of the warrior in the field, and the infant 
in its mother’s arms; if they will be bound by no 
obligation however sacred; by no treaty, how- 
ever solemnly made; by no dictate of nature, no 
matter how self-evident; the United States are 
absolved from acts of further forbearance ; and 
we are called upon by every feeling of duty and 
honor to disarm them of their fury and put them 
beyond the power of injury. Mr. J. said he had 
not intended to trouble the House with so many 
preliminary remarks, but he had seen in his place 
the Chairman of the committee to whom the res- 
olution was to be referred, and he was anxious 
that the design and object of the motion should 
be known, that the committee might act with des- 
patch if it met with their views: 

Resolved, That the select committee to whom was 
referred so much of the President’s Message as relates 
to military affairs, be instructed to inquire into the ex- 
pediency of authorizing an expedition of mounted vol- 
unteers against the Indian tribes hostile to the United 
States. 

The resolution was agreed to nem. con., without 
debate. 


Wennespay, November 11, 


Mr. Prrxin presented a petition of sundry mer- 
chants of New Haven, in the State of Connecti- 
cut, praying to be relieved from the penalties in- 
curred by the late importations of British manu- 
factures, on their account, into the United States. 
—Referred to the Committee of Waysand Means. 

The SPEAKER presented a petition of Benjamin 
M. Piatt, of the Illinois Territory, complaining of 
the undue election of Shadrack Bond, to serve 
as the Delegate in this House from the Illinois 
Territory, and praying that an investigation into 
the said election may take place, and that such 
decision may be had thereon, as, in the wisdom 
of the House may appear proper.—Referred to 
the Committee of Elections. 


Tuaurspay, November 12. 


Another member, to wit: from Kentucky, SAM- 
veL McKee, appeared and took his seat. 

Mr. Bassett, from the Committee on the Na- 
| val Establishment, to whom was referred the res- 
| olution submitted by Mr. Dawson, requesting the 
į President to present a gold medal to Captain Hull, 
| reported the same, with an amendment; which 
| was read, and committed to a Committee of the 

Whole on Monday next. 

On motion, of Mr. SEYBERT, a committee was 
appointed to inquire into the expediency of pro- 
longing the continuance of the Mint at Philadel- 
phia, with leave to report by bill. Mr. SEYBERT, 
Mr. MrrcniLL, and Mr. MosELEY, were appointed 
the committee. 


Farivar, November 13. 


Several other members, to wit ; from New 
York, Tuomas B. Cooxz; from New Jersey, 


149 


\ HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


150 


Novemser, 1812. 


District Judges— The Mint—Public Lands. 


H.orR. 


James Moraan; from Virginia, Jonn RANDOLPH; 
and from North Carolina, LEMUEL Sawyer ; ap- 
peared, and took their seats. - 3 

Mr. SEYRERT, from the committee appointed 
yesterday, presented a bill further to prolong the 
continuance of the Mint at Philadelphia; which 
was read twice, and committed to a Committee 
of the Whole to-day. ` : 

A Message was received. from the PRESIDEN 
oF THE UNITED STATES, transmitting, for the fur- 
ther information of Congress relative to the pa- 
cific.advances made on the part of this Govern- 
ment to that of Great Britain, and the manner 
in whieh they have been met by the latter, the 
sequel of the communications on that subject, re- 
ceived from the late Chargé des Affaires at Lon- 
don.— Read, and ordered to lie on the table. 

On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, a committee was 
appointed to bring in a bill vesting the power of 
retaliation, in certain cases, in the President of 
the United States. Mr. WnranT, Mr. GnoLsoN, 
Mr. TALLMADGE, Mr. Burier, and Mr. Frrcn, 

"were appointed the committee. 
` The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill further to prolong the con- 
tinuance of the Mint at Philadelphia. The bill 
was reported with an amendment, concurred'in 
by the House, and the bill ordered to be engrossed, 
and read the third time on Monday next. 

Adjourned to Monday. 


Monpay, November 16, 


Several other members, to wit: from Massa- 
chusetts, Witttam Reen; from Rhode Island, 
Erissa R. Porrer; from Virginia, DANIEL 
SBEFFEY; from North Carolina, James Coce- 
RAN; from South Carolina, RicHARD WINN; ap- 
peared and took their seats. 

Mr. SEvBERT presented a petition from sundry 
merchants of the city of Philadelphia, praying to 
be released from the penalties incurred by the 
late importations into the United States of Brit- 
ish manufactures, on their account. 

Mr. Mitnor presented a petition of sundry 
merchants of Boston, also praying to be released 
from the penalties incurred by them in the late 
importations, on their account, of British manu- 
factures.—Referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, 

On motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
into the expediency of compelling the judges of the 
respective districts and territories of the United States 
to reside within the district or territory for which they 
may be appointed; and, that the committee have leave 
to report by bill, or otherwise. 

Mr. Poinpexter, Mr. Ormssy, Mr. Pickens, 
Mr. Tariarenno, and Mr. Strona, were appoint- 
ed the committee. 

DISTRICT JUDGES. 

Mr. Gorp stated that, in consequence of the 
great increase of labor devolving on the judges 
of the district courts of the United States, the 
salariss of several were altogether inadequate to 


the services performed, which, in some instances, 
had tripled since the salaries were fixed, and had 
become particularly.arduous and laborious under 
recent laws of the United States, Of all the offi- 
cers in the Government, the compensation al- 
lowed to distriet judges was the lowest in the 
scale; for, he said; the expenses of travelling the 
circuit of the distriets consumed near the whole 
emolument of some of the judges, whose sala- 
ries were less than many of the clerks in the 
public offices. Taking these things, into view, 
he was induced to propose the following resolu- 
tion: 

* Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of increas- 
ing the salaries or compensation allowed by law to the 
district judges of the ‘several judicial districts within 
the United States.” 

The House agreed to consider the resolution ; 
which, however, on the question of its passage, 


‘was rejected—yeas 41, nays 42. 


THE MINT. 


The bill for continuing the Mint of the United 
States at the city of Philadelphia, was read a 
third time. . 

Mr. Lewis moved to recommit the bill, with a 
view of substituting Washington City, instead of 
Philadelphia, for the location of the Mint, urging 
in support of his proposition the obvious propri- 
ety of fixing an establishment of this description 
at the Seat of the Government which erects it. 

Mr..SEvnERT and Mr. SutLi£ opposed the mo- 


| tion, because a removal would be injurious to the 


public interest, because of the difficulty of ob- 
taining bullion, except in a great commercial 
city; and, because it was doubtful whether the 
officers and workmen who conducted it could 
be induced to remove from their Philadelphia 
residence. 

The motion was negatived, eight members only 
rising in favor of it. . 

The bill was then read a third time, and passed. 
without a division: 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. Jennines prefaced the following motion 
by some remarks on its merits. On the extension 
of the time of payment for lands purchased of 
the United States, he remarked that the state of 
things in the Northwestern country, it was evi- 
dent to every one, had cut off from the people of 
that country the means.whereby they must have 
calculated to make payment for their lands ; and, 
although the extension of payment was, in prin- 
ciple, objectionable, circumstances now imperi- 
ously called for it. On the second resolution, he 
conceived that, in the end, more money would 
accrue from it than from the present system, and 
it would be paid with greater certainty. The fol- 
lowing are the resolutions, as proposed by Mr. J.: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands 


‘| be, and they are hereby, instructed to inquire into the 


expediency of prolonging the time of payment to those 
purchasers of the public lands northwest of the river 
Ohio, who shall have purchased prior to the first day 
of April, 1809. 
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Resolved, likewise, That the said committee inquire 
into the expediency of subdividing each: quarter sec- 
tion, and reducing the price of the lands of the United 
States. . s j 

The resolutions were adopted. ` 


Tuespay, November 17. 


Mr. Wriaut, from the committee appointed 
on the 13th instant, presented a bill vesting the 
power of retaliation, in certain cases, in the Pres- 
ident of the United States; which was read 
twice, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole to-morrow. 

The bill is as follows: 

A Bill vesting the power of retaliation, in certain 
cases, in the President of the United States. 

Be it enacted, §c., That if any citizen of the United 
States being a prisoner by land or sea to the British 
Government, or who has been impressed, has suffered 
or shall suffer death, mutilation, or other corporeal 
punishment, or be imprisoned with unusual severity 
by any officer, agent, soldier, or Indian, in the service 
of the British Government, the President of the Uni- 
ted States shall be, and he is hereby, empowered and 
required to cause the most rigorous retaliation to be 
executed on any subject, officer, soldier, or Indian, in 
the service or employment of the British Government, 
as shall or may have been captured by the arms of the 
United States by land or sea. 


LETTERS OF MARQUE, &c. 


Mr. Basser, from the committee appointed 
on that part of the President's Message which 
relates to the Naval Establishment, reported, in 
part, a bill in addition to the act concerning let- 
ters of marque, prizes, and prize goods ; which 
was read twice, and committed to a Committee 
of the Whole to-morrow. 

The bill is asfollows: 


in addition, and shall be pledged and appropriated to 
the same fünd as is thereby provided for. 

Sec. 2. And. be it further enacted, That all bonds 
taken for the security of the two per cent. fund before 
provided for shall be made payable within sixty days 
from the time of taking such bonds. 

Sxc. 3. And be it further enacted, That the owners 
of any private armed vessel or vessels, or their agents, 
may, at any time before a libel shall be filed against any 
captured vessel or her cargo, remove the same from 
any port into which it may be first brought, to any 
other port in the United States, subject to the same 
restrictions, and complying with the same regulations, 
with respect to the payment: of duties, which are pro- 
vided by law in relation to other vessels arriving in 
port with cargoes subject to duty: Provided, That 
before such removal the said captured property shall 
not have been attached at the suit of any adverse 
claimant, or a claim against the same have been in- 
terposed in behalf of the United States. 

Sxc. 4. And be it further enacted, That wherever 
the proceeds of any prize property has been, or shall 
be, deposited with the clerk of any district court, pur- 
suant to the orders of said court, upon condemnation, 
the same shall, at the request. of the owners of the 
private armed vessel by which the capture shall have 
been made, or of their agents, be paid over to them, to 
be by them distributed agreeably to the provisions of 
law. 


WzpNzspAY, November 18. 


Another member, to wit: Josian Quincy, 
from Massachusetts, appeared, and took his seat. 

Mr. Purasan's presented a petition of sundry 
merchants of Richmond, Virginia, praying to be 
relieved from the penalties incurred by them in 
the late importation into the United States of 
British manufactures.—Referred to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. 

A Message was received from the President of 


A Bill in addition to the act concerning letters of | the United States transmitting copies of a com- 


marque, prizes, and prize goods. 


Be it enacted by the Senate und House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Con- 
gress assembled, That all prize property, upon sen- 
tence of condemnation, shall, at the request of the 
owners of the private armed vessel by which the cap- 
ture shall have been made, or of their agents, be, by 
the marshal of the district in whose custody the same 
may be, delivered over to the said owners or their agents, 
to be by them sold or disposed of at their discretion, 
and the procecds thereof distributed by them agreea- 
bly to the provisions of law: Provided, That all fees, 
costs, and charges, arising on the process for condem- 
nation be first paid, aud that the duties accruing on 
such prize goods, as also two per cent. on the estima- 
ted value of such prize property, after deducting all 
duties, costs, and charges, (which value, as it respects 
the cargo, shall be ascertained in the same manner as 
is provided by law for ascertaining the value of goods 
subject to ad valorem duties; and as it respects the 
vessel, to be ascertained by appraisers to be appointed 
in the same manner,) shall be first paid, or secured to 
be paid, to the collector of the district into which such 
prize property may be brought for condemnation; 
which two per cent. shall be in lieu of the two per 
cent. on the net amount of the prize money reserved 
by the seventh section of the act to which this act is 


munication from Mr. Russell to the Secretary of 

State, connected with the correspondence ac- 

companying the Message of the twelith instant.— 
j Ordered to lie on the table. 

On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, five thousand copies 
of the Message and documents of the twelfth in- 
stant were ordered to be printed for the use of 
this House. 

Another Message was received from the Presi- 
dent of the United States transmitting copies of 
a letter from the Consul General of the United 
States to. Algiers, stating the cireumstances pre- 
ceding and attending his departure from that 
Regency.—Referred to the committee appointed 
on that part of the President's Message which 
relates to Foreign Relations. 

The Spraxer laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting à 
statement of the expenditure and application of 
moneys drawn from the Treasury on account of 


the Navy, for the year ending the first of Sep- 
tember, 1812; which was read, and referred to 
the committee on that part of the Presidents 
Message which relates to the Naval Rstablish- 
ment. 


Mr. Lacocx, from the committee appointed on 
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the President's Message of the 6th instant, pre- 


Mr. Bassett, as chairman of the committee 


sented a bill supplementary to the acts hereto- | who reported the bill, explained its provisions, 


fore passed on the subject of an uniform rule of 
naturalization ; which was read twice, and com- 


and enforced the necessity of its adoption. He 
took occasion to advert to the numerous captures 


mitted to a Committee of the Whole to-morrow. | made by our private armed-^vessels, and their 


The bill is as follows: 


utility as a system of annoyance to the enemy. 


A Bill supplementary to the acts heretofore passed on | In every case in which they had come in con- 


the subject of an uniform rule of naturalization. 


flict, they had acquitted themselves in a manner 


* Be it enacted, 4c., That all persons resident in that redounded to their credit. ` 


‘the "United States or the Territories thereof on the 


After some further conversation on the details 


first of June; 1812, may be admitted to the rights of | Of the bill, thé following section was, on motion 
citizens of the United States, at the times and in the | of Mr. Bacon, substituted for the fourth section 
manner prescribed by the acts heretofore passed on | of the bill: : 

that subject, anything arising from or growing out of | “Src. 4. And be it further enacted, That in cases 
our present state of war with Great Britain, lreland, | of sale of prize property by the marshal of any dis- 
and their dependencies, to the contrary notwithstand- | trict, or wherever the proceeds thereof has been or 
ing: Provided, That no alien enemy shall be admit- | shall be deposited with the clerk of any district court, 
ted to the rights of citizenship, who shall not within | pursuant to the orders of said court upon condemna- 
nine months afterthe passing of this act make his ap- | tion, the same shall, by the said marshal or clerk re- 
plication, and such declaration of his intention, as is | spectively, at the request of the‘ owners of the private 
required by law. And provided, also, that nothing | armed vessel by which the capture shall have been 
herein contained shall be taken or construed to inter- | made, or of their agents, be paid over to them, to be 
fere or prevent the apprehension and removal, agreea- | by them distributed agreeably to the provisions of law : 


bly to law, of any alien enemy at any-time previous | Provided, That all fees, costs, and charges, arising on 


to the actual naturalization of such alien.” 


Mr. PoiNpExTER presented a bill to enable the 
people of the Mississippi "Territory to form a 
constitution and State government, &c. ; which 
.was read twice, and committed to a Committee 
of the Whole on Monday next. ; 

‘On motion of Mr. Wricut, the House re- 


condemnation be first paid, and all duties aceruing on 
such prize property, as also the two per cent. fund ac- 
cruing on such proceeds, be first paid, or secured to 
be paid, to the collector of the district into which such 
prize may be brought for condemnation, and that the 
marshal and clerk shall be allowed for their services 
respectively, in selling, receiving, and paying over as 
aforesaid, a commission of one per cent. and no more, 


solved itself into a Committee of the Whole on | on the net proceeds of such prize property, after de- 
the bill vesting the power of retaliation in the | ducting the duties, the two per cent. andcharges afore- 


President of the United States. 


said: Provided, also, That such commission shall not 


Mr. W. made a speech of sonie length in favor | exceed, upon any property included in one condemna- 


of the bill. 


On motion of Mr. Lacock, the bill was amend- 


tion, the sum of one thousand dollars." 
The bill as amended was then ordered to be 


ed, by inserting after the word^ severity," the engrossed for a third reading. 


words * or be otherwise treated contrary to the 
usages of civilized warfare.” 

The Committee then rose and reported the bill, 
which was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, without debate or opposition. 


Tuorspay, November 19. 
Mr. Mircuitt presented a petition of the 
Highland Road Turnpike Company, in the State 
of New York, praying a grant of twenty thou- 


RETALIATION. 


The engrossed bill “vesting the power of re- 
taliation in the President of the United States in 
certain cases,” was read a third time. 

A debate of more than an hour took place on 
the question of its passage, which was finally 
determined ‘in the negative, by yeas and nays— 
51 to 61, as follows: i , 

Yxas—Willis Alston, junior, William- Anderson, 
David Bard, Robert Brown, William Butler, Mat- 


sand dollars, to be applied towards completing | thew Clay, Lewis Condict, William Crawford, Rich- 


the said turnpike road ; which was read, and re- 


ard Cutts, Joseph Desha, Elias Earle, James Fisk, 


ferred to a select committee; Mr. Mircutut, Mr. | Meshack Franklin, Peterson Goodwyn, Isaiah L. 
MaxwELL, and Mr. Reen, were appointed the | Green, Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, John A. Harper, 


committee, 


John M. Hyneman; Richard M. Johnson, Joseph Kent, 


Mr. WiLLiAMS, from the committee appointed | William R. King, Abner Lacock, Peter Little, Aaron 
on that part of the President’s Message which | Lyle, Nathaniel Macon, George C. Maxwell, William 
relates to military affairs, reported, in part, a bill | McCoy, Samuel McKee, Alexander McKim, Arunah 


concerning the pay of the non-commis 
officers, musicians, privates, and others, 
Army of the United States, and for other purpo- 
ses; which was read twice, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole to-morrow. 

PRIZE LAW. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee 
of the Whole on the bill in addition to the act 
concerning prizes and prize goods. 


sioned | Metcalf, James Morgan, Jeremiah Morrow, Hugh Nel- 
of the i son, Stephen Ormsby, Israel Pickens, James Pleas- 


ants, jun., Benjamin Pond, John Rhea, John Roane, 
Jonathan Roberts, Ebenezer Sage, Ebenezer Seaver, 
John Sevier, Adam Seybert, Samuel Shaw, George 
Smith, William Strong, John Taliaferro, William 
Widgery, and Robert Wright. 

Naxs—Ezekiel Bacon, John Baker, Burwell Bas- 
sett, Abijah Bigelow, William Blackledge, Harmanus 
Bleecker, Adam Boyd, James Breckenridge, Elijah 
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Brigham, John €. Calhoun, Epaphroditus Champion, 
Langdon. Cheves, Martin Chittenden, James Coch- 
ran, Thomas B. Cooke, John Davenport, jr., Roger 
Davis, Samuel Dinsmoor, William Ely, Wm. Findley, 
Asa Fitch, Thomas Gholson, Thomas R. Gold, Felix 
Grundy, Aylett Hawes, Jacob Hufty, Richard Jack- 
son, jr, Lyman Law, Joseph Lewis, jr, William 
Lowndes, Archibald McBryde, Samuel L. Mitchill, 
Jonathan O. Moseley, Thomas Newbold, Thomas 
Newton, Joseph Pearson, Timothy Pitkin, jr., Elisha 


R. Potter, Josiah Quincy, William Reed, William | 


M. Richardson, Henry M. Ridgely, William Rod- 
man, Thomas Sammons, Lemuel Sawyer, Daniel 
Sheffey, John Smilie, John Smith, Richard Stanford, 
Silas Stow, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Ben- 
jamin Tallmadge, Uri Tracy, George M. Troup, Chas. 
Turner, jr, Laban Wheaton, Leonard White, Robert 
Whitehill, David R. Williams, and Thomas Wilson. 


FniDAY, November 20. 


Mr. SEvsERT presented a petition of sundry 
merchants of the city of Philadelphia, praying to 
be released from the penalties incurred by them 
in the late importation into the United States of 
British manufactures, on their accounts.—Re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. POINDEXTER, from the committee appoint- 
ed. on the 16th instant, presented a bill concern- 
ing the district and territorial judges of the Uni- 
ted States; which was read twice, and commit- 
ted to a Committee of the Whole to-morrow. 


PAY OF THE ARMY. 


The House went into Committee of the Whole 
on the bill concerning the pay of the Army of 
the United States, which was read throughout 
by the Chairman, as follows: 


* Best enactedby the Senate and Houseof Represent- 
atives of the United States of America, in Congress 
assmbled, That, from and after the passing of this act, 
the monthly pay of the non-commissioned officers, mu- 
sicians, privates, drivers, bombardiers, matrosses, sap- 
pers, miners, artificers, saddlers, farriers, and black- 
smiths, who have or shall hereafter enlist in the service 
of the United States, be as follows, to wit: to each 
sergeant major and quartermaster-sergeant, dol- 
lars; to each sergeant and teacher of music, dol- 
lars; to each corporal, dollars; to each musician, 
dollars; to each private, driver, bombardier, ma- 
tross, sapper, and miner, dollars; to each artificer, 
saddler, farrier, and blacksmith, dollars. 

“Sre. 2. And be it further enacted, That, during 
the continuance of the war with Great Britain, no non- 
commissioned officer, musician, private, driver, bom- 
bardier, matross, sapper, miner, artificer, saddler, far- 
rier, or blacksmith, enlisted in the service of the Uni- 
ted States, shall be arrested, or subject to arrest, or to 
be taken in execution for any debt contracted before or 
after enlistment. 

* Sxc. 3. And be it further enacted, T hat, during the 
said war, every person above the age of eighteen years, 
who shall be enlisted by any officer, shall be held in 
the Army of the United States during the period of 
such enlistment; anything in any act to the contrary 
notwithstanding. 

“Sec. 4; And be it further enacted, That every non- 
commissioned officer, musician, and private, who shall, 
after tbe promulgation of this act, be recruited in the 


regular Army of the United States, may, at his option, 
to be made at the time of enlistment, engage to serve 
during the present war with Great Britain, instead of 
the term of five years; and shall, in case he makes 
such option, be entitled to the same bounty in money 
cand land, and to all other allowances, and be subject 
to the same rules and regulations, as if he had enlisted 
for the term of five years." 

Mr. WiLLiAMs, as chairman of’ the committee 
who reported it, rose to explain the provisions of 
the bill. He said, he hoped the consideration of 
the bill would not involve a discussion of the 
justice or necessity of the war. War, said he, is 
now declared ; we have thrown ourselves between 
our eountry and the enemy ; and it becomes us 
to carry her triumphantly through the war, or be 
responsible for the disgrace a contrary course 
would incur. The reason of the introduction of 
the first provision of the bill, he said, was the pal- 
pable faet, that the present pay of the Army, tak- 
ing into consideration the price of labor through- 
out the Union, was much below the average rate 
The committee, in the investigation of this busi- 
ness, had, with much labor, consulted all sources 
of information accessible to them, and in no part 
of the United States did it appear to be conceded 
by their Representatives, that the fair price of 
labor was less than nine dollars per month. Even 
if the price was as low as eight, or say seven dol- 
lars, wherefore should the soldier receive less 
than any other man? This is a subject on which 
every gentleman could decide by recurring to his 
own neighborhood, and inquiring, what was there 
the price of labor. If he could not procure the 
service of an individual there for less than eight 
dollars, how can he refuse the soldier that price 
which I now solicit for him? The ranks are 
not filled; we know it by too melancholy a proof; 
and it is our duty to fill them. How shall we 
best doit? It will not be contended that your 
population is insufficient; no, sir; the induce- 
ment is not adequate. ‘There is no avocation of 
life, no employment, however hazardous, which 
fails to be pursued from a want of persons ready 
to engage in it. No, sir; if you want men to 
scale ihe mountains of ice under the Northern 
pole, or endure the fervid rays of a vertical sun 
in the hither India, to brave the stormy ocean, 
or search for mines in the bowels of the earth; 
only find them adequate compensation, and there 
are men enough to be found. The compensation 
for services performed, ought always to bein pro- 
portion to the risk incurred. "This is a position 
which cannot be controverted. ‘There is no rea- 
son why the ranks of your Army are not filled so 
forcible, as that you do not give enough to the 
privates. Can you, then, refuse it? Sir, I do 
not stand bere the representative of a claim of 
a petitioner who wears out the skirts of your 
Committee of Claims with unceasing importuni- 
ties—of the man who has neglected the provis- 
ions of your law, and asks you to release him 
from the consequences of his negleet—still less 
of the man who tramples your law under foot, 
and now asks to be discharged from the penalty 
of his transgression—no; I am the advocate of 
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the poor soldier, the man who marches to your 
Northern and Western boundaries; the man who 
last night, probably, was beaten up from his quar- 
ters to ineet the foe; who, the night before, slept 
in the trenches; and to-night, perhaps, stretches 
his limbs on the bare ground, with no other cov- 
ering than the eanopy of Heaven,his arms clasped. 
in his hands for your defence—I plead, sir, for 
the man who has thrown himself between you 
and the merciless savage, and his still more 
merciless employer—it is for this poor soldier I 
ask a little pittance. The whole aggregate of in- 
creased pay will be but a mere trifle, compared, 
with the general disbursement for the expenses 
of the war—it will not increase your expenses 
much above a million. Whether your ranks be 
filled or not, the expenditure for the Military Es- 
tablishment, the ensuing year, will not fall short 
of ten millions ; and yet will you deny one million 
to make your army efficient? The immense 
expenses attending your Commissary, Quarter- 
master, and Ordnance Departments, must be in- 
curred, even though your ranks be not filled—and 
will you yet hesitate between the additional ex- 
pense of a million to make your army efficient, 
and the loss of a disgraced campaign? I cannot 
but believe, sir, that I am wasting your time and 
that of the House to no purpose; I will not be- 
lieve that this will be refused. Mr. W. then 
briefly adverted to other provisions of the bill. To 
the second section he apprehended little objec- 
tion; it had been. found to be necessary, and 
ample precedent might be found for it. To the 
third section there might and probably would be 
some objection,- It was founded, he said, on the 
principle that every man owed io the country 
which protected him, military service; the same 
principle, already engrafted in oar laws, which 
obliged the youth of eighteen years old to enter 
into the militia, warranted his retention in the 
sérvice when he had voluntarily enlisted. The 
fourth section spoke for itself and needed no ex- 
planation. 

The second section having been read— 

Mr. Wueaton said he conceived this section 
to involve an infraction of the Constitution. Any 
person who had contracted a debt had certainly 
given a pledge, not only of his property, but of 
his body to his creditor. It is the creditor’s right 
to take his body in default of payment, and the 
creditor was by this section, in the case of those 
enlisting in the army, completely taken out of 
his hands. Ample encouragement, Mr. W. said, 
might be given to enlistments without infringing 
the Constitution. He iad no objection to privi- 
lege the soldier from arrest after enlistment. but 
he could not consent to the passage of a law, 
having an ex post facto operation, which went to 
exempt him from obligations previously con- 
tracted. He therefore moved to strike out the 
words “ before or” from the second section above 
recited. l 

Mr. Bacon spoke in support of this provision. 
It was necessary to guard against fraud. He 
said, in the village in which he lived, such frauds 
had been committed, by the creation of. fictitious 


debts, under which a person enlisting had pro- 
cured himself to be arrested. After this arrest, 
on giving bail, he was set at large. Whilst going 
at liberty; his cómmander had attempted to take 
him; but à writ of habeas corpus having been 
taken out, it had been determined by the courts 
that a man was the property of his bail until the 
suit was determined. And that determination, Mr. 
B. said, would never take place so-long as the Uni- 
ted States had an occasion for the man’s services; 
because, by the same collusion which commen- 
ced it, the suit may be continued from term to 
term of court, until the term of enlistment has ex- 
pired. He had merely stated facts. He: had 
known an instance of an officer being obliged to 
move his whole corps over the line to avoid these 
petty depredations on their ranks; and he would 
venture to say that the officers would much 
rather face the enemy in the field, than the host 
of legal depredators in Massachusetts, ‘on those 
enlisted for the public service. The principle of 
this provision was not novel, he said, for it existed 
already. ae 
The motion to strike out the section was then 
negatived by a large majority. 
The third section was then read. : 
Mr. Srow rose and said, that the respect he 
felt for the House, seemed to forbid that he should 
propose to them any thing not fully matured ; 
but, that at the same time.the objections to one 
section of the bill under consideration, appeared 
to him so many and’ so important, that he could 
not refrain from urging them, though as he feared 
in somewhat of an irregular and desultory way. 
In excuse hesaid, he had supposed the present 
bill agreeable to the one reported in the Senate, 
and had not observed the difference till -that 
moment. His objections were to the 3d sec- 
tion, and which he should elose by moving that 
it be strieken out. He arranged his objections 
principally under three heads. 1st. Its tendency 
to violate the publie morals.. 2d, interference 
with publie economy—and. 3d, its violation of 
the spirit of the Constitution of the United States. 
He remarked, that proper instruction and disci- 
pline of youth lay at the bottom of.ail that was 
valuable in this life, and perhaps of the life to 
come. That it was of great importance in every 
Government, but above all that it was infinitely 
so in ours, where the people were real sovereigns, 
and where the Government would be ill or well 
administered, according as the youths were bred in 
temperance, virtue, and obedience. This section 
of the bill goes to cut up those qualities by the 
roots. It says to the uneasy boy in his teens, you 
may enlist and throw off all parental authority ; 
you may enlist and defraud the parent or master, 
who has maintained you in your .helpless state, 
of his just reward. The strongest ties of affec- 
tion and gratitude you may, by enlisting, dis- 
solve in a moment. Nay, more, we say deliber- 
ately and solemnly—we will pay this promoted 
villain $300 for his iniquity! For such is the 
amount of the bounty and wages for three years. 
Who, sir, will be most likely to avail. himself of 
this privilege, or rather of this course? Not the 
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sober, faithful minor, who might be trusted ina 
camp with some degree of safety, but the fickle, 
turbulent, restless youth, the one of all others who 
wants the salütary restraint of a parent or guar- 
dian. This is the person whom you are about to 
allow to plunge himself into all the dissipations, 
into all the seductions, and into all the vices of a 
camp! ` 

But, sir, said he, it is inhumane, as well as im- 
moral. Humanity calls upon you to take care of 
and educate the miserable offspring of the poor. 
Who will take them ; who will provide for their 
infancy, if at the moment they are able to make 
any remuneration for this humane, this tender 
care, you offer them $300 to turn ingrate? But, 
sir, not only the publie morals, but the publie 
economy require that you should not enlist mi- 
nors without the consent of their parents, guar- 
dians, or masters. What does public economy 
require, but that every one should serve the Re- 
public in that capacity in whieh he can be most 
useful? And, sir, let me add that patriotism re- 
quires the same thing. If the blacksmith or the 
farmer is most useful in his calling, there is as 
much patriotism in attending to the anvil and 
the farm, as to the bayonet and the sword. Men 
of mature age, by accepting the terms you offer, 
or not, determine where they can be most useful ; 
but does not every principle of economy forbid 
that you should go into the private family, the 
work shops and the manufactory, regardless of 
the opinion of the father and superintendent, and 
seduce the young man from learning some use- 
ful and honorable employ ment, and in lieu thereof, 
at that tender, at that doubtful period of human 
life, you plunge him into all the immoralities of 
a camp, and turn him a vagabond on society. 
No, sir, true economy requires that children should 
be well educated, well governed, and faithfully 
bred to some honest calling. The very principle, 
notwithstanding all the talk of patriotism, is re- 
cognised in the price you offer for soldiers, as well 
by the former law, as by the present bill. You 
offered by the former law, five dollars per month, 
by the present bill eight dollars. That is, you 
say to the world, that by being a soldier, you 
render to your country services worth five or eight 
dollars. Now, sir, for five or eight dollars per 
month is it prudent, is it economical, to dissolve 
the all-important relation of governor and gov- 
erned in respect to youth. To break up your in- 
fant manufactories? and to deprive poor chil- 
dren at once of an useful employment, and a 
home? Bat, sir, perhaps it will be said that ne- 
cessity, the safety of the Republic, requires this. 
When the legions of Britain were upon our 
shores, when we were struggling for our very ex- 
istence, the necessity was not then thought suffi- 
ciently imperious to warrant such a principle. 
Can it then be said, that with treble the population, 
and in an offensive war, necessity requires the 
dangerous innovation ? Certainly not. Again, 
the law, then and now, allows the soldier to be 
arrested for a debt amounting to two dollars; and 
will you say, that the debt in which there can be 
no deception incurred, for the most necessary of 
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‘all things, food, clothing, and instruction for in- 
fancy, shall be disregarded? I trust, sir, that a 
principle so unreasonable will never prevail. But, 
lastly, said Mr. S., I do contend that the clause is 
contrary to the spirit, if not the letter, of the Con- 
stitution. That Constitution provides that pri- 
vate property shail not be taken without reason- 
able compensation. The property which a pa- 
rent has in the services of his son, of a guardian 
in the services of his ward, and a master in the 
services of his servant, though differing widely in 
degree, is as real and oftentimes more important 
than the farmer has in his personal estates, or the 
planter in his slave. It also impairs the force 
of contract, which is strictly interdicted to the 
States, and a fortiori not to be done to the Gen- 
eral Government. For these and for many other 
reasons which might be added, Mr. S. moved to 
strike out the third section of the bill. 

“Mr. D. R. WinLIAMs said he did not know in 
what school the gentleman (Mr. STow) had learnt 
his ethies; but itappeared to him, his morals were 
graduated on a scale as weak and deceptive as 
would, from hisobservations, appear his patriotism. 
He (Mr. W.) had been taught to believe the prin- 
ciples of morality were in themselves fixed and 
settled; unyielding to times and circumstances, 
and, of course, that which was moral in relation 
to militia could not be otherwise in the regular 
army. Butthe principle of the section rests on 
still stronger grounds, In the militia, the service 
of the youth is obtained by coercion, in the regu- 
lar army by voluntary enlistment. The gentle- 
man has ascribed to me opinions which, he says, 
l expressed a year ago. He had not flattered 
himself that any opinion of his could have made 
so lasting an impression on that gentleman’s 
mind, nor is it material distinctly to recall them 
to the House, much less could he anticipate such 
an unfair use would be attempted of any which 
he may be supposed to have held; but this he 
certainly remembered, the gentleman himself 
voted for the employment of militiamen under 
the age of twenty-one years. To coerce the mi- 
litia services of a youth, was then quite moral in 
that gentleman’s view ; but to accept the volun- 
tary service o! the same individual in the regular 
army is deneunced by him, as destructive of pub- 
lie morals and public economy. According to 
the gentleman, it is altogether moral to extort 
militia service of the young, to be performed, 
too, in a mode on which we all agree it is nei- 
ther safe nor economical wholly to rely, while, 
to receive his voluntary service in the regular 
army, at a time of hazard and national extrem- 
ity, is inhuman and immoral; and yet the gen- 
tleman has yielded that the immorality, this cry- 
ing enormity, (the third section,) may be quali- 
fied by necessity! Can it be denied that the ne- 
cessity is palpable? Can the gentleman wish to 
see jt stronger? Did the affairs of any nation 
ever call louder for a physical force than do 
ours? The enemy are on your Western, your 
Northern, your Southern, and your Eastern fron- 
tiers—God only knows where they are not. . He 
was warranted in advocating the section upon 
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fulness. In all great crises, individual benefit 
ought not to prepónderate against the public 
good.. Militia services are. transient; ought.not 
to be.solely.depended on,and, as they are released, 
in.that proportion ought your regular forces to be 
increased. The present provision is intended also 
to prevent the frauds and impositions practised on 
your recruiting officers, who are liable to forfeit- 
ure and the loss of the bounty paid to any one 
who may enlist under twenty-one years of age. 
The gentleman’s ideas of patriotism are equal- 
ly novel and mistaken; he contends that individ- 
mals enter the ‘military service of their country 
with precisely the same object that they become 
smiths—emolument. à à i 
"Mr. W. said; he had always considered that 
patriotism was to be. found in sacrifices of indi- 
vidual advantages to the public weal, and not, 
as is fairly to be inferred from the gentleman, in 
drawing individual emolument from the public 
coffers. No, sir; patriotism. is not to be pur- 
chased, it flows from the heart; it is based on 
noble principles, and, although soldiers are paid 
for their services, the great stimulus which car- 
ries them into the field, is that love of country 
Which is inseparable from the real patriot. In 
vain, sir, will the gentleman talk of the increase 
of our population since the Revolution; it. must 
be much more augmented to produce even a less 


force than the one contemplated, if that'which. 


seems to. be his patriotism, shall. pervade the 
nation. dO ML Eo X 2 
: Mr. Srow,.—The- gentleman is mistaken ‘in 


supposing I advocated the principle, that minors. 


would make the best soldiers. His principal ob- 
jection is to the collusions and frauds practised 
upon officers. He says, if an officer enlists a man 
under twenty-one, he is liable to lose the bounty. 
This is true. But does this section remove the 
difficulty? Are not officers exposed to the same 
frauds? Suppose you enlist one under eighteen, 
the age limited by the bill, the result to the.offi- 
cer must.be the same—and has an officer any bet- 
ter means of knowing that a recruit is less than 
eighteen, than that he is less than twenty-one? 
Sir, if this section is made solely with regard to 
the protection of officers, it is clear that it does 
not, and cannot, remove the difficulty. 

Mr. Miuwor said. that, if he understood the 
third section of the biil under consideration, it 
allows recruiting officers. to enlist minors above 


the age of eighteen years, without regard to their | 


situation as apprentices to tradesmen, or living 
under the care and guardianship of their parents; 
and its object was to hold out to young minds a 
temptation to desert the useful course destined 


for them by their friends, for the purpose of be- 


coming soldiers. Now, said Mr. M., whatever 
may be the necessity of war, on some occasions, 
and however necessary some might think that in 
which we are now engaged, which was a’ ques- 
tion he should not now meddle with, he was 
desirous that its operations should be so eonduct- 
ed, as to do as little injury as possible to our fel- 
low-citizens; and, as the leading principle in the 
12th Cox. 2d Sxzss.—6 


great principle of national necessity and use- 


tary Government. 


conduct of all politicians should bea regard to 
the.publie good, he hoped for a general coneur- 
ence in this sentiment; that, for his own part, 
he wished the war to be felt as little as possible 
in the families and occupations of the people. 
We are not, said he, to be organized into a mili- 
V However necessary some may 
deem this war, all will desire a shortone. Thank 
God, no Napoleon has yet risen up amongst,us 


.to change our free institutions into a military 


despotism.- Encourage, if you please, a military 
spirit, that we may be ready for the national de- 
fence, when necessary ;. but let. it be done in the 
spirit of the Constitution, by means of a well 
regulated militia; let your eitizens and your 
farmers surrender their apprentices and children 
to be trained and instructed. in military tactics, 
at stated times, that, when arrived at the state of 
manhood, they may be ready for their coun- 
try’s service. But what is here proposed? To 


go into. the. workshop of the industrious me- 


chanic, or into a parent’s dwelling, and entice 
away, by the lure of money and military glory; 
the apprentice and the child. No matter what 
moneys may have been expended in his educa-. 
tion, or how great has been parental exertion 
to advance the future prospects of the child, any 
recruiting officer, or even a common soldier, prof- 
ligate in his principles, and inured to vicious 
habits, is by this bill encouraged to seduce him 
from his.duty. This is not the only bad efféct— 
society, no less than the individual, is interested 
in his acquisition. ofa trade, that he may have 
tlie means of preventing himself and family from 
becoming a burden to the community. "There 
isa sufficient proneness to vice in the youthful 
mind, but this mischievous provision dangerously 
enlarges the sphere of temptation. Mr. M. said 
he was particularly alamed for the city where he 
resided ; that it was already to a very great ex- 


| tent a manufacturing town, and greatly increas- 


ing in manufactures. There artisans are very 
numerous, and many depend almost entirely on 
their apprentices for the prosecution of their busi- 
ness—to them it was a most injurious measure, 
Every one knows that boys, of the age you-have 
proposed to make them soldiers, very often be- 
come discontented with their situations, they 
form connexions, and acquire propensities which 
create a strong desire of release from their mas- 
ter’s service; and do you propose to fill your 
armies by providing these indiscreet young men 
with the means of legally gratifying their im- 
proper inélinations, and thereby do incalculable 
injury to them, while you lacerate the feelings of 
their parents, or give a deep wound to the inter- 
ests of their masters. Viewing this expedient on 
the score of. its general policy, its morality, its 
justice or humanity, Mr. M. said, he deemed it 
equally pernicious and ua warrantable. The hon- 
orable chairman of the Military Committee had 
said, that frauds were now practised by pretended 
allegations of minority, and the bounty paid was 
in-many instances lost. Surely, said Mr. M. this 
must be the fault of the officer, in yielding too 
lightly to unsupported suggestions of this sort— 
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-he might, if he pleased, require the fact to be 
proved in a court of justice on a habeas corpus 
ór other process, instituted for investigating the 
matter. : y ` 

Mr. Troup said, the objections to this provis- 
ion were lame in their nature; he only wished 
they were half as sound as they were novel. It 
was ihe result of the experience of men older 
than themselves in military concerns, that this 
very description of population, between eighteen 
and twenty-one, constituted the strength and 
vigor of every war. What was the fact as re- 
spected France? So just was this principle in 
the contemplation of France, that her whole army 

` is made up of these young men; and yet an at- 
tempt is made to deter us from using them by a 
‘flimsy pretext, that to employ them would be 
violating the obligations of a contract and the 
. principles of morality. If our feelings and sym- 
pathies be suffered to influence us in favor of the 
individual who voluntarily enlists, the reasons are 
much stronger in favor of discharging one-half 
of those already in your ranks, than the descrip- 
tion just spoken of. There is scarcely any man 
over the age of twenty-one years, between whom 
' and other individuals there is not some strong 
‘obligatory moral tie, which we ought not to sever 
` if we could conveniently avoid it. Look at the 
case of a husband deserting his wife and chil- 
dren, or of a man, above twenty-one, deserting 
.his aged parent, dependent on him for subsist- 
ence. Are not these cases equally strong? The 
" doctrine of the gentleman, whether on. the score 
of morality or expediency, will apply to cases 
above as well as below the age of twenty-one. 
As respects the young men of our country, there 
is no fact better established than that, at the age 
of eighteen, they are, as respects physical power, 
: as well qualified for the fatigues of the camp, as 
in other countries at twenty-one. "Their services 
are more valuable than those of any other class, 
and he was not willing to dispense with tbem 
when we had the greatest occasion for them. 

Mr. Lownpes spoke in favor of the section, 
but in so low a tone of voice as to be inaudible 
to the reporter. 

Mr. Gor» premised, that he did not rise to en- 
ter into the general policy of the war; nor could 
he deny it to be the duty of those who have de- 
elared the war, to provide an army to carry it 
on, But he added, it is better for tbe army to be 
augmented by very liberal bounties and wages, 
than that important principles should be violated 
and an inroad made upon the great relations and 
interests of society. Are gentlemen aware how ex- 
tensive is the province of master and apprentice? 
How wide-spread the relation in the community ? 
A sensation will be produced which gentlemen 
seem not to have anticipated. The respective 
States have, with studious care, legislated upon 
and regulated the various duties and obligations 
of masters and apprentices. Under those laws, 
a clear obligation is created upon the apprentice 
to serve till of age; and, in some States, to com- 

ensate for absence or desertion during the stipu- 


ated apprenticeship; for a faithful performance, | render every act of theirs illegitimate. 


the parent or guardian becomes responsible ; and 
for non-performance, liable for damages to the 
‘master. Can: the authors of this bill imagine 
that those solemn obligations,contained in inden- 
tures of apprenticeship, will dissolve and vanish 
under the charm of the bill? Can the funda- 
mental principles of the Constitution, rendering 
contracts sacred, be thus uprooted and destroyed ? 
Can this bill deprive the master of his action, 
secured to him by the laws of the State, against 
the master or guardian for absence or desertion 
of the apprentice? Here is a most serious bear- 
ing upon the laws of the States, regulating this 
important relation. But-gentlemen allege neces- 
sity ; the army ‘must be filled up; officers are im- 
posed on by fraudulent minors, who receive the 
bounty,.and then claim a release upon the plea of 
non-age. In answer, let gentlemen beware how 
they yield to this fancied plea of necessity. All 
history attests the danger of yielding essential 
principles to State necessities ; to temporary pres- 
sure and impulses; such precedents become infi- 
nitely mischievous in society. No fancied bene- 
fit can compensate for the evil of such examples. 
How easy is it to remove much of the complaints 
by providing that the minor, who shall impose 
upon the recruiting officer, shall refund the 
bounty he received before he shall receive his 
discharge. Such a provision would be just, and 
not violate general principles. There is certainly 
no new difficulty in the subject; no new exi- 
gency, or unforeseen embarrassment. How far 
this act will be carried into practice, I cannot 
say; but the letter of the bill extends to all per- 
sons whatever, any former law to the contrary 
notwithstanding. The provision reaches slaves, 
who, on enlisting, may be retained by the recruit- 
ing officer. 

The motion to strike out the third section was 
negatived. 

Mr. Lirrte.—In removing one evil, Mr. Chair- 
man, let us beware that we do not substitute a 
greater. The object of the section proposed to 
be stricken out of the bill on your table, and now 
under consideration, is to fill up the ranks of your 
army. From every attention I have been able 
to bestow on this subject, which, permit me to 
say, I am anxiously desirous, as much so, I trust, 
as any gentleman in this committee, to see real- 
ized, will, if returned in its present shape, in my 
humble opinion, be productive of much evil. and 
perhaps but little good. You receive into the 
army, by voluntary enlistment, that description 
of our fellow-citizens, at a time of life to them 
the most interesting and auspicious as respecis 
their future pursuits and welfare. I have always 
been given to understand that the camp is but 
illy calculated in those stations which they only 
ean fill in the army. either to improve their un- 
derstandings or perfect them in such habits as 
are calculated to acquire a respectable subsistence, 
or fit them for the domestic duties of their future 
lives. In the course of nature, they, it may be 
truly said, constitute the future strengih and 
glory of every country. The laws of this land 
Abstract 
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from the consideration of a soldier, for which | comfort to both citizen and. soldier—if improvi- 
they are only rendered fit from their corporeal dently we do not, by any act of ours, strangle 
powers, everything with tliem. is premature. If! them in their infant efforts. I shall hail the hap- 
forced into existence, like the flower or fruit un- py day which will bring with it their maturity ; 
seasonably raised in a hot-bed, wears the external | which, for the happiness of my country, is. not 
qualities, but, in fragrance and taste, is unnatu- | far distant. 2E 
ral and insipid, : The gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. 

Sir, have we not some reason to doubt the con- | Lowwpss,) in. declaring the necessity of the 
stitutionality of this section. In its Operation, it | times, and the right the Government has upon 
evidently will vitiate contracts, which ought al- | the services of its citizens, has done justice to 
ways to. be held saéred, solemnly and voluntarily | the dispositions and qualifications of that class of 
entered into by the parent or guardian with the | our fellow-citizens.. I differ from that gentleman 
master of an apprentice, reciprocally beneficial, | in the idea of those times. "They have not yet 
founded on the most laudable and praiseworthy | arrived. When our territory or States shall be 
prineiples, on the faithful performance of which invaded, we need no other laws than those which 
materially depends the future welfare of. the | now are in existence, both in the General and 
youth, to which I believe may reasonably be | State governments. I know it to be the case in 
added the comforts and good order of society. Do | that which I have the honor.in part to represent. 
we not know, Mr. Chairman, that, at that period | When a draught takes place, and troops are 
of their lives and servitude, in which you make wanted, our laws know no exemption between 
them liable, if this section is retained, to be | the ages of eighteen and forty-five years—all are 
drawn from the service of their masters, that | subject to their tour of military duty. When 
then, and only then, are they enabled and become | our State is invaded, or threatened to be invaded, 
qualified to make some remuneration for the | the existing laws command the instant service of 
pains and attention paid to their improvement jall. I need urge no arguments to this Commit- 
and instruction by the worthy and industrious | tee to show where the distinction exists between 
mechanic or manufacturer; and will you, by this | this service and a voluntary one in distant war. 
unpropitious act, endanger the future happiness | In the former, when the tour is- performed, the 
of the former, and withhold that just reward due | survivors return to their farms, their workshops, 
to the industry of the latter? p^ annihilate | and homes. ; 
this contract, which ought to be held, if possible, | ft is not my desire, Mr. Chairman, to prohibit 
inviolate by the Government. Every principle | altogether the enlistment of minors, when it can 
of justice and sound policy dictates its rigid ful- | be done without a violation of the rights which a 
filment. Ate we not aware, sir, of the immense parent, guardian, or master, has over them in 
‘sums now invested and actively employed in the governing their actions. I have felt it my duty 
different’ manufactories distributed over our ex- | to give you those reasons, founded-on my best 
tensive country? Do we not know that the judgment, why [ cannot vote for this section; and 
manual labor of them is conducted principally | shall now submit an amendment, which I believe 
by such who now are, or will in time, come supersedes the motion-of the gentleman from 
within the provision of this section of your bill? | New York (Mr. Stow.) 
Have this Government, and the people of this} Here Mr. L. prepared his amendment, which 
country, no interest in the prosperity of these | went to-authorize the enlistment of minors with 
manufactories? I have been always taught, and | the consent of their parents, guardians, or mas- 
for one do religiously believe, on their materials ters, if any they have. 20 
virtually depends the completion of our indepen-| The motion was declared by the Chairman 
dence as a nation. Let me entreat you to reflect | not to be in order. . 
before you hazard this dangerous experiment,| Sundry other amendments were proposed in 
lest, in the adoption of this hitherto novel prin- | the Committee, alter the bill was reported to 
ciple, and in its operation, you may endanger the | the House, and negatived. The bill was then 
safety, or, at least, the prosperity of our Republic, | ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 
by giving its manufactories a vital stab. ` 

From the present state of our relations with 
foreign countries, we are, I may say, happily de- SATURDAY, November 21. 
prived of their supplies of manufactures, neces-| Mr. WhirrtAus, from the committee appointed 
sary to our convenience and comfort, from abroad; | on that part of the: President’s Message which 
we must at this day depend nearly entirely upon | relates to military affairs, presented a bill making 
the resources of our country. I thank God that provision for an additional number of general of- 
the productions of our native soil, and the genius ficers; which was read twice, and committed to 
of our countrymen, are such as will abundantly |a Committee of the Whole on Monday next. 
supply them. Hitherto, the very arms with} On motion of Mr. Fisk, — . 
which our soldiers fight our battles, have been Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 
manufactured by our own citizens. And it is | inquire into the expediency of altering ihe times 
said that their clothing will, in.alittle while, be | and places of holding the cireuit and district 
oomposed entirely of the domestie. The pros- | courts of ihe United States, within, and for, the 
perous situation in which all our manufacto:ies | district of Vermont, and that they have leave to 
are now placed, will enable them to afford every ! report by bill, or otherwise. 
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- Mr. Fisx, Mr. Ponp, and Mr. Hatt, of New 
Hampshire, were appointed the committee. 
On motion of Mr. RHEA, ; : 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Naval 
Establishment be instructed to inquire what 
amendments, if any, are necessary to be made to 
the law direeting the mode of trial and punish- 
ment of offences committed on board of private 
armed vessels of the United States, and report 
their opinion thereon, by bill.or otherwise. 
The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill supplementary to the acts 
. heretofore passed on the subject of an uniform 
rule of naturalization. "The bill was reported 
without amendment, and ordered to lie on the 
table. ` l 
An engrossed bill “in addition to the act con- 
cerningletters of marque, prizes, and prize goods,” 
was read the third time, and passed. 


PAY OF THE ARMY. 


An engrossed bill “concerning the pay of the 
non-commissioned officers, musicians, privates, 
and others, of the Army, and for other purposes,” 
was read the third time. 

Mr. Quincy.—Mr. Speaker, I am sensible that 
I owe an apology for addressing you at so early a 
period of the session, and so soon after talking my 
seat, if not to the House at least to my particular 
constituents. It is well known to them, at least 
‘to very many of them, for I have taken no pains 
to conceal the intention, that I came to this ses- 
sion of Congress with a settled determination to 
iake no part in the deliberations of the House. 
T had adopted this resolution, not so much from 
a sense of self-respect, as of publie duty. Seven 
years’ experience in the business of this House 
has convinced me that from this side of the 
‘House all argument is hopeless; that whatever a 
majority has determined to do, it will do, in spite 
of any moral suggestion, or any illustration made 
in this quarter. Whether it be from the nature 
of man, or whether it be from the particular pro- 
visions of our Constitution, I know not, but the 
experience of my political life has perfectly con- 
vinced me of this fact, that the will of the Cabi- 
net is the law of the land. Under these impres- 
sions, I have felt it my duty not to deceive my 
constituents; and had, therefore, resolved, by no 
act or expression of mine, in any way, to coun- 
tenance the belicf, that any representation I could 
make on this floor could be useful to them, or 
that I could serve them any farther than by a 
silent vote. Even now, sir, it is not my intention 
to enter into this discussion. I shall present you 
my thoughts rather by way of protest than of 
argument. And I shall not trouble myself after- 
wards with any cavils that may be made; neither 
by whom, nor in what manner. 

I should not have deviated from the resolution 
of which I have spoken, were it not for what 
appears to me the atrocity of the principle, and 
the magnitude of the mischief, contained in the 
provisions of this bill. When I speak of the 
principle as atrocious, I beg distinctly to be under- 
stood as not impeaching the motives of any gen- 


"emen, or representing them as advocating an 


atrocious principle. Ispeak only of the manner 
in which the object presents itself to my moral 
view. 

-]t is the principle contained in the third sec- 
tion of the bill of which I speak. That section 
provides, that “every person above the age of 
‘eighteen years, who shall be enlisted by any 
‘ officer, shall be held in the service of the United 
‘States during the period of such enlistment; 
‘anything in any act to the contrary notwith- 
‘ standing.” "The nature of this provision is ap- 
parent, its tendency is not denied. It is to seduce 
minors of all descriptions, be they wards, ap- 
prentices, or children, from the service of their 
guardians, masters, and parents. On this princi- 
ple, I rest my objection to the bill. I meddle not 
with the nature of the war. Nor is it because I 
am hostile to this war, both in its principle and 
its conduct, that I'at present make any objection 
to the provisions of the bill. I say nothing 
against its waste of public money. If eight dol- 
lers a month for the private be not enough, take 
sixteen dollars. If that be not enough, take 
twenty. Economy is not my difficulty. Nor do 
I think much of that objection of which my 
honorable friend from Pennsylvania (Mr. Mit- 
Non) seemed to think a great deal; the liberation 
of debtors from their obligations; So far as re- 
lates to the present argument, without any ob- 
jection from me, you may take what temptations 
you please, and apply them to the ordinary 
haunts for enlistment—clear the jails— exhaust 
the brothel—make a desert of the tippling shop— 
lay what snares you please for overgrown vice, 
for lunacy, which is of full age, and idiocy out 


| of its time. 


But here stop. Touch not private right—re- 
gard the sacred ties of guardian and master— 
corrupt not our youth—listen to the necessities 
of our mechanics and manufacturers—have com- 
passion for the tears of parents. 

In order to give a clear view of my subject; I 
shall consider it under three aspects—its absurd- 
ity—its inequality—its immorality. 

In remarking on the absurdity of this principle, 
itis necessary to recur to that part of the Mes- 
sage of the President of the United States at the 
opening of the present session of Congress, which 
introduced the objects proposed in this bill to the 
consideration of the House; and to observe the 
strange and left-handed conclusions it contains. 
The paragraph to which Iallude is the fol- 
lowing: 

* With a view to that vigorous prosecution of the 
war, to which our national faculties are adequate, the 
attention of Congress will be particularly drawn to the 
insufficiency of existing provisions, for filling up the 
Military Establishment. Such is the happy condition 
of our country, arising from the facility of subsistence 
and the high wages for every specics of occupation, 
that, notwithstanding the augmented inducements pro- 
vided at the last session, a partial success only has at- 
tended the recruiting service. The deficiency has 
been necessarily supplied during the campaign, by 
other than regular troops, with ail the inconveniences 
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and expense incident to them. The remedy lies in 
establishing more favorably for the private soldier, the 
proportion between.his recompense and the term of 
‘enlistment. Andit is.a subject which cannot too soon 
or too-seriously be taken into consideration.” 

Mr. Speaker—W hat.a-picture of felicity has 
the President of the United:States here drawn in 
describing the situation of the yeomanry of this 
‘country? Their. condition happy—subsistence 
easy— wages high—fullemploy. ‘Tosuch favor- 
ed beings what would be the suggestions of love, 
truly parental?. Surely that so much happiness 
should-not be put at hazard. That innocence 
should not be tempted to scenes of guilt.. That 
the prospering ‘ploughshare should not be ex- 
changed for the sword. Such-would be the les- 
sons of parental love. And such will always be 
the lessons which a President of the United States 
will teach in such a state of things, whenever a 
father of his country is at the head of the nation. 
Alas! Mr. Speaker, how different is this Mes- 
sage! The burden of the thought is, how to 
‘decoy the happy yeoman from home, from peace, 
and prosperity, to scenes of blood—how to. bait 
the man-trap: what inducements shall be held 
forth to avarice, which neither virtue, nor habit, 
nor wise influences, can resist. But this is not 
the whole. Our children are to be seduced:from 
their parents. Apprentices are invited to aban- 
‘don their masters. A legislative sanction is 
offered to perfidy and treachery. ` Bounty and 
wages to filial disobedience. Such are the moral 
means by which a war, not of defence or of ne- 
‘eessity, but-of.pride and ambition, should be prose- 
cuted, Fit means to such an end., 

: The absurdity of this bill consists in this: in 
‘Supposing these provisions to be the remedy for 
the evil, of which the President complains.. The 
difficulty is, that men cannot be enlisted. The 
remedy proposed is, more money—-and legislative 
liberty to corrupt our youth. And how is this 
proved to be a remedy? Why it has been told 
us, on the other side of the House, that this is 
the thing they do in France. That the age be- 
tween eighteen and twenty-one is the best age to 
make soldiers. That it is the most favorite age, 
in -Bonaparte’s conscription. Well, sir, what 
thén?. Are we in France? Is ‘Napoleon our 
king? Or is he the President of the United 
States? The. style in which this example has 
been urged on the House, recalls to my recollec- 
tion very strongly a caricature print which was 
much circulated in the early period of our Revo- 
lutionary war. The picture represented Amer- 
ica as a hale youth, about eighteen. or twenty- 
one, with a huge purse in his pocket. Lord 


North, with a pistol at his breast, was saying, | 


“deliver your money.” -George the Third, point- 
ing at the young man, and, speaking to Lord 
North, said, “I give you that man's money for 
my use.” Behind the whole group wasa French- 
man eapering, rubbing his hands for joy, and ex- 
claiming, “Be Gar! just so in France!’ Now, 
Mr. Speaker, I have.no manner. of doubt, that 
the day that this act passes, and the whole class 
of our Northern youth is made subject to the 


| 


ing, * Be Gar 


bribes of your reeruiting officers, that there will 
be thousands of Frenchmen. in ,these United 
States rubbing their hands.for joy; aud exclaim» 
! just so in France.” Sir, the great ` 
mistake of this whole project lies in this: that 
French maxims are applied to American States, 
Now it ought never to be lost sight of by the 
legislators in this ‘country, that the. people of it 
are not and never can be Frenchmen—and, on 
the contrary, that they are, and ean never be any- 
thing else than freemen. TM ` 
The true source of the. absurdity:of this: bill, 
is a mistake in the nature of the evil- The Presi- 
dent of the United States tells us that the Ad- 
ministration have not sufficient men for their 
armies. The reason is, he adds, the want of 
pecuniary motive. ` In this lies the error. It is 
not pecuniary motive that is wanting to fill your 
armies. It.is ‘moral motive in which you are 
deficient. Sir, whatever difference of opinion 
may exist among the happy and:wise yeomanry 
of New England, in relation to the prineiple and 
necessity of this war, there is. very little, or at 
least much less diversity of sentiment, concerning 
the invasion of Canada, as a’ means of prosecu-. 
ting it. They:do not want Canada. as an object 
of ambition; they do not want it as an object of 
plunder. "They see no imaginable connexion 
between the conquest of that province, and the 
attainment of those commercial rights which 
were the pretended e in of.the war. On the 
contrary, they see, and very plainly too, that if 
our Cabinet be gratified in the object of-its ambi- 
tion, and Canada become a conquered province, 
that.an apology is immediately given, for extend- 
ing and. maintaining in that country a large mili- 
tary force; under pretence:of preserving the con- 
quered territories—really, with a view to overawe 


adjoining States. With this view of that project 


the yeomanry of New England want that moral 
motive whieh will alone, in that country, fill 
your armies with men worthy enlisting. They 
have no desire to. be the tools of the ambition of 
any man, or any set of men. Schemes and con- 
quest have no charms for them. i 

Abandon your projects of invasion ; throw your 
shield over the seaboard. and the frontier; awe 
into silence the Indians in your territory’; fortify 
your cities; take the shackles from’ your com- 
merce; give us ships and seamen ; and show the 
people of that country:a wise. object of warfare ; 


.and there will be no want of men, money, or spirit.” 


‘I proceed to my second objection, which was 
to the inequality of the operation of the provis- 
ions of this bill. Itis néver to be forgotten, in 
the conduct of the Government of these United 
States, that. it is a political association of inde- 
pendent sovereignties, greatly differing in respect 


‘of wealth, resouree, enterprise, extent of territory, 


and preparation of arms. It ought, also, never to 
be forgotten, that the proportion of physical force 
which nature has given does not le within pre- 
cisely the same line of division with the propor- 
tion of political influence which the Constitution 
has provided. Now, sir, wise men, conducting 


a political association thus constructed, ought 
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always to have mainly in view, not to disgust 
any of the great sections of the country, either in 
regard of their interests, their habits, or their pre- 
judices. Particularly ought they to be cautious 
not to burden any of the great sections in a way 
peculiarly. odious to them, and in which the res- 
idue of the States cannot be partakers, or at least 
only in a very small degree. 1 think this princi- 
ple of political action is incontrovertible. Now, 
sir, of ail the distinctions which exist in these 
United States, that which results from the char- 
acter of the labor in different parts of the country, 
is the most obvious and critical. Inthe Southern 
States, all the laborious industry of the country 
js conducted. by slaves; in the Northern States 
it is conducted by the yeomanry, their appren- 
tices, or children. The truth is, that the only 
teal property, in the labor of others, which exists 
in the Northern States, is that which is possessed 
in that of minors—the very class of which, at its 
most valuable period, this Jaw proposes to divest 
them. The planter of the South can Jook round 
upon his fifty, his hundred, and his thousand of 
human beings, and say, These are my property. 
The farmer of the North has only one or two ewe 
lambs—his children—of which he can say, and 
say with pride, like the Roman matron, “These 
are my ornaments.” Yet these, this bill proposes 
to take from him, or (what is tbe same thing) 
roposes to corrupt them—to bribe them out of 
his service; and that, too, at the very age when 
the desire of freedom is the most active, and the 
splendor of false glory the most enticing. Yet, 
your slaves are safe ; there is no project for their 
manumission in the bill. The husbandman of 
the North, the mechanic, the manufacturer, shall 
have the property he holds in the minors subject 
io him put to hazard. Your property in the 
labor of others is safe. "Where is the justice— 
where the equality—of such a provision? 

Itis very well known in our country—indeed 
it is obvious, from the very nature of the thing— 
that the exact period of life at which the tempta- 
tion of this law begins to operate upon the minor, 
is the moment when his services begin to be the 
most useful to the parent or master. Until the 
age of 18, the boy has hardly paid to the parent 
or master the cost of his elothing and education. 
Between the age of 18 and 20, is just the period of 
profit to the father and master. It is also the pe- 
riod at which, from ihe approximation towards 
manhood, service begins to grow irksome, and 
the desire of liberty powerful. The passions are 
then, also, in their most ungoverned sway ; and 
the judgment, not yet ripe, can easily be infatu- 
ated and corrupted by the vain dreams of mili- 
tary glory. At this period, your law appears 
with its instruments of seduction. It offers free- 
dom to the minor's desire of liberty—plunder to 
his avarice—glory to his weakness. In short, it 
offers bounty and wages for disobedience to his 
natural or social obligations. This is a true view 
of this law. That it will have that full opera- 
tion which its advocates hope and expect—that it 
will fill your armies with runaways from their 


it will have a very great operation, I know. The 
temptation to some of our youth will be irresisti- 
ble. With my consent, they shall never be ex- 
posed to it. 

I offer another consideration. The Constitu- 
tion of the United States declares, in its seventh 
amendment: “Private property shall not be taken: 
for public use, without just compensation.” Now, 
of all the property which the laws of the North- 
ern States secure to the people of that country, 
that which consists in the labor of the minor, and 
which, by our laws, is sacred to the guardian, 
master, or parent, is perhaps the most valued and 
most precious to our manufacturers and yeomen, 
Yet, when the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
Sow) proposed to secure the wages and bounty 
of the enlisting minor to those to whom his ser- 
vice belonged, it was rejected. What is this, but 
a palpable violation of the provision of the Con- 
stitution? What is this, but taking private pro- 
perty for public use, without compensation ? 

But, neither the pecuniary loss, nor the viola- 
tion of the Constitution, is the evil which I most 
deprecate : it is the infringement of our moral 
rights, and the inroad which the bill makes in 
the moral habits of our quarter of the country. 
I know that gentlemen are very apt to sneer, when 
they hear anything said about our religious insti- 
tutions or moral habits in the Eastern country. 
But, I will explain what I mean. Itis not our 
religious institutions—our sabbaths, our fasts, our 
thanksgivings—nor yet our schools, colleges, and 
seminaries of education, to which I refer, when 
I speak of our moral habits. These are but means 
and precautions. It is certain established prin- 
ciples of life and conduct, which, without being 
noticed in general laws, are often the foundation 
of them, and which always rule and control our 
positive institutions. I do not know, for instance, 
that the extent of the moral tie, which. binds the 
son to the father, or the apprentice to the master, 
is precisely defined by any-of our laws; yet, the 
principle upon which all our laws on this subject: 
rests, is this: that this tie is sacred and inviolate.. 
The law regulates, but, except in case of miscon- 
duct, never severs it. 

I know it is. said, that, in. our country, minors- 
are subjected to militia duty; and so they are. 
But, this very service is a proof of the position 
which I maintain. The obligation to serve in 
the militia, is always subject to the paramount 
duty to the master and the parent. 

The law says, it is true, that minors shall be 
subject to militia duty; but it also permits the 
father and the master to relieve them, at an es- 
tablished price. If either will pay the fine, he 
may retain the service of the minor, free from the 
militia duty. What is the consequence of all this? 
Why, that the minor always trains not free of 
the will, but subject to the will of his natural or 
legal guardian. The moral tie is sacred; it is 
never broken. Itisa principle that (cases of mis- 
conduct out of the question) the minor shall 
never conceive himself capable of escaping from 
the wholesome and wise control of his master or 


masters and fathers—I do not believe; but, that ! father. The proposed law cuts athwart this wise 
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principle. It preaches infidelity. It makes every 
recruiting officer in.your country an apostle to 
perfidy. . It says to every vain, thoughtless, dis- 
contented, or ambitious minor, “Come hither; 
here is an asylum from. your bonds! Here are 
wages and bounty for disobedience! Only con- 
sent to go to Canada—forget what you owe to 
nature and your protectors—go to Canada, and 
you shall find freedom and glory!” Such is the 
morality of this law. . 

Take a slave from his master, on any general 
and novel principle, and there would be an earth- 
quake from the Potomac to the St Mary’s: Bribe 
an.apprentice from his master; seduce a son, 
worth all the slaves Africa ever produced, from 
his father, we are told it is only a common affair. 
It will be right when there is law for it. 
now the law in France! 

Mr. Speaker, I hope what I am now about to 
say will not be construed into a threat, It is not 
uttered in that spirit; but only to evince the 
strength of my convictions concerning the effect 
of the provisions of this law on the hopes of New 
England, particularly of Massachusetts. But 
pass it, and if the Legislatures of the injured 
States do not come down upon your reeruiting 
officers with the old laws against kidnapping and 
man-stealing, they are false to themselves, their 
posterity, and their country. — - 

Mr. Fisk expressed the astonishment he felt 
at the observations which had fallen from the 
gentleman last up. He certainly agreed with 
the gentleman in one thing: that those who are 
in pursuit of a favorite object frequently overleap 
the bounds of reason and decorum in support. of 
it.. Now, it had been a favorite object with that 
gentleman to shield the British Government from 


blame; and it was an object which he certainly j 


pursued with the greatest ardor and anxiety. In 
the address of that gentleman's political friends, 
in Congress, to their constituents, subsequent to 
the declaration of war, it had been deceptively 
said, that a disposition existed in the British Gov- 
ernment to make an arrangement on the subject 
of impressment. Now, sir, that the ground is 
taken from under them, we hear that the object 
of the war is an unrighteous one, and we are 
guilty of waging it. Is it indeed guilty to defend 
our country? said Mr.F. The gentleman would 
overawe theIndians. Sir,themost innocent par- 
ty in the war against us is the savage himself. 
How comes he im the ranks against us, with his 
tomahawk and scalping knife? Why is he im- 
pelled to shed our blood ? Why has the gentle- 
inan shielded Dritish instigation of their outrages? 

Again, sir—Has the gentleman no feeling for 
the sufferings, no ear for the groans of our suffer- 
ing seamen? Has he no sympathy for those re- 
lations of life, from which the seamen is torn 
away, and for that moral sentiment which is vio- 
Jated in that outrage—and are we guilty because 
we seek to shield our citizens from it? Are we 
guilty because we resist the British. sealping 
knife? Recall the year '08 to your recollection, 
sir, and the pompous display of energy at that 
day, and the armies raised—to fight whom Ia 


Such is. 


few miserable Frenchmen whom they could catch 
atsea. War was.then a mereamusement. Why, 
that we'are now at war with the nation which 
has been seizing our property, capturing our citi- 
zens, and carrying them iuto slavery—why are. 
our means of carrying on war to be limited? — 

As:to the provision of this bill so much object--. 
ed to, was it esteemed such a violation of all. 
right and principle in the commencement of the 
Revolution to take children of sixteen years of 
age from their parents? That was a period when: 
the youth. of the country were invited to the field. 
I was one who accepted the invitation, and I have 
never regretted it. . But, says the gentleman, will 
you take the child from the parent? Sir, which 
excites the most tears—a child leaving his parent 
to defend his country, or a parent torn from his 
family and his country to fight for a foreign Pow- 
er? "The truth is, that most of those who objeet 
to this bill would destroy all the means of carry- 
ing on the war, if they could. It was not thought 
immoral in the war óf the Revolution to take 
youths of this age, nor were they the least efficient 
part of our army. f 

But, the gentleman says, the property of a mas- 
ter is thus to be taken from him, and the Consti- 
tution guaranties that it shall not be taken. Itis 
the first time I have heard apprentices called pro- 
perty, and they will scarcely thank the gentleman 
for comparing them to the negroes of the South. 
The gentleman says we imitate the example of 
France. He might as well say, we areall French- 
men because we fight; or that Englishmen are 
all Frenchmen, for the same reason. . 

The gentleman speaks of this bill.as though its 
provisions were compulsory. Sir,it contains no- 
thing but an offer to the young men of going into 
the service of their country, and defending its 
rights. Had that gentleman retained the pride 
and feeling of 1776, which has carried us safely 
through one war, he would not have thought it 
dishonorable to go out in defence of his country. 
We have much more cause of war now than we 
had then. "There is no.choice between recoloni- 
zation and war, nor has there been any foralong 
time. Those whoare now disaffected in the East, 
if they believed Great Britain insisted on the 
right to impress our citizens, would one and all 
have drawn the sword on our side. It is because 
they have been deceived, that they have not done 
so. It is this cry of French influence which has 
blinded them. ‘The people of the East are jeal- 
ous of their rights—and God send they may al- 
ways remain so. "These insinuations, sir, have 
been a brand of discord thrown among us. It is 
the division they have excited, and the hope of 
still greater, which has drawn this war upon us. 
And yet, sir, what have we been told by the gen- 
tleman of our guilt? The arrangement of Ers- 
kine, Great Britain refused to ratify; she bribed 
your citizens.to break your laws in a clandestine 
trade, which is forbidden to the fair and honest 
merchant. Not a word said against it by the gen- 
tleman! And even at this moment, when the 
sword is drawn, after your men are butchered 
and roasted—after years of outrage have passed 
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away—the war on our partis called a guilty con- 
testi’ These sentiments may seem proper to be 
uttered here; but they are not American senti- 
ments, and the time is approaching when they 
will not be received in this nation. I tell the 
gentleman and the world, that such will be the 
case. I see nothing in the bill objectionable ; it 
contains some provisions absolutely indispensa- 
ble ; and I shall vote for it with pleasure. $ 
Mr. D. R. Wittiams said, if it was possible for 
him to keep down those feelings of indignation 
which pressed upon his mind, in what he had 
now to offer, he would speak with due respect to 
‘the orders of the House, and not infringe its priv- 
ileges. He wished, indeed, he had not occasion 
to speak; but, Sir, said he, it is my misfortune to 
be the Chairman of the Military Committee, more, 
Mr. Speaker, by your partiality than by any mer- 
it of mine. Iam compelled torise. I have been 
stigmatized by the gentleman (Mr. Quincy) as 
the introdueer into this House of an atrocious 
principle. If such language comports with our 
rules of order, I must submit, seeing it is uttered 
where he is protected; but, sir, I must pronounce 
ita libel.on myself, and throw it back on him 
who uttered it, as a foul, atrocious libel on the 
committee. Sir, I came here not disposed to use 
such language; nothing but extreme injury should 
extort it from me, I wish that the gentleman 
had kept the resolve he informed us he had form- 
ed; as he could not do so, I would that he had 
been good enough to spare me from theacrimony 
of his remarks. Atrocity! The advocate of an 
atrocious principle! Let the gentleman recur to 
those who originated this principle; let him go 
back to the day of the Revolution, and damn the 
memory of the patriots of those times, the fruit 
of whose labors he so ill deserves to enjoy. "The 
provisions of those daysauthorized the enlistment 
of all over the age of sixteen years. Nor does the 
statement which the gentlemen from New York 
made alter the case, for if there be an increase of 
population since the Revolution, there appears to 
be a correspondeut deterioration of patriotism. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts admits that 
a necessity may exist to justify the course pro- 
posed by the bill. Well, sir: was there ever a 
erisis calling on a people for vigorous exertions 
more awful than that which impends over us 
now? Now, when a vile spirit of party has gone 
abroad and distracted the Union? Now, that the 
State which the gentleman represents is almost 
in arms against us? And, in such a state of things 
are we to be told that we are espousing an atro- 
cious principle, because we are seeking for the 
means to defend our country ? The will of the 
President is the law of the Jand, says the gentle- 
man. How can he expect his arguments to be 
attended to, when the first word he utters after 
taking his seat is to insult and abuse every one 
opposed to him in opinion. I beg your pardon, 
Mr. Speaker, I ask that of the House, for the lan- 
guage I am compelled to use; but so long as Tam 
a man, so help me God, when I am told I am ac- 
tuated by an atrocious principle, I will throw it 
back in the teeth of the assertor as an atrocious 


falsehood. -Look back on the principle adopted 
by the friends of that gentleman—I wish I could 
say who were his friends—I do not call the hon- 
est federalist, who is willing to support his coun- 
try's rights, his friend—even in England, the na- 
tion from which he talks of receiving his reli- 
gion and morality, and I might add, his ideas of 
our.rights—even in that country they do not pre- 
vent enlistment of minors—that is, they are. not 
discharged on the ground of minority. I have 
said before, sir, that we had examples in our own 
Government, drawn not to be sure from the 
purest times, but which more than covered the 
whole case. A law was passed in 1798 which 
authorized the enlistment not only of minors but 
every description of persons whom the President 
of. the United States thought proper to have en- 
listed—which authorized him to send his recruit- 
ing sergeants into every family and take those 
who suited him best. This was the principle of 
his friends. Does the gentleman say that it was 
atrocious in 1798 to defend ourselves against the 
French? But it has become so now, seeing the 
defence we seek is against the English. The 
gentleman lias said we act on an absurd princi- 
ple; that we have mistaken the means of carry- 
ing on the war to effect: we want the moral 
means. By this I presume he would be under- 
stood that the people are opposed to the war, par- 
tieularly to our land operations. "There seems 
then to be no moral objection to the war on the 
ocean. And, sir, if it be not immoral to support 
the war on the ocean, on what possible principle 
can it be immoral, in the same cause, to support 
it on the land? The war on both elements is for 
the same object; not, as. the gentleman says, to 
rob and plunder in Canada, but, according to the 
motto of the gallant Captain Porter, for “free 
trade and sailors’ rights.” Will the gentleman 
take time to tell us—when he next draws a com- 
parison between the conduct of the East and the 
South—what are the Southern motives for urg- 
ing the prosecution of the war? Will he tell me 
that I have brothers or friends impressed in the 
British service? There is scarcely a man from 
the whole Southern country in that situation. 
Where do the majority of your sailors come 
from? From the Southern States or from New 
England? And will the gentleman tell his con- 
stituents, when we are laboring to rescue their 
connexions, their friends, their children—when 
we point the bayonet towards Canada, for the 
protection of their sailors, our only object is rob- 
bing and plunder? Sir, we shall be to all intents 
and purposes colonists, or we must fight ourselves 
independent. Is there any one principle of colo- 
nization which has not been brought ‘to bear on 
us by the British Government with more rigor 
than on the island of Jamaica? Colonization 
has been brought home to the habitation of every 
man! Does not the gentleman know that the 
British functionaries have refused to release the 
friends, the children of his brethren, of his consti- 
tuents? Is not any argument to the contrary 
worse than false? Sir, a recreant coward or 
a treacherous traitor has brought a stain on this 
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country which nothing but physical force, a fill- 
ing the ranks of your army;ean wipe off. To ef- 
fect this desirable object the bill has been intro- 
duced, to which all this strange and violent op- 
position is made: Is your recruiting officer ordered 
by this bill into the work shop of the artisan to 
seduce his apprentices? Is he ordered into the 
house of your farmers to steal away their sons? 
No, sir; its object is to prevent collusion and 
fraud ; to prevent depredation, as it has been call- 
ed, on your ranks. It is sanctioned by precedent; 
itis enforced by necessity. Under such circum- 
stances individual convenience ought not to pre- 
ponderate against the general good? Weask not 
for the sustainment of an atrocious principle, or 
for the adoption of an immoral law, but for the 
means to support a just war until we can obtain 
an honorable peace—as much for the convenience 
and real benefit of that gentleman and his friends 
as ‘of any in the House. Sir, L hope the House, 
notwithstanding the terrible picture which has 
been attempted of the resentment which will be 
drawn down on your recruiting officers, will not 
suffer itself to be influenced, much less fright- 


ened, by the gentleman; from the prosecution of 


its true interest, as at the repeal of the embargo. 
If you will yield to threats from any quarter, bet- 
ter at once abandon your seats and return to your 
homes. Let Massachusetts, as the gentleman has 
threatened, resist the law; Ithank God there is 
yet no point of contact between us, but if she 
shall, contrary to our mutual interest, array her- 
self against the General Government, I, for one, 
shall not hesitate to search for the proof that ‘she 
is only a-component part of the Union—not its 
arbitress. : 

Mr. WnzaTON said, that being now satisfied 
that the bill would receive the sanction of a ma- 
jority of the members present, he would not de- 
tain the House but for a single moment, in add- 
ing to the remarks that had already been made. 
He regretted extremely that theamendments that 
had been proposed could not have been received, as 


without them he could not, in good conscience, give 


his vote for its becoming a law. He said he had 
never been an advocate for commencing the war, 


the difficulties and calamities of which the coun- 


try now felt, and that were he now to profess a 
friendship for its continuance, his sincerity might 
be doubted, at least by some; he had, therefore, 
no such professions to make; but he presumed it 


would not be doubted when he declared, that he: 


had no objection to any reasonable remuneration 
for the services of those unfortunate men who, 
either voluntarily or by compulsion, had entered 
the ranks of our armies; and that he did not 
think the sums, as annexed to the several grades 
mentioned in the first section of the bill, were, 
under every equitable consideration, too high. 
He doubted, however, whether such an inerease 
of pay were the dictate of public policy. Pinch- 
ing want may give courage and resolution to 


those whom a fulness would render inactive or 


disorderly. Besides, as this war must undoubted- 
ly continue at least half a century before any 
valuable object can probably be obtained by it, 


it may be worth consideration whether we are 
not entailing too heavy a^burden upon’ those 


‘that are to come after us. Regard is to be had 


to those that ate to pay, as well as to those that 
are to receive; and it has always been attended’ 
with more difficulty to reduce than to raise the 
wages of thosé employed in the public service. 
But to this additional pay, however reasonable 
in itself, there is another objection, and perhaps 
more forcible than any; that is, that. it is ill- 
timed. For, said Mr. W.,if it bea fact, and that 
it is as an honorable man, I am not at liberty 
to doubt, as it is supported by no less authorit 

than that of the President of the United States, 
*that the national spirit rises according to the 
“pressure on it, and that the late partial calami- 
‘ties we have experienced have been converted 
‘into a source ef invigorated efforts, so as to ren- 
* der it necessary to limit rather than to excite 
‘ the patriotic zeal'of the people,” would it not be 
a dictate of prudence to postpone this new en- 
couragement to enlistments to those duller days,’ 
we are taught to expect, and which we fondly an- 
ticipate; when our arms in the hands of our pre- 
sent soldiers shall be more prosperous, and our 
success more complete, and when consequently 
the ardor and patriotism of our people * distin- 
guished by their political stations,” shall abate ! 
And further he observed, as applicable to the 
provision in the bill for freeing those that niight 
enlist from arrests in civil eaüses, that no justi- 
fiable reason could be assigned why one set of 
men should -be thus privileged, and placed in a 
situation where they might acquire a right in the 
burying grounds of a foreign country, while ano- 


‘ther are thereby deprived of their honest dues: 


He also thought it irreconcilable to conscience 
in legislators, who are the guardians of the lives, 


.as well as property of the people, when they will 


not suffer the conveyance of the smallest parcel of 
property, made by minors, to be valid, to legalize 
a contract made by such an one, without the sol- 
emnities required from persons of full age, in 
cases much less important, and perhaps entered 
into in a thoughtless rnoment, by which, if he 
should fail in the performance, he might become 
liable to be shot. On the whole, he said, that it 
the war were popular, as many gentlemen affirm, 
it might be well worth a little consideration how 
far it will go in support of that idea abroad, when 
itis found that, to carry it on, the Government 
find it necessary to call to their aid bankrupts 
without principle, and boys without discretion. 
Mr. Wivgery.—Mr. Speaker: This question 
has been ably investigated by several gentlemen, 
especially the gentleman from South Carolina, 
who is Chairman of the Military Committee. 
But there are two points stated by the gentleman 
from Boston, which have not been answered by 
any one. In one he charges the Government 
with being under French influence. The other 
is, that the will of the Executive is the law of the 


land. And to elucidate his French influence, he 
gives you a caricature, showing that we acted as 
in France. 
crowd standing by a shopkeeper’s door in Lon- 


I will answer by another—it is of a 
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don; the shopkeeper, missing a piece of goods, 
cries stop thief ; the thief, finding himself likely 
to be discovered, rushed through the crowd ery- 
ing, louder than all the rest, stop thief ! This 

_ willapply to the gentlemen who are continually 
crying out French influence, for no other reason 
but to hide the English influence in our country. 
This is an artifice which has no foundation. I 
have often heard of French influence at home, 
but never could discover where it was; nor have 
] ever heard of the French Minister of State ap- 
plauding “his friends in Congress.” Where is 
this French influence to be found? Is it in the 
runners, with British guineas, from one end of the 
Union to the other? Sir, there is an old Spanish 
proverb, that a cover was never.big enough to 
hide itself. The gentlemenare seen through much 
plainer than they imagine. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts is very careful to state that he 
means nothing personal. But when he says the 
will of the Executive is the law of this nation, 
is it nota direct reflection.on the majority of this 
House, charging them with a want of independ- 
ence to discharge their duty as the Representa- 
tives of a free people; and wliatever gentlemen 
may say about the people in Massachusetts re- 
sisung the officers of Government, I believe no 
such thing—the people of that State will not 
commit any overt act against the Government of 
the United States. 

Mr. PrrkiN remarked, that the power given 
to a recruiting officer, to enlist minors, wasa new 
principle. It had not been acted upon before, or 
since the Revolution—this is a new mode of 
raising an Army ; were gentlemen prepared to 
adopt this new principle? Although by the re- 
solves of the Congress of 1776, minors could be 
enlisted, yet apprentices were exempted—and if 
any were enlisted, yet, on proper application, they 
were discharged; unless it could be shown the 
enlistment was with the consent of their mas- 
ters or guardians. By the law of 798, the Presi- 
dent certainly could direct relative to the size 
and age of a recruit—yet to whom did he apply 2 
Not to apprentices—not to wards ;—and then if 
an officer enlisted an apprentice without the con- 
sent of his master, he could be taken away from 
him by the writ of habeas corpus and the.officer 
held liable for damages. The eleventh section 
of the law for raising an additional military force 
contained a similar provision—and it was also 
necessary, the consent of the master or guardian 
should be in writing. 

Mr. P. did not intend to meddle at all with the 
policy of war—he should confine himself to the 
consideration of the most important principle con- 
tained inthe third section of the bill. The effect 
of this bill goes to infringe all the State laws. 
They all provide for the relations which exist 
between a master and his apprentice—a guardian 
and his ward; if the apprentice runs away, he 
ean be procured and brought back, and some of 
the States provide, that when the apprentice 
comes again into the possession of his master, 
that he shall serve not only the time lost, but an 
extra time, to remunerate his master by these 


services, for the losses he has sustained. If you 
take away his apprentice you deprive him of his 
property—this is a loss to the master, or he must 
recover where the services are due ; that is, of the 
parent or guardian, who are one of the contract- 
ing parties to the indentures—and where is the 
remedy ? Will not the officer be also liable to 
the State laws? Does not the Constitution say, 
no laws shall be passed abrogating contracts ? 
This bill will in its operation sanction the viola- 
tion of contracts, or it means nothing—it sanc- 
tions the right to take away the property of 
guardians, parents or masters, without providing 
any compensation for the same. I repeat, you 
are introducing a new principle in the mode of 
administering Government. The pressure is 
also beyond comparison unequal on the Northern 
States. Do gentlemen plead the necessity of 
the case? Does a necessity exist superior to 
the laws? Are we to understand that the salus 
populi shall rule without control? If not, then 
what is meant by this grant to take the property 
of your constituents, and leave them no remedy 
for the injury? The honorable gentleman from 
South Carolina has referred to the practice of 
other nations. Great Britain herself never incor- 
porated apprentices into her armies. —— 

Mr. WiLLIAMS admitted that apprentices were 
exempt—but minors were not. 

Mr. Pirxin agreed, but even when minors are 
enlisted without the consent of their guardians 
or masters, they can be released by the writ of 
habeas corpus. I believe that, in 1756, Great 
Britain passed an act which was designed to ex- 
tend to only the colonies; it allowed indented ser- 
vants to be enlisted into the army—but this act 
made provision for the master, if the compensa- 
tion was claimed within so many months after 
enlistment, and the necessary facis were proved 
before any: two justices of the peace. Whether 
this act was ever carried into effect I do not 
know—but I do know that compensation was 
provided for the property taken from the master 
in the person of his servant. 

I admit the word apprentice is not directly 
mentioned in the bill—and I cannot say posi- 
tively that it is designed to extend to that class 
of our youth—perhaps not—but as its phraseology 
is unqualified, and doubts exist, and incalculable 
trouble may be the result, why not make the 
law clear and explicit? Is it possible that Con- 
gress can, or would seriously contemplate injury 
to private property? To remove all doubts on 
this subject and future trouble to the States and 
this House, the bill should be expressed with all 
possible clearness and precision. I shall vote 
for amending the bill by striking out the third 
section, and on the final question, shall vote 
against it altogether. 

Mr. TRovr.—1f a stranger in the gallery had 
listened to the member from Massachusetts, he 
would have supposed that the provision of the 
bill against which the gentleman’s anathemas 
were most vehemently levelled, authorized the 
recruiting sergeant to enter the house of the citi- 
zen, drag from it the young man, and transport 
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him, loaded with chains, (as-is said to be the 
practice of one nation of Europe,) to the armies. 
Who would have supposed that the provision 
merely authorized the recruiting sergeant to ac- 
cept the voluntary service of‘ the young man, be- 
tween eighteen and twenty-one? The service 
due to the country, prior in point of time, para- 
mount in obligation, must yield, says the gentle- 
man, to the service due to the master, the parent, 
or the guardian. -If, sir, in the days of Rome’s 
greatness, if in the proud days of Grecian glory, 
the man could have been found base and hardy 
enough to withhold the young men from the 
public. service, to turn them from the path of 
honor, or to restrain them from the field of fame, 
he would have been hurled from the Tarpeian 
Rock or consigned to the Cave of Trophonius. 
The young man is preferred here, not because he 
is preferred in France, but because his physical 
constitution and his moral temperament pecu- 
Marly “qualify him for the arduous duties of the 
field and camp; bodily vigor and activity, ardor, 
enterprise, impetuosity; without family, and there- 
fore without the cares which family involve. No 
wife, no helpless children. Without care, but for 
his country. Without fear, but for her dishonor. 
He is most emily qualified for the duties of 
the camp and the field ; all experience has proved 
it, But the gentleman is not content with. op- 
posing himself to the patriotism of the young 
men; he is not Jess opposed to the increase of 
pay: Mr. T. thought, from the conduct of the 
House the other day, that the provision had been 
universally approved. He was the more surprised 
at the opposition of the gentleman, because it was 
this provision of the bill which went to eradicate 


that vice and immorality of the Army, which the | 


gentleman affected so much todeplore. The in- 
crease of pay had two objects, the filling the 
ranks, and the general respectability of the Army. 
The recruiting service had suddenly stopped ; it 
stopped only because all the men which were to 
be had for sixteen dollars bounty, and five dollars 
and one hundred and sixty acres of land, were 
already picked up; to get more, nothing could 
be done but to increase the pay ; the quantum of 
increase was the only question. The difficulty of 
enlisting men was not peculiar to us; it was felt 
by every nation. Military wages bore no equita- 
ble proportion to the ordinary wages of the coun- 
try. In the stronger and more despotic Govern- 
ments of Europe force was resorted to; in the 
more mild and moderate, stratagem and fraud 
and trick. Who had not heard of the tricks of 
recruiting sergeants? Under our own Govern- 
ment, enlistments, to be lawful, must be fair and 
free and voluntary ; hence, the only remedy left 
us was increase of pay. But the filling of the 
ranks was by no means the most important ob- 
ject. The increase of the general respectability 
of the Army was of infinitely more importance. 
The regular service had been brought into uni- 
versal disrepute in the country. The cause is 
obvious; it was the five dollars per month, and 
nothing else. There was nothing ignominious 
or disgraceful in the nature of the employment ; 


on the contrary, it is honorable, it inspires honor- 
able sentiments.. Ask the farmer why he does 
not encourage his son to enlist in the service of 
his country? He answers at once, that he can 
make ten dollars a month on the farm ; that if he 
has honesty and industry anybody will hire him 
for ten dollars. Can there be any doubt that, by 
increasing the pay, you will increase the numbers 
of the Army? not only so, in- the exact propor- 
tion as you increase the pay, will you increase 
the respectability. It is self-evident. Suppose, 
instead of sixty dollars, or ninety dollars-a year, 
you would agree to give them five thousand dol- 
lars, there is no doubt your ranks would soon be 
filled. You would have the silk-stocking gentry, 
(I do not know that the Army would be much 
hetter for that,) you would chance to have a few 
members of Congress, perhaps a Secretary of 
State, perhaps an ex-President; you would at least 
enlist honesty and industry. T say, sir, the in- 
crease of the respectability of the Army at this 
moment is of infinite importance. With every 
disposition to rely on the militia for defence and 
offence, we are not permitted to do so ; the mili- 
tia are withheld by some ‘of the States. The 
gentleman and his friends have withheld the mi- 
litia of Massachusetts; he would now withhold 
the regulars. Give character and respectability 
to the Army, and when in a spirit of jealousy or 
disaffection, or treason, the militia should be with- 
held, you are still independent ; you are still a 
Government for all the objects of Government. 
If Massachusetts and Connecticut—but I forbear ! 

Mr. Macon said, it appeared the House was 
now in a situation in which it had frequently 


.been heretofore ; that is, they take up a very small 


subject and make a very great one of it. The 
only question.for discussion appeared to him to 
be, whether or not they would enlist into the 
Army young men between the ages of eighteen 
and twenty-one. He was very sorry that, at this 
early period of the session, a discussion had been 
introduced into the House, which had at all times 
better be let alone, that of foreign influence. He 
did not mean to discussit ; but, if gentlemen were 
anxious for it, he was perfectly willing to set 
aside a day for the consideration of the subject, 
and go about it methodically. He regretted very 
much that the feature to whieh he had alluded 
had been inserted in the bill ; because he had been 
in hopes that, on the question of raising the pay 
of the Army, they would, one and all, have man- 
ifested a disposition to support the rights of the 
country. In the hope that they would yet come 
to an agreement on the subject; that they could 
give some vote of unanimity in relation to the 
war, he should move for a recommitment of the 
bill, with a view to amend it by striking out the 
third section. It appeared to him that, until a 
man had acquired political rights, he ought not to 
be called on to defend his country. The gentle- 
man from South Carolina says the principle of 
this section already exists in our militia laws. I 


admit it; and hence, I have always, when our 


militia laws have been under consideration, moy- 


ed to strike out “eighteen” and insert * twenty- 
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one. Ihope,if we do not take recruits under 
twenty-one, we will alter the militia laws also, 
and let the country rely for its defence: on those 
who manage its concerns. He hoped the House 
would consent to recommit the bill, and, in some 
one vote, show something like unanimity. 

Mr. RANDOLPH rose to speak at the same mo- 
ment with Mr. Macon, who, however, being first 
seen by the SPEAKER, obtained the floor. 

Mr. R. said that, he was extremely happy, as 
he did not notice his friend from North Carolina, 
at the time of his rising—in which case he should 
certainly have given way to him according to 
eustom—that he had caught the Speaker’s eye 
first. I was about to rise, said Mr. R., for the 
purpose of making a similar motion; and there 
are considerations on which it is unnecessary for 
me to dwell, and towards which I will not even 
hint, that render it at least as agreeable to me 
that the motion for recommitment should conie 
from that respectable and weighty quarter, rather 
than from myself. I shall vote for it upon the 
same grounds which would have induced me ul- 
timately to vote against the bill ; because it con- 
tains provisions, I might say principles, unsus- 
ceptible of modification, and, in my judgment, 
hostile to all those principles which I have hith- 
erto entertained, and to which it is impossible for 
me to give the sanction of my support. I shall 
not vote against the bill, for some of the reasons 
urged by the gentleman from Massachusetts on 
my right, (Mr. Quincy,) with more of eloquence 
than temperance, and answered in a style not dis- 
similar by my worthy friend on my left, (Mr. 
Wiuurams.) They both reminded me ofa stroke 
of perhaps the only comic poet this country has 
produced : 

« The more they injured their side, 
The more argument they applied.” 

The gentleman from Massachusetts touched a 
chord, which, he ought to have known, was that 
which would insure the passage of this bill; 
which would excite a temper that would indis- 
pose the House to listen to the still small voice of 
conscience and of reason. JI, sir, shall vote for 
the recommitment of this bill, and for reasons 
which, I am almost ashamed to urge; which I 
hope to be excused for adducing. They have 
nothing to do with the question of impressment, 
of maritime war, of the invasion of Canada, of 
Indian warfare; but, sir, they are principles 
which, from length of time, I am sorry to say, 
have grown so obsolete, like some of the olderstat- 
utes of those countries of more ancient date than 
ourselves, that, though I am not ashamed of 
them, I am almost ashamed to mention them— 
they are those professed by the Republican party 
in the year 1798, which I had the honor of at- 
tempting, at least, to support in those days—the 
principles, as reduced to record, of the present 
Chief Magistrate of our country in those days. 
In truth, it hasbeen insinuated, if notasserted, with 
much more of candor than of logical address, that 
the principles of the bill are those of the former 
friends of the gentleman from Massachusetts on 
my left, from which, I suppose, that gentleman 


has, in some way or other, deserted. This goes 
to prove, as far as the authority of the gentleman 
from Vermont and of my worthy friend from 
South Carolina has influence, that a long course 
of opposition has instilled into the gentleman 
something of the principles which did not belong 
to his friends while in power ; that he isa deserter 
from his party, and consequently that I have re- 
mained a faithful sentinel at my post. I did not 
expect to hear it said, sir, that this bill was not to 
be opposed because a similar bill had been passed 
in what used to be called the Reign of Terror. 
In other words, I did not expect to hear it stated 
that the principles of the Administration of the 
predecessor of Jefferson, which, I suppose, he 
would now be as ready to recant as any man in 
the nation, justified the bill; that it ought to be 
passed, because it was fashioned in conformity to 
such doctrines. It is now, sir, I think, some thir- 
teen or fourteen years ago, since a.similar ques- 
tion was agitated on. the floor of this House, and 
it was my lot to be compelled to sustain the same 
side of the question which I sustain to-day—for I 
will not use the qualified term, attempt to sustain, 
against one of the proudest names in this coun- 
iry—against the man who now presides, I will 
not say with what. splendor of abilities, at the 
head of the judicial department of our Govern- 
ment. The House will readily agree that, plain 
must have been that question which could have 
been. supported with such unequal odds; that 
strong must have been that side of the argument 
against such an advocate. It was one of those 
occasions on which the gentleman who then pre- 
sided in the House declared “he never witnessed 
a more unpromising debate :” it was so—for it 
was one of those which tended to put that.gen- 
tleman and his friends into the situation which so 
many of them—I will not say all—for there are 
some illustrious examples to the contrary—into 
the situation which many of them have since oc- 
cupied. It was an assertion of the great funda- 
mental principles of our Government against ar- 
bitrary, high-toned courtly notions, The party 
then in power had been nearly as long in office 
as the party now in power, and looked at the 
question pending before them, with a very differ- 
ent eye, while they wielded the sceptre, than that 
with which they look at the question now, when 
the sceptre is applied to their backs. J am sorry 
to say that I fear that the converse of the propo- 
sition is, in a great degree, true, and that those 
prineiples which 1 then supported, and which 
were the ground of the revolution of political 
sentiment in 1801 which thereafter ensued, have 
fallen, as it were, in abeyance; that, in fact, we 
have forgotten our oracle. 

I have said, on a former occasion, and if I were 
Philip, I would employ a man to say it every day, 
that the people of this country, if ever they lose 
their liberties, will do it by sacrificing some great 
principle of free government to temporary pas- 
sion. There are certain great principles, which 
if they be not held inviolate at all seasons, our 
liberty is gone. If we give them up, it is per- 
fectly immaterial what isthe character of our 
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Sovereign; whether.he.be King or President, 
elective or hereditary—it is perfectly immaterial 
what is his character—we shall be slaves—it is 
notan elective government which will preserve us. 
But I am afraid I have fallen somewhat into 
error, by wandering from the course I proposed. 
On the occasion to which I have alluded, I main- 
tained that the provision of a bill then pending, 
similar to that I now object to, was arbitrary, un- 
. constitutional, and unjust, because it was in the 
nature of an ex.post facto law. It is of the na- 
ture of an ex post facto law—it is more—it tends 
to.exalt'the military authority over the civil—it 
is this oritis nothing. If the section pronounce 
an ambiguous voice, to be construed according 
to expediency, then is there so much greater rea- 
son to recommit the bill, to reduce it to some shape 
which shall render it intelligible to the meanest 
capacity. It goes to alter the nature of a remedy 
to impair the obligation of a contract. A man 
has contracted a debt, and his creditors arrest him. 
He enlists. He enlists through the grates of a 
prison or within the limits of prison bounds. The 
contract between this man and the creditor is 
varied by the law, because the remedy of the 
creditor is changed. Let us not have a descant 
on the cruelty of imprisonment for debt, and the 
expediency of introducing other provisions on 
that subject. That is not the question. It is on 
a law for exempting a particular class of men 
from those penalties and provisions which attach 


sergeant and the civil officer for this man, and, 
that the- civil authority supports its officer by 
calling out the force at its disposal. What would 
be the upshot? What is it to lead to? I need 
not state the consequences.. These principles, sir, 
were urged thirteen years ago; they are urged 
now, in the same place, and on the same occasion. 
I cannot consent, in deference to any gentlemen, 
however great their zeal, to admit that I merely 
urged them at that time, from party views, to put 
down one description of persons in order to get 
into their warm berths. I cannotconsent to such 
an admission, and, therefore, cannot give my sup- 
port to any bill which contains such provisions. 
I have said this will be an ex post factolaw. It 
is so; it operates not only after the right has ac- 
erued to the creditor to sue out his writ, but after 
it is in a course of execution, Let me put another 
case. Suppose that Congress were to pass a law 
that every malefactor under the sentence of death, 
who enlisted in the Army, should not have the 
sentence of the law executed on his body. Have 
you not as good a right to do that as to pass this 
law? Would you consent to see a scuffle at the 
gallows between the civil authority and the mil- 
itary for the body of that wretch ? 

I will put another case, sir. A soz, who is the 
only support of a widowed and aged mother, in 
some moment of hilarity, perbaps of intoxication, 
led-astray by the phantom Glory, enlists in the 
Army of the United States. Ispeak of one who 


to all other classes of society. The military of | isa.minor. Although I know that freemen of 


all classes in society, that class which we are 
about to exempt from the general provisions at- 
taching to other classes, is that of which the peo- 
ple of this country have been led by all our wri- 
ters, by all our authorities, to entertain the most 
watchful and justly founded jealousy. It is on 
principles somewhat analogous to these, or rather 
the same, much better enforced, that an opposition 
Was maintained to a law, not dissimilar in its 
provisions from this, in the winter of 1799-1800. 

In the fury and tempest of his passion, my 
friend from South Carolina seemed to overlook, 
whatI thought he would be one of the last to 
forget, that we live in a limited Government, pos- 
sessing restricted powers, which we cannot ex- 
ceed. Has the Constitution, with the most jeal- 
ous scrutiny, defined the privileges of a member 
‘of this House, not permitting us to define our 
own, and made our principal privilege an exemp- 
tion from arrest; and do we clothe ourselves with 
the power of exempting from arrest, ad libitum, 
a whole class of society—of creating a privileged 
order? We are, indeed, a privileged order, but 
we are privileged by the Constitution. I ask 
the gentleman from South Carolina whence he 
derives the power of ereating a privileged order, 
and, shall this assumption of power beattempted 
in favor of the military, of all other classes? In 
my opinion, sir, the section to which I have had 
reference is freighted with most fatal consequen- 
ces. Iwill suppose a case. Suppose a man had 
a writ served upon him, and he afterwards en- 
lists; that an escape warrant is taken out against 
him, and a contest ensues between the recruiting 


this country cannot be property in the sense iu 
which a slave is property, yet, I do allow that 
the mother has a property in the time of that 
| child; that he is under an obligation from which 
|; no human law can absolve him—an obligation 
imposed upon him by the maternal throes that 
issued him into life—by the nourishment drawn 
from the parens breast—by the cherishing hand 
which fostered him through imbecility and in- 
fancy. Youhavenota right to take him—I hope 
then, sir, that no question will be made of your 
power. ; : 

I put another case, said Mr. R. Although an 
apprentice and a minor are not property in the 
sense in which a slave is property, there is a 
class of men, unluckily, in certain parts of our 
country (in Philadelphia, for instance—I mean 
that class called “redemptioners,”) who were 
sold but yesterday in the markets of that city. 
Is the gentleman who represents that district 
(Mr. Sevsert) willing that they shall absolve 
themselves from their contract by enlisting in 
the Army? If he is, Iam. A redemptioner, sold 
in Philadelphia for a term of years, bought in the 
market as fairly as any other commodity—(I say 
fairly, because bought with his own consent, and 
as he believes, for his own advantage)—such a 
person, if tempted to enlist, will, unquestionably, 
prefer the pay and emolument of a soldier in your 
Army to his present situation. With regard to 
apprentices, I very much fear, sir, that those who 
enlist will, for the greater part, be of that descrip- 
tion for whom their masters have advertised six 
cents reward, and forewarned all persons from 
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harboring them. I remember, when a small boy, 
to have seen a series of prints by Hogarth, called 
“The Progress of Industry and Idleness.” The 
gradations were not more regular than natural. 
The one ends with wealth, honor, and an eligible 
matrimonial connexion with the daughter of his 
master, with whom he had been admitted into 
partnership; the other is brought up by the gib- 
bet. Their names were Thomas Idle and Wil- 
liam Goodchild. I believe, sir, that more of the 
Thomas Idles than of any other will enlist under 
this law, and I sincerely hope they will; for T 
very much fear that even William Goodchild, 
after he has gone through the diseipline of a camp 
for five years, will be utterly unfit for any other spe- 
cies of employment, Thisis not all. * There are 
other considerations, which I forbear to touch— 
which, I should have supposed, would have 
brought themselves home to the bosom of every 
gentleman in this House. Personal indisposition 
has prevented my attendance in this House, and 
I did not hear of this bill until last night. It 
was then mentioned to me by one who is fast in 
the old faith, and has often brought the House to 
a recollection of good old principles; and I did 
hope that they would this day have received 
more strenuous aid from that quarter than they 
have. I hope the House will refuse to pass the 
bill, if it were only to show that there is some one 
act of the Administration of 1799-1800, which 
the present possessors of power have not copied 
from their statute book. There remains only this, 
and the eight per cent. stock loan—and we are 
saved from the latter-only by the infractions of 
that law, which we imperiously refused at the 
last session to repeal. Itis the infractions of this 
law, which has poured money into our coffers, and 
saved us from the disgrace of an eight per cent. 
loan. There is another part of this bill which 
strikes me as being inexpedient; but, as I do not 
wish to blend considerations of expediency with 
those of great and vital principles, E shall waive 
anything on that head. 

I am of opinion, when called into actual ser- 
vice of the United States, the militia ought to 
receive better pay than that allowed by law; be- 
cause many of them are in such a situation that 
their families are dependent on their personal ser- 
vices for subsistence; and it is not possible that, 
at the present rate of pay, anything can be spared 
by the soldier for his family at home. In one re- 
spect, I think my worthy friend from North Car- 
olina has indulged rather in curious speculations 
than sound practice, when he would refuse to 
avail himself of the services of a man because 
he has no participation in the Government. 
Would he also disfranchise those who had passed 
the period of liability to militia duty ? I know 
he would not. Butif there be truth in his po- 
sition, that no man should be ealled to perform 
military duty who has no agency in the Govern- 
ment, it would follow that no man should have 
an agency in Government who is not called on 
by it to perform military duty. 

Whether, as respeets the regular Army, enlist- 
ments are to be procured more readily by an in- 


crease of pay or bounty, I leave to those more 
skilled in military affairs than myself to deter- 
mine. But it strikes me that it is not by an in- 
crease of pay that you will obtain any addition 
to the number of recruits. Those who enlist in 
the Army do it not with a view to the pay, but 
to the bounty. Take away that, and I venture 
to say you may treble the pay and you will hardly 
get men to enlist. Iam confident you would not 
if you doubled ihe pay. How far it is politic in 
a Government like that of the United States to 
cherish military establishments by high bounties, 
will properly be a subject of discussson when the 
bill is recommitted to a Committee of the whole 
House, as I trust it will be; but it always has 
appeared to me that if you wish to perpetuate 
any establishment—to rivet it on a nation—you 
ought to make it as “ respectable” and lucrative 
as possible. What is the reason that any partic- 
ular class or profession in society has held its 
ground against all opposition? It has been the 
respectability of the calling—the lucrativeness of 
it. If you could never get rid of the Army when 
it was neither lucrative nor respectable, do you 
expect ever to get rid of it when it is more lucra- 
tive and respectable—when the whole youth of 
the country is embodied in it, and there 1s scarce- 
ly a family in the country that has not an inter- 
est in keeping it up? My eyes were caught last 
night by a paragraph in a newspaper announcing 
he trial of a deserter. It was there stated that 
the practice had become so common as to en- 
danger the safety of the nation. Will that prac- 
tice be diminished by an increase of the pay of 
the soldiers? The man, who was condemned to 
death was one who had repeatedly enlisted, for 
the purpose, probably, of obtaining the bounty. 
When, in the Roman Republie—and we have 
been taught by my friend on the right to refer to 
them—the army became not only a part, but the 
whole of the constitution, was the army ever af- 
fected, in point of number or power, by the im- 
mense donatives, the vast increase of pay and 
bounty, given by the Emperors? From the mo- 
ment you make the Army what I see gentlemen 
desirous of making it, the great lucrative and re- 
spectable profession of the country; when you 
thin the ranks of law and of medicine—and in 
that respect, perhaps, save human life, if not hu- 
man blood—we havea new order of society, a 
new Constitution. 

Mr. R. then adverted to the last section of the 
bill. He owned it was with some unpleasant 
feelings he saw this provision for commutation 
of service from a five years’ enlistment to enlist- 
ment during the war. But it was highly possi- 
ble that upon this as well as other topics, on 
which he had incidentally and very digressively 
touched, the House has heard objections and ar- 
guments similar to those he had used, and infi- 
nitely more worthy their attention. 

Before he sat down, Mr. R. said he must be 
permitted to remark, that although he should 
not, as he intended, from the lateness of the hour 
of the day, go very far into the book of Chronicles, 
the Records of 1799—he must be permitted, and 
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the House would excuse him for it, to speak in 
reference to transactions of the last.session, on 
the subject of Indian savages, who had been 
brought up in.this day's debate. The House may 
not have troubled its recollection, said he, with 
the declaration on this subject at that day made 
by me, and which, however inconsiderately made, 
I still adhere to.. The power of the Indian sav- 
ages within the limits of the United States, with 
whom we were in any danger of coming into 
collision, was broken by the same arm which 
-broke the fetters of British dominion. -The Peace 
of Greenville, which followed Wayne’s Indian 
war, put an end to all collision between us and 
those barbarians ; and there never was, from that 
time up to the transaction at Tippecanoe, any 
interruption of ourascendency overthem. When 
the present President of the United States came 
into power, Mr. R. said, he had announced the 
pacific disposition of the Indian tribes, who were 
generally linked together in the Message with the 
Darbarian Powers of Europe. "This declaration 
of their pacific disposition had been reiterated in 
each Message until that of the last session, as Mr. 
R. proved by quotations which he read. In the 
Message at the opening of the preceding session, 
which Mr. R. denominated the penultimate ses- 
sion, their pacific disposition was distinctly sta- 
ted. These continued declarations, he said, were 
conclusive on the subject of Indians and of In- 
-dian warfare. a 

Tn my desultory way, continued Mr. R., I will 
make another remark, as to the pay of soldiers. 
I had always understood. that in an army it was 
the policy of the officers to keep the soldiery 
poor—I beg to be understood as speaking of reg- 
ulars only—that as long as the men were flushed 
with money, they made by so much the worse 
soldiers—that their fitness and utility as soldiers 
was in the inverse proportion to the goodness of 
their finances. 

With respect to the examples of ancient Com- 
monwealths, it must be obvious to gentlemen 
much less well read in them than the gentleman 

` from Georgia who has alluded to them, that 
‘there is no analogy 1n the cases he cited; that 
‘their Governments were anomalous, having no 
fixed principles, nothing that we should call civil 
or rational liberty—that they were ignorant of 
the liberty of conscience—that they had not rep- 
resentative Government. How then can there 
be any analogy between them and ourselves, who 
sit here under a specific and limited authority ? 
None I believe can be pointed out. 

It appears to me, sir, if this bill be not recom- 
mitted, and do not undergo alteration, it will en- 
danger collisions of authority between the State 
and Federal Government. I would ask by what 
right can the Federal Government undertake to 
dispense with the law of a State in a case of con- 
tract between two citizens of the same State? I 
would ask, with deference and submission, whe- 
ther the State courts will feel themselves bound 
by this law. In some States they may; but ina 
majority of the States I trust they will not. And, 
notwithstanding what the gentleman from South 
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Carolina has said on the subject of the conduct 
of Massachusetts, it is a matter of notoriety that 
the opposition of Virginia and Kentucky did put 
an end to Mr. Adams’s war. We took our stand, 
sir, and, on prineiples for which I have been at- 
tempting this day most feebly to contend, we 
triumphed, The patriotism and good sense of 
the American people ratified what we did. If 
you doubt it, look to the authority. Ata session 
of the Virginia Legislature in 1799 certain reso- 
lutions were passed which produced nearly .the 
same language on this floor in relation to her as 
we have to-day heard from the gentleman from 
South Carolina. They would not be dragooned 
into the measures of the then Administration. 
These resolutions of Virginia begat in other 
States intemperate resolves in favor of the war 
with France, and vituperative language respec- 
ting the conduct of Virginia and Kentucky. 
These resolves were, at the session of the Vir- 


ginia Assembly ensuing, committed to a com- 


mittee of which the present Chief Magistrate was 
chairman, and a report was draughted by him 
in support of the ground then taken in the States 
of Virginia and Kentucky. Mr. R. then quoted 
some of these resolutions, in which the Legisla- 
ture deprecate the war with France as unneces- 
sary, and recommend that, instead of expending 
money on needless armies and navies, the Gov- 
ernment should husband the publie resources, &c. 
So that, said Mr. R., according to the doctrines of 
that day, as laid down from an authority not less 
then respected by those out of power than now 
by those in power, the true policy of this coun- 
try was—to do what? Not to raise volunteer 
or military corps, not to lavish your funds on 
regular armies, but “to husband the publie re- 
sources.” shall, said Mr. R., in conclusion, go 
no farther, but content myself with having proved 
that Tam an irreclaimable heretic—tbat I will 
not, for the sake of expediency, give up prin- 
ciples and opinions with which I came into pub- 
lic life—that if lam wrong now, it has been my 
misfortune to have been so for fourteen years— 
and at least for one period of my life, that I had 
the fortune of erring with Plato rather than being 
right with' other people. 

Mr. Wiliams said he stood reproved, but not 
corrected, by the gentleman who had just sat down. 
I was charged, sir, said Mr. W., with advocating 
an atrocious principle, and I throw back the as- 
persion on him who made it—I am much mis- 
taken in the character of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, if he would not have done the same with 
as much “fury” atleast as Icould. Istandthen 
reproved,sir, but not.corrected. I have advocated 
the provision of this bill most objected to, for 
three reasons; that it is sanctioned by the usage 
of other countries and of our own; that it 1s 
founded on the same principle which runs through 
all our laws, that the service of the citizen is due 
to the nation which protects him and in the 
Government of which he participates; and that 
it is particularly called for by the exigencies of 
the times. These reasons have not been met. 
Until they are rebutted, I must support it. On 
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this occasion, at least, it cannot be alleged that | with him (Mr. J. 


arguments addressed by members on the other 
.side of the House have no effect on this; for no 
argument has been used in reply to those which 
have been advanced in its favor. 

With respect to * dragooning? Massachusetts, 
sir, I feel no more disposition to do it than that 
gentleman ; Ibelieve he would shrink with as 
much intrinsic abhorrence from measures openly 
advocated in that country, as I would. Her 
leaders dare not tell the people that they refuse 
to grant their physical force to support the coun- 
try's independence—to save it from Dritish dom- 
ination. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
did not say so. They writhe under the lash, but 
dare not defend their conduct. There is no point 
of contact between her and the Union—God for- 
bid there should be !—but if there should be, I 
‘would be one that would teach her to know her 
duty. Is the opposition of Virginia in the days 
of terror, to be compared to that of the present 
rulers of Massachusetts? The opposition of the 
one was Constitutional—that of the other is not. 
Yes, sir, I do hope that the authority of the 
Union and of that State may never come in 
contact, that we may not be under the necessity 
of putting down the desperate measures of that 
State. Sir, when we are insulted, when we are 
“ dragooned” for endeavoring to put our country 
in the armor the times call for, when an attempt 
is made to deprive us of the means of defence ; I, 
for one, will not refrain from expressing my sen- 
timents of such conduct and of the remedy for it. 

Mr. BiceLow rose, he said, not to enter into 
this discussion, but to express his regret that any 
remarks had been introduced into debate irrela- 
tive to the subject, and particularly in relation to 
the conduct of Massachusetts. He was sorry to 
hear the gentleman from South Carolina say 
that the Representatives from that State writhed 
under the lash, but dare not defend the conduct of 
their Executive. When the subject should come 
properly before the House, the gentleman would 
find them not loth to enter into debate and to 
defend the conduct of the authorities of the State 
in the case alluded to. He had risen, he said, 
for no other purpose but to give this intimation. 

Mr. Jounson said, the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. Ranpotpn) had made it his duty to 
trouble the House with a few remarks. Mr. J. 
said the House would recollect that at the last 
session lie advanced the position, and indeed had 
stated that there was satisfactory evidence to 
prove, that the Indian tribes hostile to the Uni- 
ted States had been stimulated by British gold or 
British influence, or the local authorities in Can- 
ada acting under the sanction of the British 
Government, to take up arms against the people 
of this country, and to murder unarmed and de- 
fencelessindividualson our frontiers. The House 
will recollect that this fact was either denied or 
considered problematical by the gentleman from 
Virginia; who at the same time gave a pledge, 
that could he believe that such was the fact, he 
would not only vote for a declaration of war 
against Britain, but he would march himself 


) to Canada, to take possession 
of that country: that on the present occasion the 
same fact was denied, and the same pledge re- 
newed, anda Message from the President, of 1810, 
had been read to prove the friendly dispositions 
of the Indians and to deny the fact of their hos- 
tility. Mr. J. said, he asked the gentleman whe- 
ther he denied the hostility of many tribes of 
Indians to the United States? Would he deny 
the fact that the savages were employed by Gen- 
eral Brock at Detroit and at Queenstown? 
Would he deny that the savages were now in the 
employ of Great Britain in Canada, clothed, fed 
and paid? Would he deny.what was admitted 
by official communications from British officers, 
and what was seen by our countrymen in arms? 
Would he deny that after the surrender of De- 
troit, Fort Wayne was attacked and invested by 
the same tribe of Indians that is now in British 
pay and British influence, and that two hundred 
British regulars and Canadians together with 
aboutone thousand savages had traversed a wil- 
derness of one hundred and fifty miles from Mal- 
den until they reached within thirty miles of 
Fort Wayne, with cannon to aid in the attack 
upon that place ; but who were fortunately driven 
away and compelled to retreat by the left wing 
of the Northwest army? Would he deny that 
the Indians fought against us, and by the side of 
British regulars, near Brownstown, where they 
were defeated by the valor of our troops? Would 
he deny that the same hostile savages had fallen 
upon our frontier after the surrender of Hull, 
committing their barbarities until checked by the 
forces from Kentucky and Ohio? Mr. J. said it 
was no longer a matter of opinion or belief, but a 
notorious positive fact—where then, he required, 
was the promise of co-operation? Where was 
the pledge that had been given—or was it sup- 
posed that the British were now justified in em- 
ploying the savages to murder defenceless women 
and children, or to employ them in a contest be- 
tween civilized nations? Mr. J. said he had not 
been unmindful of the pledge which had been 
given—he thought of it when he was in pursuit 
of the savages in company with brave and patri- 
otic men. He should have been much gratified 
to have had the gentlemen from Virginia by his 
side, not only in the pursuit, but he would have 
been more gratified to have found the enemy. 

Mr. J. said he did not feel disposed to pursue 
the gentleman from Virginia in other remarks 
which he had made. The gentleman had enume- 
rated prineiples which, in his opinion, would at 
some period destroy the Republic. Mr. J. said 
the liberties of the people and the cause of the 
Republie would be much more likely in his opin- 
ion to be jeopardized if the gentleman was to sue- 
ceed in his opposition to a war, which was not 
only just on our part, but one which could not be 
avoided. 

The gentleman from Virginia had spoken oi 
his own consistency and his standing at his post 
as a faithful sentinel; which was all admissible. 
But, not satisfied with this declaration, the Fede- 
ralgentlemen were represented as having changed 
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from the high-toned: measures and principles in 
the Reign of Terror and become advocates of in- 
dependence and freédom—and that, of the Repub- 
licans in this House, the majority had abandoned 
their old Whig principles.. Mr. J. observed, that 
if the day was not almost gone, and the patience 
of the House exhausted, he should feel it his duty 
to resort to the records, the Journal of the House, 
and examine the correctness of the ground which 
had been assumed, but not maintained, as to the 
consistency of gentlemen, For his part, (Mr. J. 
said) he should content himself with saying he 
believed the majority were supporting the great 
cause of the country, of independence and free- 
dom, and that an opposite course had an opposite 
tendency. | 

The question was then taken on the.motion to 
recommit the bill, and lost. For reeommitment 
42, against it 62. 

The question was then taken that the said bill 
do pass; and resolved in the affirmative—yeas 64, 
nays 37, as follows: : 

Yxas— Willis Alston, jr., William Anderson, Ezekiel 
Bacon, Burwell Bassett, William Blackledge, Robert 
Brown, William Butler, John C. Calhoun, Francis 
Carr, Langdon Cheves, Matthew Clay, James Cochran, 
Lewis Condict, William Crawford, Richard Cutts, Rog- 


er Davis, John Dawson, Joseph Desha, Samuel Dins- | 


moor, Elias Earle,, William. Findley, James Fisk, Me- 
shack Franklin, Thomas Gholson, Peterson Goodwyn, 
Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, John A. Harper, Aylett Hawes, 
John M. Hyneman, Richard M. Johnson, Joseph Kent, 
Abner Lacock, William Lowndes, Aaron Lyle, George 
C. Maxwell, William McCoy, Alexander McKim, 
Arunah Metcalf, Samuel L. Mitchill, James Morgan, 
Jeremiah Morrow, Hugh Nelson, Thomas Newton, 
James Pleasants, jun., Benjamin Pond, William M. 
Richardson, John Rhea, John Roane, Jonathan Roberts, 
Ebenezer Sage, Lemuel Sawyer, Adam Seybert, Sam- 
uel Shaw, John Smilie, George Smith, John Smith, 
William Strong, John Taliaferro, George M. Troup, 
Charles Turner, junior., David R. Williams, William 
‘Widgery, and Richard Winn. 

Nays—Abijah Bigelow, Adam Boyd, James Breck- 
enridge, Elijah Brigham, Epaphroditus Champion, 
Martin Chittenden, Thomas B. Cooke, John Daven- 
port, jr., William Ely, James Emott, Asa Fitch, Thos. 
R. Gold, Jacob Hufty, Richard Jackson, jun., Lyman 
Law, Joseph Lewis, jun., Nathaniel Macon, Archibald 
McBryde, James Milnor, Jonathan O. Moseley, Thos. 
Newbold, Joseph Pearson, Timothy Pitkin, jr., Elisha 
R. Potter, Josiah Quincy, John Randolph, William 
Reed, Henry M. Ridgely, William Rodman, Thomas 
Sammons, Richard Stanford, Lewis B. Sturges, Sam- 
uel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Laban Wheaton, 
Leonard White, and Thomas Wilson. 


Monpay November 23, 


Mr. Newron, from the Committee of Com- 
merce and Manufactures, presented a bill to pro- 
hibit the use of licenses, or papers, issued under 
the authority of any foreign Government; which 
was read twice; and committed to a Committee 
of the Whole on Thursday next. 

Mr. Cueves, from the Committee of Ways and 


to defray expenses incurred; or to be incurred, 
under. an act, entitled “An act 10 authorize a de- 
tachment from the. militia of the United States,” 
which was read twice, ahd committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole to-day. : 

The House immediately resolved itself into a 


‘Committee of the Whole, on the said bill; which 


having been considered, and the blank for the ap- 
propriation having been filled with “one million 
of dollars,” the bill was reported to the House 
and ordered to be eugrossed for a third reading; 
and was subsequently read a third time and passed. 


PROPOSED NEW STATE. 


On motion of Mr. Porspzxrzn, the House re- 
solved itself into a Committee of the Whole, on the 
bill to authorize the people of Mississippi "T'etri- 
tory to form a constitution and State govern- 
ment, and for the admission of the same into the. 
Union. A ' 

Mr. RicnanDsoN moved to strike out the first 
section of the bill. i oí 

This motion was supported by Mr. Pirxin, 
prineipaliy on the ground of the inexpediency, 
on general principle, of giving to a Territory em- 
bracing a population of only twenty or thirty 
thousand souls, a representation iu the Senate 
equal to that possessed by other States, some of 
which contained a million of inhabitants. Ano- 
ther objection was, that the bill proposed to in: 
corporate within a State the town and citadel of 
Mobile, now in possession of a foreign Power; 
and thus make it the duty of a State to expel: 
from its territory a force which the President had 
not thought fit to remove. 

The motion was opposed by Mr. POINDEXTER, 
who contended that the population of the Terri- 
tory was much greater than was represented; and 
even if it were not what it is, that a. precedent 
was to be found in the incorporation of Ohio and 
of Louisiana. .He represented, in glowing terms, 
the anxiety of the people of the Territory to be 
enabled to bear their share of the expense as well 
as the dangers of the present war in support of 
our just rights; in which cause they had already, 
employed twelve hundred. militia, which the gen- 
tleman could not say of the populous ‘State he. 
represented; and, if that were not enough, they 
were ready to put a bayonet into the hands of 
every man in the "Territory capable of bearing 
arms. As to the occupancy of Mobile by the 
Spaniards, it was not a valid objection ; but if it 
were, he said he hoped it would soon be invali- 
dated; he trusted that the spirit of the country 
would aid the disposition of the Executive to 
repel every foreign enemy from our territories, 

The motion to strike out the first section was. 
negatived, yeas 24. . 

After some amendment to the bill, the Com- 
mittee rose and reported it to the House. 

Mr. Pirxin renewed the motion to strike out 
the first section of the bill; which was negatived. 
by a large majority. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for 


Means, presented a bill making an appropriation | a third reading. 


12th Cow. 2d Szss.—7 
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Turspay, November 24. 


Mr. Jennines said he had à resolution which 
he wished to submit for the consideration of the 
House. He said he had just received information 
that the Indians had again made incursion upon 
the frontiers of the Indiana Territory, and had 
killed several persons. That almost the whole 
of the extensive frontier of that Territory had 
been left to the necessity of defending themselves 
against their inroads. That it was impossible 
for the frontier inhabitants to shield themselves 
from their secret and unforeseen attack, unless 
they neglected’ their ordinary avocations and 
bestowed their whole time exclusively to the pur- 
pose of defence.. 

He said that the frontier of that Territory, ex- 
tensive as it was, had not enjoyed one hour of 
security and repose, from the protection of the 
one company of Mounted Rangers, which had 
been allotted for its defence, except in the neigh- 
borhood of Vincennes, and on the river Wabash. 
That the balance of the frontier, which, on ac- 
count of the manner in which the Indian title 
had been extinguished, included a distance not 
less than two hundred miles, bad been left to de- 
fend themselves, while every description of force 
under the authority of the United States, had 
been ordered to the northwestern extreme of the 
Territory, and even the militia from the former 
unprotected part of the frontiers, had been ordered 
to the same point, and the wives and children 
of some of them had been massacred in their 
absence. 

Mr. J. then submitted the following resolution, 
which was adopted : 

Resolved, That the committee on that part of the 
President's Message which relates to military affairs, 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of authori- 
zing the President of the United States to cause two 
additional companies of Mounted Rangers to be raised 
for the protection of the frontiers of the Territory of 
Indiana. 


MICHIGAN TERRITORY. 


, Mr. POINDEXTER offered the following resolu- 
tion for consideration : 


Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
into the expediency of repealing the act entitled “An 
act to divide the Indiana Territory into two separate 
governments,” passed on the 11th day of January, 1805,” 
and of providing more effectually for the government 
of Michigan Territory ; and that the committee have 
leave to report thereon by bill, or otherwise. 

Mr. P. said that the object he had in view in 
moving this resolution, wasto get rid of the salaries 
of the officers of that Territory. Since the sur- 
render of Detroit their functions had ceased; yet 
they continued to receive their salaries, whilst one 
of them is a British prisoner and another has ac- 
cepted a commission under the British authority. 
He wished to reorganize the goveroment, and 
enable the proper authority to appoint other offi- 
cers, and such perhaps as would administer the 
government of the Territory better than here 
tofore. 

Mr. RngA had no objection to this resolution, 


he said, so far as it went to affect the officers; but 
to a repeal of the law in toto he bad a strong ob- 
jection. He thought it would be construed to 
express an idea that some sort of relinquishment 
had taken place by the United States, in conse- 
quence of the temporary occupation of that Ter- 
ritory by a foreign Power. 

Mr. Poinpexrer modified his resolution so as 
to read “repealing or modifying” the act, &c. 

Mr. Jennines (delegate from Indiana) wished 
to ascertain the particular object of the resolution, 

Mr. POINDEXTER stated that his object was 
merely to wipe off the present roll of officers of 


that Territory, and appoiat others made of more 


sterling stuff. They were at present rather in a 
deranged state, it seemed to him; one of them 
prisoner to the British, and the other having ac- 
cepted an appointment of Secretary of State, or 
something of that kind, from them. He had 
no idea, he said, of re-attaching Michigan to Indi- 
ana by repealing the law. 

Mr. Jennines appeared to acquiesce in the mo- 
tion, since it was not intended to re-unite the 
Territories. 

Mr. Rura moved to strike out of the resolution 
the words “repealing or."—Motion negatived. 

Mr. Rura moved that it lie on the table— 
Negatived. 

Mr. Sranrorp objected to the resolution, as go- 
ing to provide further for the government of a 
Territory not in fact in our possession. He moved 
to postpone the resolution to Thursday.—Mo- 
tion lost. 

The question was then taken on the resolution, 
and decided in the affirmative by a large ma- 
jority. 

Mr. Pornpexrer, Mr. Morrow, Mr. WiLsoN, 


| Mr. Hyneman, and Mr. Cooks, were appointed 


the committee. 
MISSISSIPPI TERRITORY. 

An engrossed bill to enable the people of the 
Mississippi Territory to form a constitution and 
State government, and for the admission of such 
State into the Union on an equal footing with 
the original States, was read the third time; and, 
on the question that the same do pass, it passed 
in the affirmative—yeas 63. nays 39, as follows: 

Yzas— Willis Alston, jr., William Anderson, Daniel 
Avery, David Bard, Burwell Bassett, Robert Brown, 
William Butler, Matthew Clay, James Cochran, Lewis 
Condict, William Crawford, Roger Davis, John Daw- 
son, Joseph Desha, Samuel Dinsmoor, Elias Earle, 
William Findley, James Fisk, Meshack Franklin, Tho- 
mas Gholson, Peterson Goodwyn, Isaiah L. Green, 
Felix Grundy, Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, Aylett Hawes, 
John M. Hyneman, Richard M. Johnson, Joseph Kent, 
William R. King, Peter Little, William Lowndes, 
Aaron Lyle, Nathaniel Macon, Thomas Moore, Wil- 
liam McCoy, Samuel McKee, Alexander McKim, 
Arunah Metcalf, James Morgan, Jeremiah Morrow, 
Hugh Nelson, Anthony New, Thomas Newbold, Tho- 
mas Newton, Stephen Ormsby, Israel Pickens, James 
Pleasants, jr., Benjamin Pond, John Roane, Jonathan 
Roberts, Ebenezer Sage, Lemuel Sawyer, Ebenezer 
Seaver, John Smilie, George Smith, John Smith, Rich- 
ard Stanford, John Taliaferro, George M. Troup, Robert 
Whitebill, Thomas Wilson, and Richard Winn. 
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dred thousand dollars, and her stores were worth, in: 
all probability, fifty thousand dollars at least; besides; . 
she had on board a number of prize goods, the value" 
of which cannot be ascertained; but was probably: 
equal to fifty thousand dollars more. So that the 
«whole value of the Guerriere, her stores and prize 
goods, at the time the action commenced, may fairly 
be estimated at three hundred thousand: dollars. 

Had Captain Hull have incurred the risk before 
mentioned, and succeeded in getting the Guerriere 
into port, the officers and crew of the Constitution; 
considering the Guerriere as her equal, would have 
been entitled to the whole of the Guerriere, her stores 
and prize goods. Sooner, however, than run the risk- 
of losing the Constitution, he determined to destroy ` 
the whole. 'l'he question then arises, what, under 
these circumstances, ought the officers and crew to be 
allowed? For my own part, I have no hesitátion-in - 
giving it as my opinion that thé sum of one'hündred 
thousand dollars would not be too liberal a provision; 
or too great an encouragement for the great gallantry, 
skill, and sacrifice of interest, displayed on this occa- 
sion; and I am persuaded that, if such a provision 
were made, the difficulties of manning our frigates, at 
present experienced, would vanish. 

It may further be remarked, that Captain Hull, 
while on the cruise on which he captured and de- 
stroyed the Guerriere, burnt two enemy’s vessels, viz: 
the brig Lady Warren and the brig Adeora, and 
obliged the enemy to burn the brig Dolphin, with a 
cargo of hemp and Russia goods, and to abandon an 
English barque laden with timber: for no part of 
which have the officers or crew of the Constitution 
received any compensation. 

T have the honor to be, with great respect, sir, your 


obedient servant, 
PAUL HAMILTON, 


Nays—Ezekiel Bacon; Abijah Bigelow, Harmanus 
Bleecker, Adamt Boyd, James Breckenridge, Elijah 
Brigham, Francis Carr, Epaphroditus Champion, Mar- 
tin Chittenden, Thomas B. Cooke, John Davenport, jr;; 
William Ely, James Emott,.Asa Fitch, Thomas R. 
Gold, Jacob Hufty, Richard Jackson, jr., Lyman Law, 
Joseph Lewis, jr., Georgé C. Maxwell, James Milnor, 
Jonathan O. Moseley, Joseph Pearson, Timothy Pitkin, 
jr., Elisha R. Potter, William Reed, William M. Rich- 
ardson, William Rodman, Thomas Sammons, Adam 
Seybert, Philip Stuart, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Tag- 
gart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Uri Tracy, Charles Turner, 
>- jr. Pierre Van Cortlandt, jr, Laban Wheaton, and 

Léonard White. 


Wepnespay, November 25. 


. Mr. Guorsonx, from the Committee of Claims, 
presented a bill for the relief of Jared Shattuck; 
which was read twice, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Monday next. 

Mr, Lewis, from the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, presented a bill making an ap- 
propriation for building a jail in the county of 
Alexandria, in the District of Columbia, and for 

` other purposes; which was read twice, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole to-morrow. 

Mr. Lewis also reported a bill to incorporate an 
insurance company against fire in Alexandria, in 
the District of Columbia; which was twice read, 
and committed. 

Ordered, That the committee appointed on 
that part of the President’s Message which re- 
lates to naval affairs, have leave to report a bill 
for an increase of the Navy; and that the same 
committee have leave, also, to report a bill re- 
lating to Navy pensions. 


CONSTITUTION AND GUERRIERE. 


Mr. BassETT communicated to the House the 
following documents: 
` Navy Derarrment, Nov. 21, 1812. 


Sır: In order to enable the committee to form a 
satisfactory opinion as to the compensation to be pro- 
vided for the officers and crew of the frigate Constitu- 
tion, for the capture and subsequent destruction of 
the British frigate the Guerriere, I have the honor to 
state to you that the Constitution rated 44, and 
mounted: 55 guns; that the Guerriere rated 88, and 
mounted 54 guns. The Guerriere, although entirely 
dismasted, and in other respects much crippled, could 
have been brought into port, without incurring any 
other risk than that of recapture; but Captain Hull 
conceived that, if he had manned the Guerriere, for 
the purpose of sending her into port, he would have 
so far reduced. the crew of the Constitution that he 
might have subjected both vessels to capture. He 
presumed that, under all circumstances, it would be 
better for him to destroy the Guerriere, and preserve 
the force of the Constitution unimpaired, and his hav- 
ing done so unquestionably proceeded from the most 


Hon. B. Basserr. 


Wasuineton, Nov. 23, 1812. 


Sır : In compliance with your request I have the 
honor to state to you that my opinion, as to the value 
of the Guerriere, at the time the action between her 
and the Constitution commenced, is, that, exclusively 
of her stores and prize goods, she was probably worth 
two hundred thousand dollars; and my impression is, 
that her stores and prize goods must have been worth 
one hundred thousand dollars. . 

I am informed that, independently of their stores, 
the frigate President cost two hundred and twenty 
thousand dollars; that the Chesapeake cost two hun- 
dred and twenty thousand dollars; and that the Con- 
gress cost one hundred and ninety-seven thousand 
dollars. 'These vessels were certainly built on good 
terms; and it is from their cost that I form my idea 
as to the probable value of the Guerriere ; and my im- 
pression as to the value of her stores and prize goods 
is derived from personal observation and information 
obtained on the occasion from different persons. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, sir, your 


obedient servant. 
CM ISAAC HULL. 
Hon. Burwett Basserr, Chairman, dc. 


: MERCHANTS' BONDS. 

i- Mr. Cueves, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, made the following report: — ^" 

` -The Committee of Ways and Means, to whom was 
referred so much of the President's Message of the 


patriotic considerations. — . : 

The Guerriere was a frigate of the first class in the |. 
British navy; and, no doubt, when thé engagement 
between the Constitution and her«commenced, she 
was completely fitted in all respects for. the most se- 
rious service. The cost of such a ship, independently 
of her stores, could not have been less than two hun- 1 
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4th instant as relates to the late importations of Brit- 
ish manufactures; also, the petitions of sundry mer- 
chants (enumerated in the report) report, that they 
have bestowed on the subject a degree of attention 
proportioned to its importance ; that they have, in the 
present investigation, confined themselves to the cases 
of importations directly from the United Kingdom of 
Gieat Britain and Ireland, and that the result of their 
examination and inquiries will be found : 

1st. In a correspondence with the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

9d. In a detailed examination of committees of mer- 
chants from Boston, New York, Philadelphia, and 
Baltimore, and some accompanying documents. 

3d. In a statement made by Mr. Russell, late Chargé 
des Affaires of the United States at the Court of Lon- 
don, who, at the request of the committee, was so 
obliging as to attend them and give this statement. 

That, on a view of the whole subject, the commit- 
tee are of opinion, that the Secretary of the Treasury 
has full power to remit or mitigate the penalties and 
forfeitures incurred, should an interposition in either 
way be called for by the circumstances of the case; 
they, therefore, recommend that it be 

Resolved, That it is inexpedient to legislate upon 
the subject, and that the petition, with the accompany- 
ing documents, be referred to the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

The said report was read, referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and made the order of the 
day for Monday next. 


MEDALS AND PRIZE MONEY. 


On motion of Mr. Basserr, the House re- 
solved itself iuto a Committee of the Whole, on 
the report of the Naval Committee on the pro- 
posed vote of a gold medal to Captain Isaac Hull, 
late commander of the frigate Constitution, and 
silver medals to the other officers, and a sum of 
—— thousand dollars, to be distributed as prize- 
money among the officers and crew, as an expres- 
sion of the sense entertained by this House of 
their bravery and conduct in attacking and van- 
quishing the Dritish frigate Guerriere. 

Mr. Basserr spoke in support of the resolu- 
tion. He stated the magnitude of the achieve- 
ment; the amount of value of the capture; and 
assigned many reasons particularly in favor of 
the donation to the officers and crew, on whom 
colleetively he proposed to bestow the sum of 
$100,000, and made a motion to that effect. He 
said the prize money arising from the capture. 
had not the public service required the destruc- 
tion of the Guerriere, would have amounted to 
much more; and the merits of those concerned 
in the capture entitled them to this remunera- 
tion, He dilated on the present low price of 
wages on board our public ships, and adverted to 
the seaman’s hardships and the seaman's risk, &c. 

The question on filling upthe blank with *one 
hundred thousand dollars,” was then taken, and 
decided in the affirmative—50 to 37. 

The Committee rose and reported their agree- 
ment to the resolution. 

Mr. MPKzE stated that his mind was not made 
up on this subject; that some documents had 
been read, which on perusal might affect his de- 


cision. He wished them printed; he desired 
time also to consult the Constitution as to the 
power of the House to vote away money In this 
manner. He, therefore, moved that the resolu- 
tion lie on the table. 

Mr. Bassett seconded the motion; the resolu- 
tion was ordered to lie on the table. 

DISTRICT JUDGES. 

On motion of Mr. Poinpexrer, the House re- 
solved itself’ into a Committee of the Whole on 
the bill concerning the judges of the district and 
territorial eourts of the United States. 

The bill makes it incumbent on the judges to 
reside within their respective districts; and makes 
it unlawful for them to exercise the profession or 
employment of counsel or attorney. 

Mr. Sranrorp was opposed to the latter pro- 
vision. The compensations of the judges of the 
district courts were so limited (and the House 
had within a day or two refused an augmentation 
of them) that they were compelled to resort to 
other means of subsistence than their salaries. 
This provision would deprive them of the means 
cf support. He moved to amend it so as to limit 
the preclusion to the courts of the United States, 
not affecting the practice in the State courts. 

Mr. POINDEXTER replied that the duties of ad- 
vocate and judge were incompatible; and if they 
were not, that it was beneath the dignity of a 
judge to descend to practice in the courts. 

Mr. Svanrorp’s motion was negatived. 

An amendment was moved by Mr. PotnpEx- 
TER, making territorial judges impeachable be- 
fcre the Legislatures of the several territories 
and declaring that, on conviction of the offences 
created by this act, they shall be removed from 
office by the President of the United States. 

This proposition was opposed by Messrs. Gop, 
Sranrorp, and Rara, and supported by Mr. 
POINDEXTER. It was negatived by a large ma- 
jority. 

Mr. Jennines moved a new section to the bill, 
going tó prevent any judge of any territory from 
holding at the same time any other office of profit 
or emolument not derived from the President. 
and Senate of the United States. 

This amendment was opposed by Mr. RHEA, 
and supported by Mr. Jennines, and agreed to, 
43 to 35. 

Mr. JENNINGS moved another section, disquali- 
fying any person holding an office under the 
Government of the United States or from the 
Governor of said "Territory, from eligibility to 
office as delegate in Congress of the United 
Siates.— Adopted, yeas 57. 

The Committee rose and reported the bill, and 
the amendment having been ratified by the vote 
of the House, the bill was ordered to beengrossed 
for a third reading, yeas 50. 

Fruivay, November 27. 

A new member, to wit: from Georgia, Wir- 
LIAM BARNETT, returned to serve as a member of 
this House, in the place of Howell Cobb, re- 
signed, appeared, was qualified, and took his seat. 
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An engrossed bill concerning: the District and 
Territorial Judges of the United States, was read 
the third time, and recommitted to a select com- 
mittee, Mr. Pornpexrer, Mr. Ormspy, Mr. 
Pickens, Mr. TaLrarERRO, and Mr. STRONG, 
were appointed the committee. 

On motion of Mr. McKzs, 

Ordered, That the report of the Commission- 
ers of the Eastern District of the Territory of 
Orleans, on the claims to lands in said distriet, 
which they have not confirmed, laid before the 
House on the 9th of January, 1812, be referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

. Mr. Basserz, from the committee appointed 
on that part of the President's Message which 
_ relates to naval affairs, made a report, in part, on 
.the expediency of increasing the Naval Estab- 
lishment of the United States; which was read. 

Mr. Basszrr, from the same committee, also 
reported a bill providing navy pensions, in cer- 
tain cases; which was read twice, and commit- 
ted to a Committee of the Whole on Monday 
next. 

Mr. BassETT, from the same committee, pre- 
sented a bill to inerease the Navy of the United 
States; which was read twice, and committed 
to a Committee of the Whole on Monday next. 


INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 


The following is the report which accompa- 
nied the bill for increasing the Navy: 

That, in performance of the duty assigned them, 
the committee could not fail to advert to the report 

made at the last session of Congress on this subject. 
Having adverted to it, they could not fail, from the 
justness of its reasoning, to rely on it, and pray that 
it may be taken as part of their report. The little ex- 
perience as yet afforded us in naval warfare, corrobo- 
rates the principles there contended for, and in this 
view they think themselves supported by that passage 
in the President’s Message which says: “ Our trade, 
with little exception, has reached our ports; having 
been much favored in it by the course pursued by a 
squadron of our frigates under the command of Com- 
modore Rodgers." 

They therefore concurred in the opinion, that it is 
proper to increase the Naval Establishment. For in- 
formation as to the mode of increase, they applied to 
the Navy Department, and obtained the documents 
which they submit to the House. The comparative 
effect of vessels of different rates must be considered 
as demonstrated by these documents. Yet were your 
committee apprized, that in the complicated system of 
naval warfare no one principle could be relied on as 
applicable to all times and all occasions, but that a pa- 
tient comparison of many principles was necessary to 
a just conclusion. They were apprized that facility of 
movement should be combined with efficiency of force. 
Nor were they regardless of the benefit of occasional 
division, Inasmuch, however, as great gain will 
sometimes follow from the power to operate on many 
points at once, yet at others it may be all-important to 
give unity to your force. To obtain the three things 
desired, it is essential your Naval Establishment 
comprise ships of different rates. It is evident, too, 
from the documents, that you economise in men and 
money, by providing some of the larger ships. This 
conclusion, so well fortified by reason, is found in 


r ——— MM —. 


unison with the practice of all nations who have had 
the fiscal and other means of procuring a navy. In- 
deed it would seem almost the spontaneous effect of 
Instinct, without the aid of reason, to oppose like with 
like.. To yield the advantage of the sabre, the bayo- 
net, or fire arms, to your enemy, would by all men be 
deemed miserable policy. Can reason change with 
the element! Let us then have for defence 76, 38, 
and 16-gun ships; because we are opposed to an en- 
emy possessing all these means of attack, and because 
they combine all advantages in naval warfare. It is 
not the intention of your committee to put aside the 
gunboats; but they believe that, considering the op- 
portunity afforded them for action, that an ample por- 
tion of that species of force has been provided. Your 
committee cannot conclude their report without bring- 
ing to the view of the House the fact, that the naval 
superiority of Great Britain, which secures her inte- 
grity and supports her dignity, is maintained at a cost 
much below the Military Establishments of the Con- 
tinent. And it is with something like exultation, as 
republicans, that they present a species of national 
force that, whilst it will best subserve the national de- 
fence, can operate least on the national liberty. Tt is 
a bright attribute in the history of the tar, that he has 
never destroyed the rights of the nation. In its de- 
fence only is he to be found. Thus, aided by econ- 
omy and fortified by republican principle, your com- 
mittee think they ought strongly to recommend that 
the fostering care of the nation be extended to the 


| Naval Establishment. It is far, very far, from your 


committee, to extend their views of a navy to the mad 
and wicked prospect of foreign conquest, or a silly 
contest to be mistress of the ocean. Their view is 
limited to their own defence, and to enforce respect to 
their just rights. To the objection that it is the nature 
of man to run into extremes, they answer, that it is 
the end, not the beginning, we should guard against. 
It is surely yielding much of the argument to surren- 
der all of the subject that is good, and require submis- 
sion to evil that good may come thereof. Rather sep- 
arate the wheat from the chaff, show the good and 
the bad. Let it be impressed on every citizen, that to 
use force to protect and maintain the rights and liber- 
ties of his country was his first duty; whilst it is the 
greatest of crimes to attack with force the rights of 
others. 

It can require no subtlety to enforce the distinction 
between defence and offence. Neither can it require 
argument to prove, that the first ought not to be aban- 
doned as being more than life’s worth, though the 
other may be deprecated as the consummation of wick- 
edness. Limited to the view of defence and protec- 
tion, the committee directed their chairman to ask leave 
of the House to report a bill to increase the Navy of 
the United States. 


Documents. 
Navy Department, Nov. 13, 1812. 

Sin: I have the honor of transmitting herewith, for 
the information of the committee of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, of which you are the chairman, certain 
papers marked A, B, C, and D. 

From the paper A, it appears that a seventy-six gun 
ship mounting eighty-eight guns, discharges in one 
round 3,176 Ibs. of cannon ball; that a forty-four gun 
frigate, mounting fifty-four guns, discharges in one 
round 1,488 lbs. of cannon ball; that a seventy-six dig- 
charges at one broadside 1,588 lbs., and that a forty- 
four gun frigate discharges at one broadside 744 lbs 
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if ball. The question then arises, what is the in- 
trinsic relative force of a seventy-six and.a forty-four? 
^ | Suppose two forty-four gun frigate should be brought 
into combat with a seventy-six, one on the larboard, 
the other on the starboard quarter; each frigate, pre- 
senting a broadside of 744 Ibs. of ball, will have to 
contend against a battery of 1,588 lbs. As 744 Ibs. is 
to 1,588 Ibs. so would be the relative metal of a seventy- 
six and two large forty-four gun frigates; difference 
against the frigates 844 Ibs. weight of metal. It is 
obvious, then, that two forty-four gun frigates could 
not contend wlth a seventy-six with the least proba- 
bility of success. 

Suppose a third frigate, attacking alternately on the 
‘starboard and larboard quarter, should join in the 
combat, while two of the frigates should be operating 
on-one quarter, with a differenco in weight of metal 
against them of 100 lbs,; the third frigate would be 
contending on the other, with a difference against her 
of 844 lbs. 

It might be observed that the frigates would all at- 
tack on one quarter, and then with 2,232 Ibs. of metal 
they would have to contend with only 1,588 Ibs. having 
a difference in their favor of 644 Ibs. In reply it may 
be observed, that three frigates could not take such a 
position, on any one quarter, as would enable them to 
bring all their broadsides to bear at once upon an object 
moving through the water with as much celerity as 
themselves; moreover, a frigate would always avoid the 
broadside of a seventy-six—for one well directed broad- 
side from a seventy-six, at close shot, would inevitably 
blow her out of the water. Witness the Randolph 
„with the Yarmouth. Frigates would attack in various 
directions, change their position frequently, and avoid 
the tremendous battery of a seventy-six as much as 
possible. 


Besides, a seventy-six is built of heavier timber, is 
intrinsically much stronger than a frigate, in all her 
„Works, and can sustain battering much longer and 
with less injury. A shot which would sink a frigate 
might he received by a. seventy-six with but little in- 
‘jury—it might pass between wind and water through 
“a frigate, when it would stick in the frame of a 
seventy six. . 

All things considered, it must be admitted that one 
“seventy-six gun ship, mounting eighty-six, is equal in 
combat to thrce frigates mounting one hundred and 
sixty-two guns. Admitting this equality, other ques- 
tions present themselves for consideration: and, 


lst. What is the relative expense of building and 
equipping these vessels ? 

2d. What is the relative number of their crews ? 

3d, What is their relative annual expense in actual 
service? 

To ascertain the expense of building and equipping a 
frigate, we will take the actual cost of one of our 
largest, viz: the President, which was $220,910; 
a frigate would then cost - E - $220,910 

The cost of a seventy-six cannot be so easily 
ascertained; however, from the papers B 
and C, we may, I think, estimate the ex- 
pense of building and equipping a seventy- 
four at not exceeding  - - - n 

The construction, then, of a force in frigates’ 
equal in combatto a seventy-six gun ship, 
would cost . - - - - - - 

Making, in this view, a difference in favor 
of the seventy-six, of - - - - 339,730 


333,000 


662,730 


As, then, $333,000 is to $661,730, so would 

be the relative expense of building and 

equipping a seventy-six, and a force in 

frigates equal to a seventy-six, making a 

difference, in favor of the seventy-six of - $329,730 

By the paper A, it appears that a seventy-six re- 
quires, to man her, six hundred and fifty men, and that 
a forty-four requires four hundred and twenty. To 
man three forty-four gun frigates, or a force in frigates 
equal to a seventy-six, would then require twelve hun- 
dred and sixty men; and in this respect we find a dif- 
ference in favor of the seventy-six of six hundred and 
ten men; that is, six hundred and fifty men on board 
of a seventy-six can direct as much force as twelve 
hundred and sixty can on board of three frigates. 

‘As to the relative expense, we have heretofore esti- 
mated the annual cost of a frigate of forty-four guns, 
at $110,000; and, from the best information we can 
obtain upon the subject, the annual expense of a 


.| seventy-six will not exceed $202,110. 


The annual expense then of three frigates, or a force 
in frigates equal to a seventy-six, would be $330,000 ; 
vihile a seventy-six would not cost exceeding $202,110; 
making, in this respect, a difference in favor of the 
seventy-six of $127,890 annually. . 

In examining the relative strength of frigates and 
ships of war, and of ships of war and gunboats, we 
shall find similar results in favor of the larger class of 
vessels. 

Hence, if the only object in view was to employ the 


| greatest intrinsic naval force, at the least expense, I 


should think there would be no difficulty in deciding 
that we ought to have none but ships of the greatest 
magnitude. Butin providing a naval axmament there 
are other considerations of the highest importance. 
We should inquire, what kind of force will, most pro- 
bly, be brought against us; with what description of 
force can we meet the enemy, with the greatest proba- 
bility of success, and afford the most effectual protec- 
tion to our commerce; and upon these highly interest- 
ing points, I will take the liberty of submitting a very 
valuable communication (D) received from Charles 
Stewart, Esq. a captain in the Navy of the United 
States—an officer of great observation, distinguished 
talents, and very extensive professional experience— 


` observing, that I believe all the most enlightened offi- 


cers in our service concur in the opinions he has ex- 
pressed. 

I have the honor to be, with great respect, sir, your 
most obedient servant, 


PAUL HAMILTON. 


Hon. Bvnwzrr BASSETT, 
Chairman of Naval Committee, H. R. 


B. 

Estimate of the expense of building and equippin 
a seventy-four un ship f, 1,626 ius: pa 
years since by Joshua Humphreys, Esq., of Phila- 
delphia a shipwright of great respectability and 
professional talents.. 


Live oak timber - - - - - $40,000 
White oak and pine ditto - - - - 30,000 
Labor - - - - - - - 85,100 
Cables, rigging, &c. - - - - - 82,400 
Smith's work - - 2 - - - 30,400 
Anchors, marline - - - - - 8,700 
Sailmaker's bills, two suits, including canvass 16,200 
Joiner's bill, including stuff - . - 7,800 
Carver’s bill -. - - - - - 1,620. 
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Tanner’s ditto - © -. .- 4 = - 700 
Rigger’s do. - 3 - - zi E 2,240 
Painters do. | - M - eiue. s 3,240 
Cooper’s do. - - - - z = 4,860 
Blockmaker’s do. <- -= - - - 3,240 
Boatbuilder’s do. LL - - 1,620 
Plumber’s do. - - - - s - 2,430 
Ship chandlery- <- -. - - - 9,720 
Turner’s bill - E - * * à 1,215 
Copper bolts - - - - - - 10,960 
Sheathing copper, nails, &c. - = - - 17,440 
Woollens for sheathing — - - oe - 1,215 
311,100 

Contingencies - - - - z 31,600 
$342,700 


Notes by an experienced gentleman: 

** Labor.”’—This item was calculated at a time when 
ship carpenter’s wages were $2.50 per day; they can 
now be obtained at $2. 

* Cables and Rigging.’—When the above esti- 
mate was made the price was $16; they can now be 
obtained at $15. 

* Carver's bill—Expensive carving on the head 
and stern is abolished; $1,000 may be deducted from 
this item. 

`“ Rigger's bill" —We employ seamen at twelve dol- 
lars per month ; this item may be considerably reduced. 

“ Painter’s bill”’—The present practice of painting 
our ships of war differs so much from that first adopted, 
` both in point of labor and colors, that one third of this 
item may be safely deducted. 

* Woollen for sheathing.”—Now exploded; expe- 
rience having established the fact that it occasions an 
absorption and retention of salt water, which corrodes 
the copper inside, &c., nor could the copper be laid on 
so smooth as without it. 

“ Contingencies’ —At the time the above estimate 
was made, we had no yards, of course wharfage or 
rent of yard was then included, and we do not now, 
as then, give such quantities of rum to laborers; this 
item may be reduced one half. 


Cc 


Estimate of the expense of building and equipping a 
76 gun ship, formed from the actual expense of 
building and equipping the frigate President. 


The President, of 1,444 tons, cost - - $220,910 
say per ton $153, a 76 would ton 1,620, 
1,620 tons, at $153 - - - - $247,860 


Add for additional guns and gun carriages 18,599 
Additional cubic feet of timber in the frame 
about 4,000 feet, at $1 25 - - - 5,000 
For additional weight of rigging, anchors, 
and other materials, add ten per cent. on 
the cost of the tonnage, $247,860, at ten 
per cent. - . - - - - 24,786 
$296,245 


Say three hundred thousand dollars 


D. 
U.S. FRIGATE CONSTELLATION, 
November 12, 1812. 
Sir: I have received your letter of the 11th instant 
in which you state “the desire of the Naval Commit- 
tee to possess the most comprehensive information 
upon naval subjects, particularly the description of 


marine. force best adapted to our defence, and the rel- 
ative efficiency of vessels of different rates.” In com- 
pliance therewith, I have the honor to answer the- 
questions you propound as follows: : ee, 

Question 1. What, in your opinion, is the relative 
efficiency of our ships-of-the-line, say 74’s, and large 
frigates ? ? ES ' 

Answer. The relative efficiency or force ofa 74-gun 
ship and large frigates is as one to three. 


COMPARATIVE FORCE. 
Frigate of 50 guns. 


Gun-deck, 30 24. pounders, 
Quarter-deck 14 32 lb. carronades, 
Forecastle 6 32 do. do. 
Guns 50 1,360 lbs. shot each round. 
Men 430- 


480 guns and men. 
Ship-of-the- Line, 74 guns. 
Lower gun-deck 28 42 pounders, 
24 


Upper do. do. 30 . de. 

Quarter-deck 16 42 do. carronades, 

Forecastle 8 42 do. do. 
Do. 2 24 do. do. 

Poop 4 68 do. do. ' 
Guns 88 3,224 lbs. each round. 
Men 650 


738 guns and men. 


Argument. By the above ‘comparison it appears, 
that a 74 gun ship discharges at one round 3,224 lbs. 
of shot, and a frigate of the first class 1,360 lbs; it 
therefore clearly proves the position or relative force, 
in point of metal, to be 1 to 3, or thereabouts. When 
this circumstance is considered jointly with the follow- 
ing, it must appear to others, as it does to me, that as 
you increase the class of the ship you increase the force 
in the proportion of one to three, and diminish propor- 
tionally the expense of building, equipping, and sup- 
porting them in commission, which may easily be es- 
tablished by estimate from the department, and the ex- 
perience of all other maritime nations. . 

Ships-of-the-line are much stronger in scantling, 
thicker in the sides and bottom, less penetrable to the 
shot, and consequently less liable to be torn or battered 
to pieces, or sunk; the additional room being more 
than in proportion to the additional number of men, 
leaves greater space for water and provisions, and ad- 
mits of her wings being kept clear, that shot penetrat- 
ing below the water the holes can readily be plugged 
up from the inside and her sinking thereby prevented ; 
hence we have seen ships-of-the-line capable of batter- 
ing one another for several hours, and if not too much 
crippled in the spars and rigging enabled to renew an 
action on following days. Iam aware that some are 
of opinion, that a more divided force is better calcula- 
ted for action, from the advantageous position that 
would be given to a part; suppose three frigates of 50 
guns were to undertake to batter a 74 gun ship, and 
that two of them were to occupy the quarter and stern 
of the 74, (this is placing them in the most favorable 
position,) the other frigate engaged abreast, everything 
would then depend on the time the frigate abreast 
could maintain that position to enable the other two 
to act with effect on the stern and quarter. But it 
must appear evident to all acquainted with the two 
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elasses of ships, that the frigate abreast could not with- 
stand the fire of so heavy and compact a battery many 
minutes ; and in all probability would be dismasted or 
sunk the first or second broadside. This would decide 
the fate of the other two. Much might be said upon 
the superiority of ships-of-the-line over frigates in the 
attack of batteries or their defence; on the security of 
valuable convoys of merchant ships, or troops sent on 
an expedition ; but their advantages in these respects 
must be apparent to all, however unacquainted with 
nautical affairs. 

Question 2. What, in your opinion, is the relative 
efficiency or force of large frigates and sloops of war ? 

Answer. The relative efficiency of large frigates and 
sloops of war is at least one to two. 


COMPARATIVE FORCE. 
Sloop of War. 
Gun-deck, 16 12-pounders 
Quarter-deck, 8 24-pounders, carronade. 
Forecastle, 4 24-pounders, carronade. 
Twenty-eight guns, 480 lbs. shot, and 180 men— 
making 208 guns and men. 


Frigate. 
Gun-deck, 30 24-pounders, 
Quarter-deck, 14 32-pounders, carronade. 
Forecastle, 6 32-pounders, carronade. 
Fifty guns, 1,360 lbs. shot, and 430 men—making 
480 guns and men. 


Question 3. What description of naval force do you 
think best adapted to the defence of our coast and 
commerce ? 

Answer. Ships-of-the-line are best calculated for the 
defence of our coast, and for the protection of our in- 
ward and outward commerce, when engaged in war 
with a foreign maritime Power. 

Argument. It cannot be supposed, in a war wilh a 
foreign maritime Power, thatthat Power will only send 
to our coasts frigates and smaller cruisers, because we 
possess no other description of vessels. Their first ob- 
ject will be to restrain, by ships-of-the-line, our frigates 
and other cruisers from departing and preying upon 
their commerce ; their next object will be to send their 
smaller cruisers in pursuit of our commerce, and by 
having their ships-of-the-line parading on our coast, 
threatening our more exposed seaport towns, and pre- 
venting the departure of our small crnisers, they will be 
capturing what commerce may have escaped theirs, 
and recapturing what prizes may have fallen into our 
hands. Thirdly, they can, at any time, withdraw their 
ships-of-the-line, should a more important object re- 
quire it, without hazarding much on their part; and 
return in sufficient time to shut out our cruisers that 
may have departed during their absence. Fourthly, 
they can, at all times, consult their convenience in 
point of time and numbers; and will incur no expense 
and risk of transports, for provisions and water; but 
can go and procure their supplies at pleasure and re- 
turn to their station ere their absence is known to us. 

Question 4. What description of force do you think 
best calculated to prosecute the present war, and any 
future war in which we may be engaged ? 

Answer. For the prosecution of the present war 
with the most effect, a mixed naval force of the follow- 
ing description, is, in my opinion, the best calculated. 

Ships-of-the-line, to rate, in honor of the year of our 
Independence, seventy-sixes, to mount as follows : 

28 42 pounders on the lower gun-deck, 
30 24 pounders on the upper gun-deck, 


24 42 pound carronades on quarter-deck and forecastle. 


2 24 pounders on forecastle, 
4 68 pound carronades on poop. 


68 guns. 
Frigates to rate forty guns to mount as follows ; 


30 24 pounders on gun-deck, 
20 32 pound carronades on quarter-deck and forecastle. 


50 guns. 

Frigates to rate thirty-two guns to mount as follows : 
26 18 pounders on gun-deck, 

16 24 pound carronades on quarter-deck ond forecastle. 


42 guns. 


Corvette ships to rate sixteen guns to mount as follows: 
18 82 pound carronades, 


2 12 pounders. 


20 guns. 


Argument, By having a proportion of these classes 


of ship of war, the inner squadron, or guarda costa, 
may be composed of the ships-of-the-line, and a few 
of the 82 gun ships, for repeaters and look out ships. 


Hence, it would produce one of two results, either 


that the enemy would be obliged to abandon our coast, 


or bring on ita much greater force, at least double our 
number, out of which they will be obliged to keep on 
our coast a superiority at all the hazards of the sea; 
and, at great additional expense, and risk of transports, 
to provision and water them. But should they, from 
other circumstances, be unable to keep up this superi- 
ority on our coast, the door will be kept open, for the 
ingress and egress of our cruisers, and their prizes, 


while our other classes of ships may be sent in pursuit 
of their smaller cruisers and commerce. 


These observ- 
ations will apply to all future wars in which we may 


be engaged with the maritime Powers; but as we might 


more frequently be engaged with the Barbary Powers, 
the frigates and 16 gun ships, would be better adapted 
to that species of warfare. They have no ships-of-the- 
line. The ships-of-the-line could then be laid up in 
ordinary, dismantled, and preserved at a small expense. 

Question 5. Would not the erection of docks tor the 
repairs of our vessels produce a great saving in ex- 
pense, labor, and risk; and would not docks greatly 
expedite the refitting of our ships? 

Answer. A dry dock, agreeable to a plan I furnished 
the Department some time since, to be freed from wa- 
ter by pumps or drains, will be indispensable for the 
repair of ships of war, and will be the least expensive 
way of repairing the bottoms of our ships, and will ex- 
pedite the outfits in point of time one to ten. 

Argument. A ship of war wanting repairs done to 
her buttom, or coppering, must be turned down one 
side at a time to undergo that repair; therefore, to pre- 
pare a ship for that process requires that her upper 
masts should be taken down, and all her guns, stores, 
water casks, ballast, ammunition, etc. should be taken 
out—whieh leads to great loss, waste, and labor: and 
the time occupied in the process will be from two to 
three weeks, and as much more time will be required 
to re-rig, re-equip, and replace her guns, stores, and 
other materials. The preparation to dock a ship of 
war can be done in twelve hours. AH that is necessa- 
ry to be done, is to take out the guns, and pump the 


water out of the water casks, and when in the dock 
the repairs of her bottom can progress on both sides at 
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the same time. Should a ship of .war ‘require a thor- 
ough repair throughout, it can ‘never be effectually 
done but in a dock; for instance, in repairing ships of 
war in the water, they are liable-to have the fine form 
of their bottom spoiled, by hogging, spreading, or warp- 
ing, which will materially affect their sailing. Ships 
wanting thorough repairs require all the plank stripped 
off inside and outside, their beams, knees, and clamps 
taken out; these are all they have to bind their frames 
together, and thereby preserve their shape; but when 
stripped of them to make room for the new, they are 
liable to. hogg from the greater weight and body of 
timber being in the fore and after end, at which placés 
there is no-pressure upwards caused by the water, as 
those ends are sharp; the two extremes of the ship are 
liable to sink in the water, while the body or middle of 
the ship rises with the upward pressure of the ‘water. 
The next consideration in repairing the bottoms in the 
water, though not of such vital importance, is not un- 
worthy of serious attention; the bolting in the bottom 
ought to be driven from the outside ; but when repaired 
afloat they are under the necessity of driving them 
from the inside ; hence the bottom will not be so strong, 
nor so well secured. 

The time for answering the several questions pro- 
pounded to me in your letter of the 11th instant, being 
very short, and a great deal being required by my 
other avocations, will, I trust, be a sufficient apology 
for my not going more largely and minutely into the 
subject, as also for any inaccuracies which I may have 
committed. I will, therefore, close this communica- 
tion. with an opression. of my hopes that, whatever 
may be proposed by the Naval Committee to Congress 
on this subject, they will strongly recommend to their 
consideration the necessity of having what they pro- 
pose for the increase of the Navy of the best seasoned 
materials, which will be by far the cheapest, and be 
longer im a state for active service. I trust their past 
experience will prove to their satisfaction this position, 
that the best materials are always the cheapest, and 
that a slow increase is better than a hasty and tempo- 
rary one. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, sir, your 


obedient servant. 
CHARLES STEWART. 
‘Hon. Pav HawrrToN. 


We agree with Captain Stewart in the within state- 
ment, in all its parts. 
ISAAC HULL, 
C. MORRIS. 


Ships of the United States’ Navy, commissioned and 


put tn service during the years 1798 and 1799: 
United States, forty-four guns - - - 1798 
Constitution, forty-four guns - - - - 1798 
Constellation, forty-four guns - z S - 1798 
Congress, early, thirty-six guns - - - 1799 
President, forty-four guns - - - - 1799 
Chesapeake, forty-four guns - - - - 1799 
Philadelphia, forty-four guns - - - - 1799 
New York, thirty-six guns - - . - 1799 
Essex, thirty-two guns - -~ - - - 1799 
Adams, thirty-two guns - - - - - 1799 
George Washington, thirty-two guns -= - 1798 
Boston, thirty-two guns - - - - - 1799 
General Greene, thirty-two guns  - - - 1798 
Insurgent, thirty-six guns . - -> c - 1789 

irty-two guns - - 7 = 
Ganges, thirty g : ; Eus 


Portsmouth, twenty-four guns 


H. or R. 
Merrimack, twenty-four guns - - - -~ 1798 
Connecticut, twenty-four guns == — - = 1798 
Baltimore, twenty guns - -o - =- 1799 
Delaware, twenty guns - To - = 1798 
Maryland, twenty guns - - - - - 1799 
Patapsco, twenty guns - - - -. - 1799 
Herald, eighteen guns - - - . - 1798 
Trumbull, twenty guns - ` - - - - 1798 
Warren, twenty guns - ^. ^ - - - 1798 
Montezuma, twenty guns - - - - -1798 
Norfolk, eighteen guns - - - le - 1798 
Richmond, eighteen guns x - - -, 1798 
‘Augusta, eighteen guns - - - - - 1798 
Pickering, fourteen guns .- - - - 1798 
Experiment, fourteen guns - - - 1798 
Enterprize, fourteen guns - - - - 1798 


And a number of smaller vessels. In service, in 
1798, 20; in 1799, 33; besides smaller vessels. 


Statement. showing the proportions of able seamen, 
ordinary seamen, and ‘boys, required for a ship-of- 
the-line, say a 16 and a 44 gun frigate : 

A’76 requires 280 able seamen and 233 ordinary 


seamen and boys ; a 44 requires 140 able seamen and . 


172 ordinary seamen and boys. 


Norz.—9280 able seamen is considered by practical 
men as too great a proportion for a first rate 76. The 
whole number of able and ordinary seamen and boys 
is 513; and practical men say thatthey may be classed 
thus: able seamen 220, ordinary seamen, &c. 293. It 
is observed by those acquainted with ships-of-the-line, 
that to manage their sails does not require more able 
seamen than are required to manage the sailsof a large 
frigate. 

A force in frigates‘equal to a 76 would then require 
420 able seamen, a 76 would require 220— making a 
difference in this respect of 200 able seamen in favor 
of the 76. 

In 1798 and 1799 no difficulty was experienced in 
procuring able seamen ; we could frequently in one 
week man a frigate. One among other considerations, 
which induced able seamen to enterthen with so much 
alacrity, was because the enemy we were then contend- 
ing with had not afloat (with very few exceptions) ves- 
sels superior in rate to frigates. The enemy we are 
fighting have ships-of-the-line ; and our sailors know 
the great difference between that class of vessels and 
frigates, and cannot but feel a degree of reluctance at 
entering theservice, from the evident disparity. Build 
ships-of-the-line, and you will man them with more 
ease than you now can a sloop of war. 

In 1798, 1799, and 1800, we had near 4,000 able 
seamen in the Navy, a number sufficient to man 18 
ships-of-the-line. . 

Ordinary seamen can always be procured in abun- 
dance. 


Monpay, November 30. 

Mr. Lewis, from the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, presented a bill to authorize 
the sale of the Glebe, situate within the county 
of Alexandria, and to provide for determining the 
adverse claims to the same; which was read 
twice, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole on Wednesday next. 

On motion of Mr. Wittiams, the Committee 
of the Whole were discharged from the consid- 


eration of the bill making provision for an addi- 
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tional number of general officers, and it was re- 
committed to the committee appointed on that 
part of the President's Message which relates to 
Military Affairs. 


Tuespay, December 1. 


A message from the Senate informed the 
House that the Senate have passed the bill “ con- 
cerning the pay of the non-commissioned offi- 
cers, musicians, privates, and others, of the Army, 
and for other purposes,” with amendments; in 
which they desire the concurrence of this House. 

The amendments were read, and, together with 
the bill, referred to the committee on that part 
of the PresidenUs Message which relates to Mil- 
itary Affairs. : 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, transmitting a report of the Commission- 
ers for ascertaining and adjusting the claims to 
land in the late Territory of Louisiana, now 
Missouri, of the rejected claims filed with the 
Recorder; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill to incorporate an insu- 
rance company against fire in the town of Alex- 
andria, in the District of Columbia, which was 
gone through, reported to the House, and ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 


NATURALIZATION LAWS. 


On motion of Mr. Lacock, the House resumed 
the consideration of the bill supplementary to the 
naturalization laws. 

On motion of Mr. Lacock, the bill was amend- 
ed by adding thereto the following additional 
section: 

* And be it further enacted, That every naturalized 
citizen of the United States, or the Territories thereof, 
shall forfeit such citizenship on his voluntarily depart- 
ing from and remaining out of the United States for 
and during the term of two years.” 


On motion of Mr. Frrcn, the following other 
section was also incorporated in the bill: 

“And be it further enacted, That all persons who 
shall have been naturalized subsequent to the 18th day 
of June last, shall be entitled to all the rights and 
privileges of citizens of the United States, from the 
date of such naturalization, anything in the declara- 
tion of war against Great Britain, or any other act, to 
the contrary notwithstanding.” 

Mr. Fisk moved to strike out nine months, the 
time allowed to citizens to take the benefit of our 
naturalization laws, and insert three. He said 
he could not see why so long a time should be 
allowed. The longest time extended to our cit- 
izens in Canada is thirty days; and he did not 
see why so much more liberality should be ex- 
tended to their citizens here. He was opposed to 
their remaining here longer than necessary, the 
more especially, as they employed themselves in 
exciting divisions, and fomenting the party feuds 
which now agitate the country. 

Mr. Lacock thought the time proposed was 
too short ; that in some districts they could 


scarcely.hear of the law within that time, and 


at any rate might not be able to meet with a tri- 


comply with the requisites of 


bunal, at which to uisi! 
law, before the expiration of 


the naturalization 
that period. 


Mr. Fisk withdrew his motion for the present. 


EXPORTATION OF PROVISIONS. 


Mr. Newton offered the following resolution 
for consideration, Viz: . 

Resolved, That the Committee of Commerce and 
Manufactures be instructed to inquire whether any, 
and, if any, what restrictions on the exportation of 
provisions, and of all articles necessary for naval equip- 
ment, in vessels of foreign nations at amity with the 
United States, may at this time be expedient; and that 
the committee have leave to report by bill, or other- 
wise. 

Mr. N. said it was well known that there was 
not a day passed over our heads but American 
vessels were departing for Spanish and Portu- 
guese ports, unrestricted as to the exportations of 
provisions and naval stores. It was also well 
known that the nation with whom we are at 
war had in our vicinity possessions requiring the 
use of these articles. It was as well known, that 
although we were at war with Great Britain, 
she had agents in this country, who, under the 
Spanish and Portuguese flag, had it in their pow- 
er to supply those possessions with such articles 
in this country as they stood in need of. It was 
with a view to cutting off the supplies daily sent 
from this country to Halifax, Newfoundland, 
Bermuda, &c., that he had proposed the inquiry. 
The House had already decided, contrary to his 
wish, that there should be no embargo—that the 
exportation of provisions should not entirely 
cease in vessels of foreign nations at amity with 
us—but, as in duty bound, he acquiesced in its 
decision. The resolution he had offered had not 
for its object to prevent the exportation to any 
country other than that of the enemy ; but his 
wish was to require a bond from these vessels, 
before they departed from the United States, 
that their eargo should be landed in a friendly 
port; that they should not, direetly on leaving 
port, steer for St. John’s, or Halifax, or Bermuda, 
or any other British port. This was the view he 
had in proposing the motion, and he hoped the 
House would accept it. 

Mr. Gor» said the resolution was illy adapted 
to the object, as avowed, which appeared to be 
to guard against improper destinations, and not 
against exportation. In its present form it was 
calculated to excite much speculation and alarm. 
He hoped it would be so modified as to adapt the 
phraseology to the avowed intention. 

Mr. Basserr concurred in opinion with Mr. 
Gorn, and moved to modify the resolution so as 
to read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Commerce and 
Manufactures be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of requiring bonds on the exportation of provis- 
ions, and all articles necessary for naval equipment, in 
vessels of foreign nations at amity with the United 
States ; and that the committee have leave to report by 
bill, or otherwise.” 
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Mr. Newron was .not disposed to contend for 
the form, if the substance was reiained, and 
therefore éonsented to the modification proposed. 
- Mr. Macon expressed his regret that the reso- 
logion had not been more broad and comprehen- 
sive. He had no fear of creating alarm in the 
public ‘mind, or exciting speculation, because, he 
said, the people would understand that nothing 
but an inquiry was proposed, which involved no 
decision of the question of expediency. 

Mr. Basser said he had hoped, after the de- 
cision of the House the other day by-an over- 
whelming majority, that the agricultural or farm- 
ing, interest would not be again attacked in this 
Waya The adoption of such a resolution, said 
he, will excite alarm—it will excite speculation. 
The merchant will goto the farmer and buy up his 
produce at a reduced price, telling him that.Con- 
gress were now legislating on the subject. Mr. 

. said he had heard of these arguments being 
used heretofore, and that they did induce many 
farmers to sell their produce at twenty-five, per 
cent. less than they would have done but for this 
„argument. The adoption of the resolution would 
have.a very material effect on the price of pro- 
duce. He did not fear the ultimate adoption of 
any provision on this subject, because he was 
perfectly satisfied that when gentlemen came to 
reduce their views to paper they would find their 
‘object impracticable. But he did not wish the 
subject stirred at all. Speculation was one of 
the great. banes. af our Government, and he at 
least would always do everything in his power 
to put it down; he was therefore opposed to this 
motion. . 

.., Mr. Minor entirely agreed in opinion with 
“Mr. Basszrr, as to theimpropriety of doing any- 
-thing which should have a tendency to excite 
speculatioo. Already there was a bill on the 
‘table which, if passed, would go to cut up by the 
‘roots great part of the present export trade, by 
prohibiting the use of the licenses which made it 
safe. The present proposition, originating with 
the Chairman of the Committee of Commerce 
‘and: Manufactures, in its original form would 
-have excited great alarm.. He was, therefore, 
.pleased at the modification; but he thought it 
-did.not.go far enough, and therefore proposed to 
amend it by adding, after the words * United 
- States,” the words * conditioned that such vessel 
and cargo shall not proceed to an enemy's port.” 

‘Mr. Rea moved to amend the amendment by 
adding thereto the words ^or to any port or ports 
in possession of the enemy.”— Agreed to. 
^. ‘The question was then taken on Mr. MiLNoR!'s 
motion, as amended, and negatived—51 to 50. 

The question was then taken on the resolu- 
tion, in the form proposed by Mr. BasszrT, and 
negatived—56 to 49. i 

A short time afterwards— 

. Mr. Newron said it appeared to him that the 

House had rejected the resolution above-men- 
tioned more on account of its phraseology than 
its import. He was, therefore, induced to pro- 
pose it again in rather a different shape, as fol- 
.lows: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Commerce and 
Manufactures be instructed to inquire whether any, 
and, if any, what restrictions on the exportation of 


provisions, and all articles necessary for military and 


naval equipments, in vessels of foreign nations at am- 
ity with the United States, may at this time be expe- 
dient; and that the committee have leave to report by 


bill, or otherwise." = 


On the question of agreeing to consider this 
resolution, he called the yeas and nays, which 
stood as follows: For considering it 56, against: 
it 57, as follows: l . 

Yxas—William Anderson, Ezekiel Bacon, William 
Barnett, William W. Bibb, Robert Brown, William 
Butler, James Cochran, Lewis Condict, Wm. Craw- 
ford, Richard Cutts, Roger Davis, Joseph Desha, Sam- 
uel Dinsmoor, Elias Earle, James Fisk, Meshack 
Franklin, Isaiah L. Green, Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, 
John A. Harper, John M. Hyneman, Richard M. John- 
son, William R. King, Abner Lacock, Peter Little, 
Aaron Lyle, Nathaniel Macon, Thomas Moore, Wil- 
liam McCoy, Samuel "McKee, Alexander McKim, 
Arunah Metcalf, Samuel L. Mitchill, James Morgan, 
Jeremiah Morrow, Thomas Newton, Stephen Ormsby, 
Israel Pickens, Elisha R. Potter, William Reed, John 
Rhea, John Roane, Ebenezer Sage, Lemuel Sawyer, 
Adam Seybert, Samuel Shaw, John Smilie, George 
Smith, William Strong, John Taliaferro, George M. 
Troup, Charles Turner, jr, Robert Whitehill, David 
R. Williams, William Widgery, and Richard Winn. 

Nays—Stevenson Archer, John Baker, Abijah Big- 
elow, Harmanus Bleecker, Adam Boyd, James Breck- 
enridge, Plija, Brigham; John C. Calhoun, Epaph- 
roditus Champion, Langdon Cheves, Martin Chitten- 
den, Thomas: B. Cooke, John Davenport, jr., Wil- 
liam Ely, James Emott, Asa Fitch, Thomas Gholson, 
Thomas R. Gold, Charles Goldsborough, Peterson 
Goodwyn, Felix Grundy, Aylett Hawes, Jacob Hufty, 
Richard Jackson, jun., Joseph Kent, Philip B. Key, 
Joseph Lewis, jr., William Lowndes, George C. Max- 
well, Archibald McBryde, James Milnor, Jonathan O. 
Moseley, Hugh Nelson, Thomas Newbold, Joseph 
Pearson, Timothy Pitkin, jun., James Pleasants, jt. 
Josiah Quincy, William M. Richardson, Samuel Ring- 
gold, Jonathan Roberts, William Rodman, Thomas 
Sammons, John Sevier, Daniel Sheffey, John Smith, 
Richard Stanford, Philip Stuart, Silas Stow, Lewis B. 
Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Uri 
Tracy, Pierre Van Cortlandt, Laban Wheaton, Leon- 
ard White, and Thomas Wilson. 


So tbe House refused further to consider the 
subject. i 


Wepnespay, December 2. 

Mr. Morrow, from the Committee on the 
Publie Lands, to whom were referred the several 
petitions, presented at the present session, praying 
an exteusion of the time limited by law for the 
pay ment for lands purchased by the United States, 
and the resolution of the 16th ultimo, upon the 
same subject, made a report; which was read, 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole on 
F'riday.next. 

Mr. CREVES, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, presented certain documents; which 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the report of that committee on the several peti- 
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tions of the merchants relative to bonds lately | of all the petitions on the subject to the Secreta- 
given to the United States. l ` į ry of the Treasury.] ` 
Mr. WiLLtams, from the committee on that| Numerous documents were read by the Clerk, 
part of the President’s Message which relates to | generally tending to show that but little profit 
military affairs, presented a bill supplementary | was made by the merchants on their recent im- 
to an aet making provision for arming and equip- | portations, and they were innocent of intentional 
ping the whole body of the militia of the United | violations of the prohibitory law. 
States, and for classing the same; which was; After the reading of these documents was con- 
read twice, and committed toa Committee of the | cluded, 
Whole on Monday next. Mr. Curves rose and stated that it had not 
Mr. Fisx, from the committee appointed on the į been his good fortune to agree with the Commit- 
21st ultimo, presented a bill to alter the time and | tee of Ways and Means ‘in the report which he 
place of holding the cireuit and district courts in | had been by them directed to make to the House. 
Vermont; which was read twice, and ordered to| He rose merely to state this fact; and it would 
be engrossed, and read the third time to morrow. | now devolve on some other member of the Com- 
Mr. POINDEXTER, from the committee to whom | mittee to exhibit the reasons on which the report 
had been referred the bill concerning the district | was predicated. 
and territorial judges, as amended, reported a| Mr. JonwsoN said the House would readily 
recommendation that the amendments made} perceive the disagreeable situation in which the 
thereto in the House be stricken out. majority of the Committee of Ways and Means 
The House concurred in the report—44 to 36; ! were placed in being deprived of the aid of the 
and the bill was ordered to be engrossed fora | abilities of the gentleman who was chairman of 
third reading. the committee. Mr. J. said he had intended him- 
The engrossed bill to incorporate a fire insu- | self to offer some observations to the House on the 
rance company in the town of Alexandria, in the | subject; but the day was so far spent in reading 
District of Columbia, was read a third time, and | the documents, that he was not desirous to-day to 
passed. offer himself to the House on that question. He 
A motion was made that the House do pro- | therefore moved that the Committee rise. 
ceed to the consideration of the report of the] The Committee accordingly rose, reported 
Committee of the whole House on the resolution | progress, and had leave to sit again. 


for the presentation of a gold medal, &c. to Cap- 
EXPORT OF PROVISIONS. 


tain Hull; and, the question being taken, it was 
determined in the negative. Mr. Harper said, that the House had yester- 
Mr. Morrow, from the Committee on the} day refused to consider a resolution, offered by a 
Public Lands, to which had been referred sundry | gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Newron,) on the 
petitions for a prolongation of the time of pay- | subject of inquiring into the propriety of restrict- 
ment for public lands, and also a resolution on | ing the exportation of breadstuffs, &c., when the 
the subject, made a report concluding with a re-| House was thinner than at present, some mem- 
bers having been absent. With a view to try 


commendation of the following resolutions: 
« Resolved, That such parts of the laws for the sale | the question in a full House, he moved that the 
House do now proceed to a consideration of the 


of the public lands, as allow a credit on part of the 
resolution. 


purchase money, be repealed, and that the price at . 
which the lands shall be offered in future, shall beone| And the question being taken, there appeared— 
yeas 58, nays 58, as follows: 


dollar and twenty-five cents per acre. 

* Resolved, That, in future sales, a portion of the Yzas—William Anderson, Ezekiel Bacon, David 
public land be offered in tracts of cighty acres. Bard, William Barnett, William W. Bibb, Robert 
* Resolved, That two years be given in addition to Brown, William Butler, Francis Carr, Matthew Clay, 
the terms now allowed by law, to the purchasers of | James Cochran, Lewis Condict, William Crawford, 
public lands, whose time of payment shall have or may Roger Davis, Joseph Desha, Samuel Dinsmoor, Elias 
expire on or before the first day of January, 1814, on Earle, William Findley, James Fisk, Meshack Prank- 
condition that all the interest that has accrued or may lin, Isaiah L. Green, Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, John A. 
accrue, on or before the first day of March next, shail | Harper, John M. Hyneman, Richard M. Johnson, Wil 
be paid on that day, and the interest that may become liam Re King, Abner Lacock, Peter Little, Aaron 
due thereafter shall be paid at the day on which the; Lyle, Nathaniel Macon, George C. Maxwell, Thomas 
time, according to the existing laws, shall expire for | Moore, William McCoy, Samuel McKee, Alexander 
making payment.” Meim d pu d janes 
F organ, Jeremiah Morrow, Thomas Newton, Stephen 
The gin seal rk and referred to a Com- Ormsby, Israel Pickens, Benjamin Pond, Blishn R. 
mittee of the whole House. | Potter, William Recd, John Rhea, John Roane, Ebe- 
MERCHANTS’ BONDS. nezer Sage, Ebenezer Seaver, Adam Seyhert, Samuel 
. Shaw, John Smilie, George Smith, George M. Troup, 
, On motion of Mr. Cnugvzs, the House resolved | Charles Turner, junior, Robert Whitehill, William 

itself into a Committee of the Whole, on the re- | Widgery, and Richard Winn. 
port of the Committee of Ways and Means, on Nays—Stevenson Archer, John Baker, Burwell 
the subject of the bonds given by sundry mer-| Bassett, Abijah Bigelow, Harmanus Bleecker, Adam 
chants on account of recent importatious of Brit- | Boyd, James Breckenridge, Elijah Brigham, John C. 
ish guods. [The report recommends a reference | Calhoun, Epaphroditus Champion, Langdon Cheves, 
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Martin Chittenden, Thomas B. Cooke, John Davenport, 
junior, John Dawson, William Ely, James Emott, Asa 
Fitch, Thomas Gholson; Thomas R. Gold, Charles 
Goldsborough, Peterson Goodwyn, Felix Grundy, Ay- 


the petition of sundry merchants, praying a re- 

mission of the bonds given on the recent import- 

ation of British goods. © - 
Mr. Jounson, after some preliminary remarks, 


lett Hawes, Jacob Hufty, Richard Jackson, junior, 
Joseph Kent, Joseph Lewis, jun ,, William Lowndes, 
Archibald McBryde, James Milnor, Jonathan .O. 


said the Committee of Ways and Means had. 
examined the subject of the late importations of 
British manufactures with considerable atten- 


Moseley, Hugh Nelson, Thomas Newbold, Joseph 
Pearson, Timothy Pitkin, junior, James Pleasants, 
junior, Josiah Quincy, William M. Richardson, 
Henry M. Ridgely, Samuel Ringgold, Jonathan Rob- 
erts, William Rodman, Thomas Sammons, Daniel 
Sheffey, John Smith, Richard Stanford, Philip Stuart, 


tion; and; after much deliberation and difficulty, 
had reported a resolution to the House recom- 
mending a reference of the whole subject to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, who had ample power 
over it. The President had, in his very-able-and 


Silas-Stow, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, John. 


Taliaferro, Benjamin Tallmadge, Uri Tracy, Pierre Van 


Cortlandt, jr, Laban Wheaton, Leonard White, and 


"Thomas Wilson. 

"The votes being equally divided, 
"Mr. Speaker said, he believed he-should vote 
against the proposition at any time, and it was 
rather too late in the day to take it up now. 

He therefore voted in the negative, and the 
House adjourned. 


Txurspay, December 3, 


SnaApnack Bond, returned to serve as the dele- 
gate, in this House, for the Illinois Territory, ap- 
peared was qualified and took his seat. 

On motion of Mr. Lewis, the petition of the 
Commercial Company of the City of Washing- 
ton, presented on the eighth of June, 1812, was 
referred to the Committee for the District of Co- 
lumbia. f 

Mr. Wiliams, from the committee on that 
part of the President’s Message which relates to 
military affairs, made a report on the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill “concerning the 
pay of the non-commissioned officers, musicians. 
privates, and others, of the Army, and for other 
purposes;? which was read: Whereupon, 

Resolved, That this House doth concur in the 
said amendments, with amendments. 

On motion of Mr. JENNINGS, 

` Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 


inquire into the expediency of disqualifying any of 


the Judges of the Territories of the United States 
from holding any other office of profit or trust, 
other than from the President and Senate of the 
United States, < 

Resolved, That they do likewise inquire what 
amendments, if any, are necessary to be made 
to the qualifications requisite to a seat as a dele- 
gate in the Congress of the United States, with 
leave to report by bill, or otherwise. 

Mr. Jennines, Mr. Lyte, Mr. McKee, and Mr. 
. BARNETT, were appointed the committee. 

An engrossed bill altering the time and place 
of holding the Cirevit and District Courts in Ver- 
mont was read the third time, and passed. 

An engrossed bill concerning the District and 
Territorial Judges of the United States was read 
the third time, and passed. 


MERCHANTS’ BONDS. 


The House resumed the order of the day on the 
report of the Committee of Ways and Means, on 


lucid communication to Congress, at the com-: 
mencement of the session, represented to them 

that a considerable number of American vessels 

had arrived in the United States laden with 

British manufactures, under an erroneous impres- 

sion that the non-importation aet would cease to 

operate upon a revocation. of the British Orders 

in Council by the order of the 23d of June last, 

and upon a subject of such magnitude the Sec- 

retary of the Treasury had not exercised the 

power of mitigating the forfeitures incurred, that 

Congress might have previously an opportunity. 
of making such provision as they might deem 

expedient, and recommending this, body to con- 

sult equally what is due to equitable considera- 

tions on the part of the merchant, and what is 

due to the public interest. 

It has not been recommended to Congress to 
interpose, but an opportunity has been given, that 
Congress might, if the views of the Secretary of 
the Treasury did not correspond with their own, 
The Secretary of the Treasury has expressed 
himself in the same character. Considering the 
magnitude of the subject, and the unforeseen na- 
ture of the case, it was thought proper not to ex- 
ercise the authority vested in the Treasury De- 
partment, until Congress had taken the subject 
into consideration, and prescribed, if it was 
thought proper, the course to be pursued. There 
is no reluctance expressed either in the Presi- 
dents communication or in Mr. Gallatin’s report 
to aet. upon the subject, and independent of this 
evidence several members of the committee know 
personally that the Secretary of the Treasury 
feels no embarrassment in acting, provided the 
matter should be left for his disposition. : 

Why did the Secretary of the Treasury sus- 
pend his decision in this case until the will of 
Congress should be known? The reason is ob- 
vious. The consideration was weighty. By the 
infraction of an existing statute, the non-impor- 
tation act, British manufactures to the value of 
twenty millions of dollars had become forfeited 
to the Government of the United States. The 
vessels and cargoes had been seized. and suits in 
every case commenced in compliance with statu- 
tory regulations. — 

This twenty million of dollars belonged to the 
United States by forfeiture. The Secretary of 
the Treasury, consulting equally in his decision 
equitable considerations and the public interest, 


formed his opinion, as expressed in writing, that 


there ought not to be an unqualified remission of 
the penalties and forfeitures in favor of the im- 
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porter, nora total exaction for the public benefit. 
But, that the one-half of the forfeitures, which 
would otherwise fall to‘ the share of collectors, 
. ought to be remitted; that with respect to one- 
half belonging to the United States, justice to 
the community requires, that, whem remitted, at 
least an equivalent may be secured to the public 
for the extra profit beyond that on common im- 
pórtations which arises from the continuance of 
the non-importation act. This opinion, formed 
and expressed, was not executed, although the 
power was wirhouclimit. It was wisely delayed, 
that an opportunity might be given to the Rep- 
resentatives of the people to object to such a miti- 
gation. The power of remission or mitigation 
once exercised would effectually destroy the right 
of the Government. And as a favorite act, a 
measure of redress against a foreign enemy, had 
been violated, by which these forfeitures had ac- 
erued, it was due to. Congress, that an opportu- 
nity should be afforded to object to such dispens- 
ing power, and to make any provision that they 
might deem expedient. It must have been this 
view of the subject which delayed the Secretary 
of the Treasury in the exercise of his mitigat- 
ing powers, and not any unwillingness on his 
part on this as it never has been on other occa- 
sions to do his duty, without a desire to shrink 
from responsibility. Why object to this refer- 
ence? Why interpose in this case? No new 
ower is given. It was given under the Admin- 
istration of General WasniNGToN. It has been 
continued until the present moment, consecrated 
by the necessity of the provision. Take the 
power away in this instance—you do not propose 
to take it away in any other—it will remain as 
it has remained from the foundation of this Gov- 
ernment, a permanent and indispensable provi- 
sion. No individual wishes to change the statute, 
nor shift the power; why interpose then in this 
case? The opposition comes from those who 
contend for an unconditional remission of the 
bonds; of course the objection does not arise 
from the extent of the power, or the nature of the 
power, but because the power is not exercised in 
Its greatest extent. Indeed no objection can be 
made to the power of the Secretary of the 
Treasury; the statute does not give him the 
ower of committing violence; it does not legal- 
ize any outrages. No, sir; itgives him the power 
of remitting or mitigating forfeitures and penal- 
ties, in whole or in part, incurred by a violation 
of the laws of the land. If the power should be 
exercised, and the bonds of the importers can- 
celled, then, sir, the rights of the United States 
are gone forever. But, if too much should be ex- 
acted, if the conditions of remission should be 
oppressive, we have lost none of our power to in- 
terpose; the friends of unqualified remission can- 
not, therefore, object to the power, because they 
have the advantage ground of those who are not 
willing wholly to sacrifice the public interest. If 
this proposition, wanted support from any farther 
considerations, they might: be added. As it re- 
spected the United States, it-was important that 
the exercise of the power of the Secretary should 


be delayed; but on account of the petitioners it" 


was not: Take the case of “A” alone, and Con-. 
gress would not be called upon to interpose. 

The subject would -not be of sufficient magni- 

tude; but when you unite the case of B, C, D, 

and the whole of the alphabet, if you will, then 

comes the objection ; the pecuniary interest of 
the merchant, and not his rights, are considered, 

Take one insulated case, and if injustice is done, 

it would not be: more. injurious or flagrant, be- 
cause others share the same fate. As it respects 

the rights of the petitioners, they cannot be enti- 

tled to higher consideration than. eitizens who 

have been, and will continue to be, subject to this 
power, not to injure but to pardon. Has this 

power been exercised improperly? Where is the 

complaint? None is heard. Why fear it at this 
moment? The Secretary of the Treasury is an 
officer of high character and responsibility ; and 
as we are amenable to those who elect us, for a 
faithful discharge-of our duty, he is equally ac- 
countable to the constituted authority of Govern- 
ment. No officer is exempt from this responsi- 
bility. But we place confidence where confi- 
dence is due. Who doubts the capacity of the 
Secretary ? This is acknowledged. Who doubts 
his integrity? None. Where then is the fear? 
That he will not remit the forfeitures of the im- 
porters of British manufactures without qualifi- 
cation? This is not my fear. I do not wish it; 
and the Secretary has said he will not doit; and 
no wonder at the opposition of those who differ 
from him. l 

The argument for a reference might be closed 
here; but the objection arising principally from 
the extent of relief, and not from the nature of 
the power, the view of the Secretary of the 
Treasury is naturally involved in the discussion. 

To consult what is due to equitable considera- 
tions, the manner in which the non-importation 
act has-been violated must be a matter of exami- 
nation, The Committee of Ways and Means 
was furnished with papers by those who repre- 
sented the merchants in this case, which is a clear 
manifestation that they were not ignorant of the 
provisions of that law by which 20,000,000 of 
property has been forfeited to the United States. 
It contains, verbatim, that clause in the act of 
March 1, 1811, which sanctioned the President’s 
proclamation of November 2, 1810, by reviving 
the non-importation part of the non-intercourse 
against Great Britain. 

“Suc. 2. And be it further enacted, That in case 
Great Britain shall so revoke or modify her. edicts as 
that they shall cease to violate the neutral commerce 
of the United States, the President of the United 
States shall declare the fact by proclamation; and such 
proclamation shall he admitted as evidence, and no 
other evidence shall be admitted of such revocation or 
modification in any suit, &c. And the restrictions im- 
posed, or which may be imposed by virtue of the said. 
act, shall, from the date of such proclamation, cease 
and be discontinued.” 

From this provision in the statute, the Presi- 
dent was made the sole judge of what revocation 
or modification of the British Orders in Council 
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would justify a suspension of the non-importation 
act, which fact was to be declared by proclama-. 
tion, whieh, was to be the only evidence of the 
fact of such revocation or modification ; and the 
restrictions imposed upon our commerce were to 
cease from the date'of the President’s proclama- 
tion, and not from the revoéation of the British 
Orders in Council. In defiance of this knowledge, 
the shipmentsof British manufactures were made. 

The importers not only anticipated what the 
President would. do in consequence of the Order 
in Council of June 23d, but placed themselves in 
the character of judges for the people of the Uni- 
ted States of what modification or revocation of 
the British orders, of 1807 and 1809, would jus- 
tify a suspension of the non-importation act— 
thus attempting to arrest from the President the 
high power vested in him alone by act of Con- 
gress. . ; 
. "This course of measures was pursued by a 
hasty and precipitate importation of British man- 
ufactures, without waiting a reasonable time for 
the Presidents proclamation, from the date of 
which commercial restriction was to cease. Was 
this an innocent infraction of an existing law? 
What motive actuated? The prospect of gain— 
self-aggrandizement, The honor of the country 

` was forgotten ; the law considered a dead letter ; 
and British aggressions overlooked. 

It was a desire to come with their wares into 
an exhausted market—to enrich themselves—to 
out-run other merchants who waited for the ad- 
ministration of the law by the proper organ. The 
infraction of the law was not innocent. . I will 
not say it was fraudulent. It was a violation 
with their eyes open to their own personal bene- 
fit. If the revocation of the British Orders in 
Council had been such as to have admitted of 
no doubt of the suspension of the non-importa- 
tion act, the merchants were advised by their 
showing that it was illegal to make shipments 
until the emanation of the President’s proclama- 
tion. It was not only prohibited to our citizens 
to make shipments; but to load their vessels with 
intent to ship before such proclamation, was a 
forfeiture of ihe goods. This gave notice to all, 
under what circumstances trade could beresumed, 
and placed the community upon an equality. In 
risking a voluntary infraction of law, the im- 
porters of British merchandise should have chosen 
a case less embarrassed than the British order of 
revocation. The conditions of the revocation 
are incompatible with the vital principles of our 
sovereignty and independence. 1. British armed 
vessels are to be admitted to the hospitalities of 
our waters and ports, without atonement or re- 
pentance for the insults and injuries received by 
our citizeas in the vexations of the commerce, 
in the impressment of our seamen, and in the 
slaughter of our people. 2. The suspension of 
the non-importation act. 3. The right is posi- 
tively claimed of resorting to the Orders in Coun- 
cil, as a measure of retaliation against France, 
whenever the British Ministry shall deem it ex- 
pedient, Admit that they had a right from our 
promises to expect a compliance with the two 


first conditions, the third was: surely an insult 
to our injured feelings, and declaring in so many 
words that the arbitrary principle of plundering 
our property on the high seas was a right which 
tbey had only relaxed until it was deemed expe- 
dient in the sight of our enemy to fix it upon us. 
It is unnecessary to hazard an opinion, as to the 
course which would have been pursued by the 
President under this insidious and disguised re- 
laxation of the British Orders in Couneil—it is 
however evident that it was not a case favorable 
for the importing merchants to anticipate the 
views of the President in violation of law. ‘This 
is not the only view which Will enable us to con- 
sult equally equitable considerations and the pub- 
lic interest. The measure of non-importation 
must be examined. Without an inquiry into the 
merit of this act, the reasons are obvious why 
there should not be a voluntary and total viola- 
tion ofa positive statute with impunity, and more 
care should be-taken not to give premiums to one 
part of the eommunity to do that which in our 
legislative charaeters' we refused to do. It is 
well known that Congress at the last session re- 
fused to repeal this non-importation act in whole 
or in part—and Iam unwilling that the actshould 
be repealed by force. Ido not speak of hard cases. 
I speak of the ordinary trade from Great Britain. 
There is one class of importers entitled to consid- 
eration above-all others—those who purchased 
their goods in the fall, 1810, before the non-im- 
portation act was revived by the President's proc- 
lamation of 2d November, or who had purchased 
their goods previous to the 2d of February, 1811, 
which closed the departure of vessels from British 
ports by the act of March, 1811. This may be 
considered innocent bona fide American trade, 
being American property, purchased before the 
restrictions were in operation, and the merchants 
being compelled to warehouse such goods at their 
own risk, until the late revocation of the British 
Ordersin Council. The dilemma of this property 
was not produced by a voluntary act on the part 
of the purchaser. He obeyed the impulse of duty 
in storing away his goods, making a sacrifice 
rather than violate the laws of the country; and 
in addition to this reason for a distinction, and 
not less powerful, is that Congress did by law 
admit to entry all property shipped from British 
ports prior to the 2d February, 1811, although by 
the previous existing provision, forfeitures were 
incurred unless the vessel arrived within our 
‘ports before that period. To make a discrimina- 
tion in those cases where it can be done is assum- 
ing the ground of equality. I was not unwilling 
at the,last sessioù to admit a partial suspension 
of the non-importation act, for the double purpose 
of relieving the bona fide American merchant 
who had his funds in Great Britain, and to pre- 
vent at that time internal taxation. This sus- 
pension was to be limited as to time, and restricted 
as to articles, which would have relieved us from 
impositions which have been lately enacted in 
the sale of certain artieles, and the British manu- 
facturers would not have been relieved from their 
great distress, nor would our own manufactures 
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have suffered by the competition. Upon this sub- 
ject L have not changed my opinion. Iwas atthat 
time against a repeal of the non-importation act; | 
at this time I am against any relaxation—nor did 
this partial relaxation whieh was attempted at 
the last session contemplate a direct trade with 
Great Britain. It was prohibited expressly. A 
total repeal was then attempted and failed; and 
no wonder those who have at all times advocated 
the abandonment of the non-importation act asa 
ruinous measure should advocate its repeal by 
actual violation—by force. So much has been 
suggested without regard to the merits of this 
measure of non importation. The non-importa- 
tion act isa measure of redress against British 
aggression, and rigidly enforced itis a powerful 
weapon. [tis not a system of the moment, nor 
was it adopted without due deliberation; nor has 
it been persevered in without absolute certainty 
of its efficacy and beneficial results. It might be 
traced to the Revolution; it might be called the 
offspring of that epoch, originating with wisdom, 
to which we are indebted for our high destiny as 
a free people. The Journals of the old Congress 
need not be consulted. Let the period of 1805 
be called to recollection; that was an enviable 
eriod for the American patriot, when the import- 
ing and exporting merchants united in writing 
one hundred and forty pages in. various memori- 
als to Congress against the piratical conduct of 
British cruisers acting under British orders. It 
was an application of the rule of ?56 to the com- 
merce of the United States; a rule fundamentally 
wrong and the conduct under it the most atrocious, 
Plunder and piraey was the order of the day. 
‘Trade consecrated by public law subject to fluc- 
tuating decisions ; rules of evidence disregarded ; 
vessels and cargoes subject to the arbitrary dis- 
cretion of Inglish tribunals. The rule of ?56 
never was exccuted until 1801—then it was alter- 
nately enforced and abandoned—until the mer- 
chants rallied in the fall of 1805. In *°56” it was 
the case of the Dutch carrying colonial produce 
the property of an enemy. It was not a question 
of security in cases of bona fide neutral property. 
This colonial trade had become lucrative ; the 
wealth of our merchants was employed in pur- 
chasing colonial productions; brought to the 
United States, the direct trade being prohibited, 
the surplus was exported under the sanction of 
the most sacred and long established principles 
of the laws of nations, as well as the British ad- 
miralty courts. Under these sanctions, without 
notice, and with a motive to plunder, our rich 
cargoes spread over the face of every sea are 
swept from the ocean by British armed vegsels. 
Not satisfied with the regular trade of the 
American merchant, it has been periodically a 
prey to teed the hungry appetite of the British 
navy, and her cruisers. She destroys the com- 
merce of her enemies; she plunders the com- 
merce also of neutrals; and as our neutral and 
maritime rights have been important to our citi- 
zens by their enterprise and industry, and as they 
have promised us prosperity and wealth, in the 
same degree have they been subjects of British 


jealousy and outrage. The merchants were united 
io their complaints; Congress was urged to resist- 
ance; the Government was called upon to out- 
stretch the right hand of its power; while the 
merchants were swearing upon tbe altar of eternal 
justice, that they would avenge the bleeding 
wounds of their common country. In New York 
the merchants, in their memorial, recommend 
permission to be given to the seamen to resist, 
with force of arms, in our own waters, British 
press gangs. The disgrace of submitting to plun- 
der and outrage was felt. Ready to support the 
cause of the merchants, Congress obeyed their 
impressive call. Mr. Monroe reiterated the same 
complaint from Europe. Something must be 
done. The eighteenth of April, the partial non- 
importatiun act was adopted, to take effect the 
fifteenth of November following. Congress was 
not long deceived. Dismay seemed to succeed 
this display of zeal. Commercial sensibilities 
were blunted. Aggressions were more common; 
prospects were darkened; those who urged the 
nation to resistance were the first to condemn it. 
Commercial restriction with Great Britain was 
opposed, and, when war was declared, that war 
was opposed with fourfold violence—the alterna- 
tive was submission. No cessation on the part 
of Great Britain of her hostile acts; they in- 
creased; no concession of rights, no atonement 
made. On the 22d December, 1807, an embargo 
was laid; which continued fourteen months, and 
was repealed by act of Congress of first March, 
1809. The non-intercourse law continued about 
about fourteen months, and expired with the end 
of the session in May, 1810. The first of May, 
1810, before the close of the sessiun, the act 
passed which authorized the President to revive 
the non-importation part of the non-intercourse, 
which was about to expire, upon certain contin- 
gencies. Accordingly, the 2d November, 1810, 
the non-importation was revived against Great 
Britain by proclamation, which continues in 
force. » This is the history of our commercial 
restrictions. i 

While the people are fighting for commerce 
and free trade, 1 am unwilling to see any class 
of citizens carry on a trade with the enemy, and 
under license. It would be gross injustice to the 
other classes of the community, and it would in- 
duce the merchant to look to a foreign Govern- 
ment, and an enemy, for protection. The calam- 
ity of war isacknowledged. It has been resorted 
to as the least evil, and all must bear the calamity 
as it comes upon them, as our fathers did before 
us. The time has arrived when we must act 
with energy. The partial non-importation law 
was too weak; the embargo was too weak; the 
non-intercourse was too weak: these measures 
were weak, because the mercantile class of the 
people was strong ; our weakness has originated 
from their strength. The partial non-importa- 
tion law was suspended; the embargo was re- 
pealed in a moment of alarm ; and the non-inter- 
course expired of itself. "The strength of the 
non-importation is about to be tested; we are 
now to see whether we shall be driven from this 
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[late importations. Nor will we omit the state- 
ment of. Mr. Russell, our Chargé des Affaires, a 
gentleman who has so distinguished himself-in 
his correspondence with the British Government. 
He informs you that the Orders in Council were 
revoked to relieve the wants and distresses of the 
manufacturers of England, and not as an act of 
justice towards the United States. 

Thus, sir, the operation of this measure upon 
the enemy has been considered. No doubt ‘its 
opération at home will be examined. I am not 
afraid of this examination. We have been told, 
and we shall be told again, that this is a self- 
destroying system ; that we injure ourselves more 
than we injure: the enemy. We no doubt cloud 
the prospects of the exporting and importing mer- 
chants, and it has an indirect influence upon the 
prospects of others. — : 

But we do not expect to be without clothes to 
wear or bread to eat, although this non-importa- 
tion act may continue as to Great Britain. We 
hear complaints that the per centage of the mer- 
chant is curlailed. We do not, however, hear of ` 
thousands reduced to want and beggary. So far 
from it, asa general measure, the non-importa- 
tion act is not injurious to. the United. States. 
Industry is augmented, extravagance is curtailed, 
independence is secured, and, manufactures are 
completely protected. The documents which 
have been furnished to this House, and other cor- 
rect sources of information, have given us.a most 
flattering prospect of domestic manufactures. 

The annual value of domestic manufactured 
articles, is estimated at an hundred and twenty 
millions of dollars :—Of cabinet ware, household 
furniture; and ship building, twenty millions; 
leather and manufactures of leather, saddles, har- 
ness, shoes, boots, &c., twenty millions annually; 
of woollen, cotton, and flaxen goods, forty mil- 
lions. Two-thirds of the people of the United 
States are clothed with domestic manufactures. 
Two-thirds of the slavery, house, and table linen 
used, is made in the United States. Importation 
of cards prevented by Whittemore’s machine. 

Manufactures in the United States are equal 
to the consumption—1st. Of wood, and of which 
wood is the chief material; 2d. Leather, and the 
manufactures of leather; soap and candles; flax- 
seed oil, refined sugar, coarse earthenware, snuff, 
chocolate, mustard, &c. . 

Manufactures firmly established, some furnish- 
ing the greater, and all a considerable part of the 
consumption of the United States—First, iron and 
manufactures of iron ; second, of cotton wool and 
flax; third, hats, paper, printing types, printed 
books, spirituous and malt liquors, manufactures 
of hemp, gunpowder, window glass, jewelry, and 
clocks, leads, straw bonnets, and hats, wax can- 
dles, paints, and colors, salt, copper, plated ware, 
calico printing, queens, earthen and glass ware, 
medical drugs and several chemical preparations. 
This calculation was made principally from ma- 
terials collected by the Secretary of the Treasury 
in 1810. Since which time there has been a 
great augmentation of our manufacturing estab- 
lishments. The want of capital is no longer felt, 


ground. But the'non-importation is a strong 
measure of redress. -It has.had this -character 
with the British Ministry. -When Mr. Fox was 
advised of the passage of the partial non-impor- 
tation act, he seemed to be alarmed. After his 
‘death, his successors, Lords Holland and Auck- 
land, made it the first act of their official duty 
"with our Ministers in London to remonstrate 
against it. See the last letter written by Mr. 
Monroe before Mr. Pinkney united with him, and 
‘see the first letter received by them jointly. The 
‘Same: anxiety prevailed in the subsequent com- 
munications upon our subsequent restrictive 
measures. 

The examination before the House of Com- 
mons-in England of upwards of one hundred in- 
dividuals of respectability, from- more than thirty 
of the great manufacturing districts, and the re- 
‘mark of Mr. Brougham, place the subject in a 
most interesting. point of. view. The principal 
manufacturers, the proprietors, are represented as 
without capital ; with stock on hand and no mar- 
ket ; their funds exhausted, and ruin threatened; 
the laboring class of the people reduced to the 
most afflicting distress, Thousands are repre- 
sented to be without employ; thousands upon 
half pay, and half allowance of food; thousands 
reduced to the brink .of starvation; the home- 
market glutted, and the price of manufactures 
-reduced.. South America, Canada, and. other 
‘places, had been substituted for the markets in 
the United States; and nothing but loss and dis- 
appointment had ensued; and, as the continent 
of Europe was closed against British manufac- 
tures, the United States alone could relieve the 
distress of this valuable class of people in Great 
Britain. The common and ordinary consump- 
tion of British manufactures in the United States 
of America is estimated at fifty millions of dol- 
lars. "The pay for these goods is certain, and the 
market not liable to fluctuation. So great has 
been the importations of British manufactures 
from the first organization of this Government, 
that the proceeds of our export trade to every 
other part of the world has principally returned 
home through British channels. Great Britain 
has been the exchange for our commerce, and if 
not checked; our merchants will continue during 
war to augment their funds in Great Britain. 
The case under consideration furnishes another 
strong evidence of the effect of this measure. 
The 23d June, the Orders in Council were re- 
voked; the 13th of July, information was re- 
ceived in Great Britain, that a declaration of 
war had passed the House of Representatives; 
on the 30th of July, the war was officially known. 
Notwithstanding this short period, upwards of 
twenty millions worth of British manufactures 
have been shipped to the United States, which 
falls far short of usual importations. For up- 
wards of eighteen months, the exchange between 
the United States and Great Britain has heen 
about twenty per cent. discount. Since the ship- 
ments of the late imported British goods, the 
exchange has sunk to fourteen per cent. discount. 

This is evidence of the relief occasioned by the 
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The United States abound in the raw materials 
of these various manufactures, and as tó the ne- 
cessaries of life no country can boast of equal 
abundance. From this view of the subject it 
-might be urged that the United Siates has been 
injured in these late British importations, save a 
benefit arising from a revenue of five millions of 
dollars. Here a foundation is laid to destroy our 
dependence upon Great Britain. When that is 
destroyed we shall not have so much to fear from 
her jealousy. When the two nations are con- 
vinced that-they can do without each other they 
will be better friends, and our distance will pre- 
vent future wars. Our exporters sell their cargoes 
of flour to the peninsula of Spain. and purchase 
a bill of exchange upon Great Britain. The im- 
-porter purchases this bill from the exporter, and 
ships to this country British manufactures. Here 
is dependence on our part. On the part of Great 
Britain she depends upon the markets of the Uni- 
ted States to sell her manufactures and get a sup- 
ply of the raw material to supply her work shops. 
This powerful class of British subjects, the man- 
ufacturers, prefer the markets of the United States 
to the markets of any other part of the globe, and 
the reason is obvious. In every conflict, there- 
fore, between the two States, founded on British 
aggressions, this country may calculate perhaps 
too much upon their markets for British fabrics 
as an inducement on the part of Great Britain to 
abstain from further violence. Great Britain makes 
still stronger calculations upon the opposition in 
‘this country to measures of hostility. If the non- 
importation act should fail as a means of redress, 
this view gives some consolation, in the hope that 
if this state of things must continue it will con- 
vince the two Powers that they can live without 
each other. I flatter myself, that the United 
States would only feel a temporary evil, if from 
any necessity it was cut off from an intercourse 
with Great Britain never to be resumed—our re- 
sources are great, our wants can be supplied. I 
come lastly to consider the facts and the testimo- 
ny in this case, and.although I shall be bound to 
consider the statement of the merchants as inter- 
ested parties,and the examination will prove it, 
still I shall say nothing to derogate from the high 
character, the great respectability, and the exten- 
sive information of those committees of merchants 


who have appeared before the Committee of 


Waysand Means. The testimony reported has 
only made out one side of the question. It would 
astonish those who are unacquainted with judi- 
cial proceedings, particularly in chancery, where 
individuals of the first and equal respectability 
contend for their rights, and each party, though 
equally zealous in his own behalf, make out very 
different and opposite cases. Here the judge 
leaves the statement of the parties and resorts to 
other testimony, either verbal or written. Indeed, 
sometimes the parties make statements contrary 
to the records of the courts, which is the highest 
species of evidence. 

A chancellor, who had never adorned the bench 
of equity, would be still more astonished in cases 
brought for his adjudication. He would take up 


the bill of the complaint and read it—he would 
look at the party making thestatement—he would 
acknowledge his respectability, his high standing, 
his unsuspected veracity—and, without further 
investigation, he would suppose no. doubt could 
exist as.to the justice of the claim, and would feel 
a disposition forthwith to enter a decree against 
the defendant. But, when his'duty compelled 
him to travel over the statement of the defendant, 
equally respectable, equally creditable, equally 
honorable, he would immediately discover that 
he had only viewed one side of the question. His 
mind would immediately be balanced, and he 
would call for other testimony to make out the 
cases—and what is still more wonderful, neither 
party in their statement would so contradict each 
other as to injure the reputation of the other. 
So powerful is self-interest—so blind to the rights 
of others—the mind seems to possess magical 
powers to deceive itself, without being conscious 
of it. With these remarks, I turn to the report, 
19th page, where the Committee of Merchants 
state that the average of the impost duties, as cal- 
culated at the eustom-house, amount to 33} per 
cent. on the prime cost of goods; on crockery and 
glass ware, hard ware, plated ware, silks, milli- 
nery, &c., 50 per cent, Here we have the record 
as a guide as to duties—and it was my duty to 
descend to that record and consult its pages. | 

The duties are divided in denomination into 
specific and ad valorem duties. Few articles pay 
specific duties—the great fund of revenue arises 
from ad valorem duties. These duties may be 
classed according to these rates. Previous to a 
declaration of war, the peace duties were, 1st. 123, 
15, and 20 per cent.; to these were added 24 per 
cent. the Mediterranean fund. Doubled, since 
war, they stand—first class, 25 per cent.; add Me- 
diterranean duty, 21— 741 ;—second class, 30 per 
cent; add the Mediterranean duty 24 = 32} ;— 
third class, 40 per cent.; add the Mediterranean 
duty 241—421. 

The rates of ad valorem duties are fixed by 
law. The calculation is made by adding 20 per 
cent. upon the prime cost of all goods imported 
from the Cape of Good Hope or beyond. 10 per 
cent. upon the actual cost from any other place, 
including all charges which precede the shipment, 
commissions, outside packages, and insurance ex- 
cepted. The prime cost: we will takethe round 
sum of £100,and make the calculated export duties 
from Great Britain and inland charges, £6, to be 
added to prime cost——106; to this sum add 10 per 
cent. £1012. The amount upon which duty, 
£116 12, is calculated for every £100 prime cost. 

This calculation is not an arbitrary one. It is 
consistent with the law and the practice of the 
Treasury, only in most cases the "Treasury does 
not add as much as 6 per cent. to tlie prime cost, 
as I have donein this case. Indeed, I have now 
two original invoices and a bill of lading, to prove 
that the ordinary charges which are added to the 
prime cost, and upon which the duty is calcula- 
ted, does not amount to 6 per cent. Upon every 
£100 only prime cost, therefore, the charges and 
the 10 per cent. will make it £116. 
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ist. The duty. of 274 per eent. on £116 would 
be 32 percent. op £100. ; ^ 7 : f 

2d, The duty of 324 per c 
be 38 per cent. on £100. ^. 
. 3d. The duty of 424 per cent, on £116 would 
e 494 per cent on £100... 

It is nécessary.to examine and find out the pro- 
portions of the'importàtions on articles which pay 
these three rates.of duty, of 273, 321, and 421 per 
cent, upon prime eost, and the addition of £6 to 
each £100, according to the calculation at the 
custom-house; or, in other words, the articles 
paying upon the prime cost 32 per cent., 38 per 
. Gent., and 493 per cent. Hollow glass ware, car- 
riages, and parts of carriages, alone pay 491 per 
cent. Hard ware, millinery, leather, and manu- 
factures of leather, china, crockery, &c., pay 38 
percent. All other goods, principally wool, silk, 
cotton, flax, hemp,:&c., pay only 32 per cent. Al- 
though the bulk of these articles paying the last 
estimated rate of duties, are enumerated by the 
Committee of Merchants from New York as pay- 


t. on £116 would 


ing 50 per cent.—making an average difference of 


about 17 per cent, which, iaken from the gross 
amount of-the charges which they stated amount- 
ed to.60 per cent. and upwards, will give them a 
profit of 17 per cent., more than was calculated. 
But I proceed with my calculation tofind out the 
average of the duty: upon importations into the 
United States, This can be done only by resorting 
to theannual reports made by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, which will give the amount of articles 
paying the three. rates. of ad valorem duty. But 

ittle time has béen. given, and I have.commenced 


with the year. 1804 up to the year 1810, both. 


years inclusive :. 


Importa- [Ist grade of duty|2d grade of duty; 3d ditto. 


tions. paying 32. paying 38. 491. 

In 1804 | 30,214,367 2,641,925 425,186 
1805 | 33,506,584 7,248,629 405,470 
1806 | 35,844,048 8,372,527 510,203 
1807 36,264,874 9,484,682 526,112 
1808 | 19,783,025 7,622,478 66,647 
1809 19,658,378 4,783,116 313,712 
1810 | 37,714,120 7,703,290 552,151 

47,856,647 | 2,799,481 


Years 7. | 212,985,396 


213 millions, paying 32 

48 do do 38 
3. do do 494 
264 


The result of seven years gives us 264 millions’ 
worth of importations, by adding a fraction of a 
million in each case for sake of-round numbers. 

Of that vast amount of 264 millions, three mil- 
lions has paid 493 per cent. duty; 48 millions has 
paid 38 per cent, and 113 millions has paid the 
lowest per cent. upon the prime cost, 33 per cent. 
To.get hold of the average duty we must not 
take the duties alone, add them together and then 
divide by three; we must also take into the cal- 


eulation tlie amount 


i f ount of articles paying the differ- 
ent rates: of ‘duty. "The experiment has been 
made of the two jg years, and of the three last 
years. . The average duty upon the-whole impor- 
tations would be less than 334 per cent. "There-- 
fore, the great bulk of the articles, and in fact all 
of the articles enumerated by the committee of 
New York, as paying 50 per cent. duty upon the 
prime cost, pay only 38 and 32, except hollow 
glass ware, and the average duty as calculated at 
the custom-house upon annual importations does 
not amount to 33} per cent. So much for the 
first fact, which is proven variant from the un- 
derstanding of the New York committee, by the 
laws of the land, the custom-house ‘calculations, 
and mathematical démonstration. We will now 
pass to another allegation in the reported state- 
ment. It seems as if one of the New York com- 
mittee stated that the greater part of the late im- 
portations of British manufactures were purchased 
in the Fall of 1819, and previous to 2d of Febru- 
ary, 1811, the period when the non-importation 
commenced its operation. This statement was 
not made upon positive facts. It was a belief, 
an opinion expressed, and, as will appear, unne- 
cessarily and too strongly expressed. ‘These were 
the cases most entitled to consideration—and the 
want of evidence to discriminate, is a reason ad- 
ditional why we should refer this subject to some 
tribunal for examination, and you must give it to 


the Secretary of the Treasury, or you must ere- 


ate a new tribunal. The statement under con- 
sideration does not.admit of arithmetical demon- 
stration. We must resort to circumstantial and 
such positive evidence as we have on this point, 
and although it may not be sufficient to say what 
amount of goods lately imported were purchased 
and on American account and risk prior to the 
2d of February, 1811, there is violent presumptive 
evidence to overthrow the opinion of the mem- 
ber of the New York committee, that the greater 
part was purchased. 

The late importations admit of classification 
as to the time of purchase, as tó the time of ship- 
ment, and ‘as to the ownership of the property. 
As to the time of purchase: That which was 
purchased previous to February, 1811; that which 
was purchased after 2d February, and previous 
to the revocation of the British Orders in Coun- 
cil of 23d of June, 1812: and purchases made 
after a revocation of the British Orders in Coun- 
cil. Asto shipments, vessels which left British 
ports for the United States before a knowledge 
of the declaration of war, and vessels which 
sailed after that knowledge. As to the owner- 
ship, 1st. That which was purchased either on 
eredit or with prompt payment by American 
citizens, and shipped on American account. 2d. 
Goods shipped by British merchants to order 
and on British risk and British account until 
delivered to the American merchant in this coun- 
try. I have already produced papers showing 
such a case, where the invoices, the bill of lading 
and the mercantile letter enclosed to a friend 
who was directed to deliver over the goods to a 
third person, upon the contingency of his being 
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in solyent circumstances. . 3d. British property. 
There is no evidence to determine precisely the 
quantity of goods purchased at those different 
periods, but there are circumstances to establish 
the fact that a very small portion indeed was 
purchased prior to the 2d of February, 1811. 
. From an examination of custóm-house returns 
. it will appear that from ten.to fifteen million of 
dollars worth of British merchandise was shipped 
ihto the United States previous to the 2d of Feb- 
ruary, 1811, and which was admitted to entry 
and exempted from forfeiture in consequence of 
the provisions of the act of March, 1811, which 
was intended to embrace those very cases.  In- 
dependent of this, it was well known that appli- 
cation would be made to Congress for such a re- 
laxation of the non-importation act. 

There were other weighty inducements to the 
merchant to get home his property. He had paid 
the usual prices. The non-importation was to 
commence its operation on the 2d February, 
1811; there was no prospect of a speedy termina- 
iion of our differences with Great Britain; the 
exhausted markets of the United States offered a 
certain pledge of profit. Under these circum- 
stances is it likely that ten million dollars worth 
of the late importations were purchased, paid for, 
put into warehouses, and there remained until 
23d June, 1812? The enterprising and bold 
character of the merchant forbids such a supposi- 
tion. Their conduct in general, I do not speak 
in particular, has not been timid, more especially 
when they have only come into contact with the 
commercial restrictions of the United States. 
This is not the only circumstance. We have it 
from the statement of Mr. Russell, that the revo- 
cation of the British Orders in Council was not 
an act of justice towards the United States, but 
as a relief to her numerous suffering and ruined 
manufacturers, who had stated that tbey bad 
conditional orders from American merchants for 
vast quantities of goods as soon as the Orders in 
Council were revoked. Mr. Russell also states, 
that, after the revocation of the Orders in Council, 
the agents of American merchants were extremely 
active in making investments in British manu- 
factures. It is a fact acknowledged that the state 
of exchange was affected by it—it fell from up- 
wards of 20 to 14 or 15 per cent.—and that there 
was also a rise in the price of manufactures. 
Mr. Russell concludes with stating it as his 
opinion, that a very small portion of the late im- 
portations was purchased prior to February 2d, 
1811. Ihave examined this fact, not as a judge 
or an advocate, but with a view to convince the 
committee of the necessity of a reference of this 
subject. The next fact I shall take up relates to 
the rate of profit, and here again we must have 
recourse to the best evidence in our power, and 
not the best the nature of the case will admit. 
The petitioners admit that they will make a 
handsome profit if their bonds should not be for- 
feited. If they should escape by a total remis- 
sion of the forfeitures incurred, this handsome 
profit they allege will be from 5 to 10 per cent. 
above ordinary profit, and not including the dis- 


count in the rate of exchange between the United 
States and Great Britain. “It is alléged that 


‘the rate of exchange ought not to be calculated 


as an extra profit, because within ten years it will 
balance itself. It is true that in ordinary times, 
the exchange will sometimes be above par, and 
sometimes below par, so as not to make any ma- 
terial profit or loss within ten or any given num- 
bers of years. But, previous to the year 1811, for 
twenty years the discount has never been greater 
than ten per cent.—during the year 1811 it was 
20 per cent. and upwards. The petitioners say 
from 10 to 23. Taking all the information I 
have read on this subject, the discount in some 
cases has been 28 per cent. If the petitioners 
will not call this discount a profit, [ cannot help 
it, nor is it less true that the discount puts into 
their pockets so much money. I am not com- 
pelled to disbelieve my own senses; and if I see 
a bill of exchange purchased at a discount of 20 
per cent., which is equal in value to its nominal 
amount, in vain may the purchaser say he makes 
no calculation of profit from such a speculation. 
He makes his twenty per cent. discount. The 
same advantage accrues to the exporter of pro- 
duce to the Peninsula. 'The bills on England 
are invested in British manufactures to prevent a 
loss of 20 per cent. I have had reference to the 
reports annually made by the Commissioners of 
the Sinkiog Fund to ascertain the fluctuations of 
exchange. 

A recurrence to this annual report, where the 
Government has made great annual purchases of 
bills on England with a view of paying the pub- 
lie debt in Europe, confirms the faet stated by 
the petitioners, that exchange was never known 
before to be more than ten per cent. discount, 
and that within ten years the balance is equal in 
ordinary times.. a : 

In 1804 exchange was from par to 23 per cent 
advance, average 1j; 1805, exchange was from 
par to 4 per cent. discount, average 3; 1806, at par ; 
1807, from 1 per cent. to 3 discount, average 2; 
1808, from 3 to 64 advance, average 4%; 1809, 
from 1 to 4 advance, average 24; 1810, from 2 to 
5 discount, average 31. 

The opportunity of the seven years enumera- 
ted has alone been afforded for the want of time, 
which leaves a balance of one and a half per 
cent. in favor of the advance. : 

In 1811 from fifteen to twenty-five per cent., 
average twenty, from the best information, leav- 
ing on the side of discount eighteen and a half 
percent. In 1812 from ten to twenty, average 
fifteen per cent., add to eighteen and a half makes 
thirty-three and one-half per cent, add to this the 
depression of British manufactures, from five to 
ten per cent. on an average since February 2. 
1811. J have made these remarks and calcula- 
tions, because the subject of profit was involved, 
not to make out a case against the merchants, but 
with a view of showing the necessity of referring 
them to the Secretary of the Treasury, where 
ample justice will be done them. If I am per- 
mitted to wander from the record, and I do not 
feel myself confined to any particular source of 
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information, would -give a calculation which-| personage—has no identity but in its operation. 
would establish the extra. profit of the importer | It is not tangible, has no form to present itself to 
at twenty per ceni. above the. usual profit, I) your view, to address your. passions, to cloud 
would take the sales. in Baltimore for £100 ster- | your jüdginent, to weave itself into your tender 
ling in ordinary times say. £240 currency, this | mercies. Bút it is not less my duty as a-repre- 
year £300; the difference will be £60; converted | sentative of this grear community not to aban- 
into sterling it is £36 sterling on the £100; de- | don what I consider its’ most essential rights. ^I 
duct thé double duty £16, leaves £20 per cent. | have nothing to disguise on"this subject., This’ 
above ordinary profit, “I will not venture to say |.community, which has been taxed.by these im- 
what extra profit lias been and will be made; it | porters of British merchandise, is involved in dif- 
is not necessary, to hazard the amount. I have | ficülty, in a war which ‘must continue until the 
established the point of a very considerable extra | present Ministry in England. shall’ lose their 
profit.” The. importers will not agree that they | power, or until the Republican party in the Uni- 
have made a great extra profit; they do not, how- |.ted States shall be turned out of their places, 
evep deny the fact that the. people have been | While this is the case, I am unwilling to fix 
compelled to pay the enormous high prices com- | upon them internal taxation until it become in- 
plained of. They say the jobbers, in other words | dispensable, nor to permit any portion of them- 
the speculators and the retail merchants, have | selves to monopolizeadvantages withoutan equiv- 
made these profits, but principally the jobbers. | alent, If the trading part of the community 
There would be no difficulty in procuring the | would not be satisfied with the measures of the 
testimony of retailers as to enormous prices paid | Government, I would withdraw their capital from 
‘to importers, and I presume the jobbers would | à disgraceful traffic with a foreign Power at war 
not agree that they alone had imposed upon the | with their country; the war would be. of short 
people. i duration, and the people would pay. any taxes: 
A variety of letters have, been received by | you would fix upon them without a murmur. 
members and read as evidence, and ex parte affi- | But when the agricultural and manufacturing 
davits, making out a better case for the merchants.| part of our community have taken up the sword 
than they made for themselves. To read these | for commerce, and those immediately engaged 
letters and: affidavits we might conclude that so | in commerce opposing the war, they will not 
far from any profit being derived from the late | be willing to be taxed by that class of this peo- 
importations, that it had been really a losing busi- | ple, and then taxed to carry on the ‘war. In 
ness. I have seen several. letters on the other | speaking of the opposition to the war, I do not 
side of the question; I could procure one from | intend, to include many illustrious exceptions 
my friend from. Pennsylvania, now to my right, | in the mercantile class of the community ; but 
another from a gentleman from Maryland, and Í | they. will aéknowledge that such is the fact 
have in"my hand one from the collector of Nor- | generally, no matter what the cause, such is the 
folk, all of which letters go to provethe great and | unfortunate situation of the country; nor will 
exorbitant prices of goods obtained by importers, | one of them deny, that if we were now obliged 
sufficient to cover their bonds, [Here the collect- | to give up the conflict with Great Britain, our 
ors letter was read.] But, sir, Í have not sought | humiliation would be complete, and our inde- 
testimony to make out a case, as if judgment was | pendence at the mercy of the British Monarchy. 
to be pronounced, or volumes might have been | Such has been the advances of the President to- 
procured. ‘What I have obtained has been a yol- | wards a termination of the war, that if the Fed- 
urtary offering fromi respectable sources. As to | eralists were in power to-morrow they would not 
letters in favor of the merchants, as many might | dare to give up the principle of impressment to 
be obtained against the declaration of, war, if it | Great Britain, unless they thought thé people 
was supposed they would be read in this body, to | were ripe for monarchy. . I have not said this be- 
govern their decision. It has given me no pleas- | cause I think cases of individual justice or liber- 
ure to have. been compelled to present this sub- | ality should go by favor, and according to politi- 
ject, as duty has compelled me. "The situation | cal tenets; no, sir, I have given testimony in this 
in which. Iam. placed is an invidious one, but | body, that party considerations do not govern me 
called upon by duty, and obeying that solemn | in cases of individual justice, nor in cases of lib- 
call upon a subject of so much magnitude, while. | érality. . 1 adduce it for the purpose of saying, 
I derive consolation in not having wantonly in- | the petitioners are not entitled to a total remission 
jured the feelings of the partiesconcerned, orthose | of the bonds, nor are they especially entitled to 
who differ from me in sentiment, I feel indiffer- | the mercy of this Government. Notwithstand- 
ent as to the opinion others may entertain of this | ing this, | am as unwilling to ruin the merchants 
policy, nor do I court the good opinion of any | as I am.to abandon totally the just rights of this 
man further than it may be bottomed upon con- | community. lam induced to vote for this refer- 
scientious principles and correctness of conduct, | ence, becausé the Secretary has said that he will 
Were I to consult my own feelings I might have | not exact the whole of the bonds, nor will he re- 
remained silent. [t may be thought by.some that | mit them without condition. He will remit one- 
no part of the merchant's bonds should be exact- half; before the other is remitted, he will demand 
ed; that this great community should give up | an equivalent for the extra profit pum the im- 
what is really due to them to those who have | porters have made. Why demand it? Because 
violated the law. The body politic—this great | it is due to the non-importation act; because the 
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petitioners have enjoyed exclusive privileges: 
and these exclusive privileges have levied a tax 
upon the people. Whois, then, prepared. to aban- 
don this right of the community ? Who is ready 
to tax them doubly, not on account of the war, 
but because we did not keep tor them that money 
which was their due? I know, sir, upon ques- 
tions of tbis kind we are called the friends and 
théenemies of commerce; and I have no doubt 
lam entitled to the latter denomination in the 
opinion of some. If, sir, to contend for the rights 
of this community even against great importing 
merchauts is anti-commereial, I am that man. 
If, sir, to refuse to give up the non-importation 
act, and even to refuse to let merchants violate 
existing laws with impunity be anti-commercial, 
Iam that man. If refusing to favor the mer- 
chants at the expense of the agricultural, and 
manufacturing, and laboring portion of the com- 
munity, be inimical to commerce, Iam the man. 
But, sir, if a willingness to expend the last of our 
treasure, and the last drop of our blood, for the 
neutral rights of the United States, will entitle 
me to be styled the friend of commerce, then I 
am entitled to this honorable appellation. If a 
determination never to give up the war, rather 
than permit our seamen to be impressed, and 
made slaves in the service of Great Britain, en- 
titles any man to be considered the friend of 
commerce, then Iam among the favored few. If, 
in fine, an anxious desire to place farmers, me- 
chanics, and manufacturers on an equality, will 
shield any man from the odium of being un- 
friendly to commerce, then am I shielded. But, 
determined to discharge my duty at every haz- 
ard, Lam not anxious where I shall be assigned 
by those who call themselves the exclusive friends 
o commerce. 

Mr. Mrrcutuu followed Mr. Joswsow in debate. 
He said he did not rise so much with the inten- 
tion of making a reply to the learned and elo- 
quent gentleman who had just taken his seat, as 
to introduce a new proposition to the considera- 
tion of the Committee, for the purpose of unfold- 
ing which he asked the indulgence of a few 
remarks. 

He said he was dissatisfied with the report of 
the standing committee of Ways and Means for 
two reasons: the first, in point of substance, that 
it did not provide any relief for the petitioners; 
and the second, that, instead of containing a senti- 
ment or opinion couched in positive terms, it 
was expressed in negative language. For the 
House is told *that it is inexpedient to legislate 
on this subject,” and that the petitions of the 
merchants, with the accompanying documents, 
ought to be referred to the Secretary of the 
"Treasury. 

Mr. M. declared himself to be of a very differ- 
ent opinion. In this he was not singular, for, if 
he construed aright the Executive Message of 
the 4th November, it was plain that the Presi- 
dent of the United States believed it to be worthy 
of Congressional deliberation. In his communi- 
cation he informs us that a considerable number 
of vessels, which were in England when the re- 


vocation of the Orders in Council by the Prince 
Regent took place, were freighted with British 
merchandise and despatched to our country, under 
an expectation, which turned out to be erroneous, 
that the non-importation act would immediately 
‘be rescinded. It did not appear proper in the judg- 
ment of the Executive, on unforeseen cases of 
such magnitude, 1o exercise the ordinary powers 
vested in the Treasury Department to mitigate 
forfeitures, without previously affording to Con- 
gress an opportunity of making on the subject 
such provision as they may think proper, hoping 
that in any decision they may make they will 
equally consult what is due to equitable consid- 
erations and the public interest. * 

Upon this expression of the Presidents mind, 
sir, this House has already acted, by referring it 
to one of the standing committees, and now this 
committee comes forward with a recommenda- 
tion that the House should do nothing in the 
premises, and thereby declines to aid the officers 
of the Treasury and revenue departments, in suc 
a weighty and perplexing occurrence. 

But my desire to act upon this occasion and 
extend a friendly hand to the Executive, is co 
firmed by the letter of the Secretary of th 
Treasury himself. In his letter to the Chairma s 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, he in- 
forms him, that of the forfeitures which have 
accrued, one half is by law vested in the custom- 
house officers or informers, and the other half in 
the United States. The power to remit the share 
belonging to the United States and to all other 
persons, in whole and in part, and on such terms 
and conditions as he may deem reasonable and 
just, is indeed reposed by law already in that high 
and responsible. officer. But considering, as he 
tells us, the magnitude and unforeseen nature of 
the case, it was thought proper not to exercise 
that authority until Congress should deliberate 
upon it, and prescribe, if they think proper, a 
course of proceeding. Thereupon, all the peti- 
tions already received remain in a state of sus- 
pense, and, for the purpose of avoiding an unne- 
cessary accumulation of cost, the petitioners or 
sufferers have been mostly advised to withhold 
their applications until the decision of Congress 
should be ascertained. 

According to my conception of the matter, 
this business is fairly before us for our action as 
legislators. We shall be worthily employed in 
deciding upon it favorably here, and not exhibit 
the spectacle of a sport at political battledore 
between the Legislature and the Executive, who 
toss the great question of the petitioners back- 
ward and forward like the shuttlecock. 

Believing, thus, the matter to be completely 
before us, from the President's recommendation, 
from the Secretary’s notice, from the Chairman’s 
report, and from the respect due to memoriali- 
zing citizens themselves, I am desirous of show- 
ing why I think a measure of mercy and favor 
ought to be shown. And I shall arrange the ob- 
servations appertaining to my present purpose" 
under two heads: Ist. The equity of the case; 
and 2dly. Its poliey. 
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On the equitable view of this case, I beg the 
attention of the Committee to the proceedings of 
our. Government for a few years, relative to its 
commercial relations with Europe. After vari- 
ous misunderstandings and quarrels, concerning 
the rights of.our citizens on the high seas, the 
privileges of .neutral nations, and the increasing 
insolence and violence of the belligerents, Con- 
gress concluded it wise to withdraw from the 
scene .of. contention, and an embargo without 
limitation was enjoined upon our people late in 
1807.. This restriction: was borne with almost 
unexampled firmness until March, 1809; a term 
of about fourteen months. It then became too 
irksome for a busy and commercial nation. 
The. murmurs and discontents were too vehem- 
ent to be resisted ; and that plan, which, if it had 
been possible to have persisted in it, would have 
earried-us triumphantly through our difficulties, 
was abandoned from necessity—and that neces- 
sity arose from a want of power in the Govern- 
ment to enforce it. 

On the repeal of this was enacted the non-in- 
tercourse law. against France and Great Britain; 
io which succeeded the memorable statute of 
May, 1810. This latter I ever considered as an 
unfortunate law for us; because it undertook to 
perform by an act of the Legislature what strictly 
and rightfully belonged to the treaty-making 
function of the President. By that statute we 
bound ourselves hand and foot, and in that con- 
dition presented ourselves to the unjust and the 
contemptuous belligerents to be untied. 

By this we made a voluntary stipulation with 
the Power that sways the Continent of Europe. 
and that which rules the Ocean, that if either of 
them would so revoke his Orders in Council and 
decrees before March, 1811, as that they should 
cease to violate our neutral commerce, and the 
other nation should not, within three months 
thereafter, so. revoke or modify her edicts, the 
provision of the aet to interdict commercial in- 
tercourse, should be enforced against the Power 
so refusing or neglecting; after the expiration of 
three months from the date of the PresidenUs 
proclamation, as directed by law. 

On this overture France acted, but in a man- 
ner so obscure and equivocal, that disputes arose 
concerning its reality. Our Government, how- 
ever, considered the revocation serious and real; 
and the fact was officially announced accordingly. 
This brings us, sir, to November, 1810, the era 
from which we are to date the commencement of 
the three months allowed for England to act. 
We well remember that time, when month after 
month rolled away in anxious expectation, and 
at length the February of 1811 came; but with- 
out a corresponding overture on the part of the 
British Government. 

Faithful then to its engagement, Congress 
passed the act supplementary to the act of May, 
1810; and in March, 1811, and not until then, 
declared the provisions of the non-importation to 

- be in operation against Great Britain only. But 
in this it will be remembered, Mr. Chairman, 
there was a salvo for all American vessels, and 


all merchandise owned by American citizens im-. 
ported in such vessels as should have departed 
from a British port prior to the second day of | 
February, 1811; and by this enlargement of the 

right to import, much merchandise was intro- 

duced, which would have been excluded, had 

the time been limited to arrivals on that day into 

2 port of the United States. But it was a: the 

same time equally clear, that this extension 

favored the man of bold adventure, rather than 

the réspectable observer of his country’s laws; 
and that a large part of those who were the 
best entitled to that remedial provision, were. 

totally and unavoidably excluded from its bene- 
fits. In this way things progressed until the 18th 

June, when war was declared. ' 

In the mean time, however, the British Gov- 
ernment, availing itself of the regulations of our 
statute, did, oh the same month, and without à 
knowledge of our law, revoke also; ostensibly, its 
obnoxous edicts. This revocation, though not 
satisfactory to the extent we hoped and wished, 
was nevertheless of such a charaeter that Iam 
bound to believe it would have kept amicable 
relations alive, and continued the commercial 
intercourse agoing, if the declaration of war had 
not intervened. I say, Mr. Chairman, if the act 
of the Prince Regent had been promulgated be- 
fore the nation proclaimed hostilities, my belief is, 
we should not have measured swords with Great 
Britain at this time. . i . 

"There can be no doubt that the British Gov- 
ernment hada right to do as they did. Our stat- 
ute gave them the full permission. What was 
the consequence? Why, sir, all classes of per- 
sons, high and low, gentle and simple, active and 
speculative, believed that thevery thing was done, 
which our Government had sought. Every per- 
son holding funds in England, or possessing mer- 
chandise there, took measures for bringing them 
home. Yet, not satisfied with the universal im- 
pression, the merchants consulted the gentleman, 
who acted as Chargé d'Affaires for the country 
at the Court of St. James. And this exalted offi- 
cer advised them without scruple to send home 
their property. This counsel seems to have been 
given under a full persuasion, that the penal and 
prohibitory statute would be annulled by the 
President, the moment the Prince. Regents dec- 
laration should be officially made known to him. 

War had in the meanwhile been declared, and 
the Executive was thereby incapacitated to act. 
Yet, I appeal to the honorable and equitable feel- 
ings of this Committee to determine, whether the 
well-meaning and law-observing shippers, on this 
occasion, did notact as Iand you, Mr. Chairman, 
and every other man of consideration and reflec- 
tion, would have acted under similar circum- 
stances? — . ] x 

I come, secondly, to the policy of granting re- 
lief to the petitioners. As I mean merely to in- 
troduce a proposition, and not to enter into a. 
detailed argument, I shall be very brief. 

'The gentleman who preceded me has passed 
some severe strietures upon the mercantile char- 
acter. I would wish him to retract or recon- 
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sider a part, at least, of his remarks. Merchants, 
I would have him to. understand, are very much 
like other classes of society. They are governed 
.by the same feelings, and actuated by the like. 
principles. In some, the selfish disposition may 
predominate over the social, but even in such 
cases, the merchant does but resemble the farmer, 
the manufacturer, and the other classes of man- 
kind. To say the most and the worst of them, 
they are very much like their neighbors. 

The merchants have brought to the United 
States, say eighteen or twenty millions of prop- 
erty. This I admit to have been done against 
the letter of the law. When sinning, I am one 
who do not think that on this account they 
have sinned beyond forgiveness. No such thing. 
There is an equity of redemption held out to 
them, which may be exercised on the present 
occasion. And I hope Congress will conduct 
like a court of chancery its saving and interposing 
grace. Iwas one of those who during the last 
session was desirous of calling home the property 
of citizens abroad, as a war measure. I believed 
that the nation would thereby be strengthened ; 
the individuals would get their property, and the 
Treasury a good store of revenue. Thus the 
private citizen and the public revenue would 
grow-strong together, and by one and. the same 
act, That measure, however, was thwarted at the 
time, and the permission to import was refused. 

Now, sir, what has happened? Exactly that 
which might have been foreseen, to wit: that if 
you would not legitimate the importations, they 
would be made without your leave, and under 
such peculiar and imperative circumstances, that 
you must in conscience as well as in equity and 
policy yield to their force. 

In urging the policy of extending mercy in this 
case, I beg you to look at the course of trade ; we 
send freely abroad the products of our soil, al- 
though we feel amoral conviction that the greater 
part of the proceeds will centre in England, the 
emporium of the commercial world. 1t is per- 
fectly well understood that Spain and Portugal 
cannot pay us either in specie or produce for the 
breadstuffs and other articles of human suste- 
nance which we send to Cadiz and Lisbon, and 
that these exports are paid for to a great extent 
in bills upon London. 

Consider, too, that, by several solemn votes of 
this session, we have refused to inhibit the expor- 
tation of grain. The motion made originally by 
the gentleman from New Hampshire (Mr. Har- 
PER) and repeated since by the gentleman from 
Virginia, to keep our flour and meal at home to 
feed our own seamen, soldiers, and citizens, has 
been sturdily negatived. Ifthen we export,] sup- 
pose it is intended to bring back the returns in a 

ermitted and possible course of trade, for really 

am not patriotic enough to make a gift of these 
valuable cargoes, either to the belligerents or to 
neutrals. 

Again, sir, it may be questioned whether we 
ought to be excessively angry, at an event which 
has brought near twenty millions of property to 
the country, and six millions of dollars into the 


Treasury. This is in my estimation a fortunate 
and desirable event. 
floated it like a waif upon our shores, infinitely 
more precious, incalculably more valuable than a 
royal fish. Iam willing to take the boon and 
make the most of it. 
however unexpected, is not the less a prize. 


The eastern breezes have 


A good prize in the lottery, 


Besides, we have had the advantage, from these 


seasonable supplies, to clothe ourselves and our 
troops, and prepare one and all the better for en- 
countering the inclement season, and carrying on 
the campaigns against the enemy in the North. 
The coatings, blankets, and coarser woollens, as 
the public agents inform us, have brought good. 
prices to the owners, in consequence of the com- 
petition: between the governmental commissaries 
and the private purchasers. 


In this inquiry, it should allalong be recollected, 


that our non-importation law is already and in 
fact defeated. Whatever inconvenience it was 
intended. the enemy should feel and endure, by 
our refusal to receive his manufactures and mer- 


chandise, is, so far as the present importations go, 
frustrated. The deed is done. And the question 


is, not whether the foreign productions shall be 
admitted. but how, since they are already among 


us, the forfeitures and penalties to which they 


gave rise shall be disposed of, And, in this situ- 
ation of the business, I for one am willing to act 


with lenity. 

The circumstances of the petitioners are so 
pressing and peculiar, that I am totally averse to 
the Shylock severity of demanding strictly the 


pound of flesh. Remission and forgiveness seem 


to me to be preferable: and they will evince a 


magnanimity well worthy of our national char- 
acter. 
iatory spirit, which will soothe and win the hearts 


In such conduct too there will be a concil- 


of the memorialists and their friends. They 
cannot fail to love a Government which gives 
them such proofs of generosity. And thus we 
may calculate that one of the consequences of 
moderation in the case before us will bea strong, 
an undivided, and a hearty concurrence of these, 
with the other classes of our citizens, in giving 
money, supplies, and vigor, to the war we are 
waging for the vindication of our rights. 

I have thus, Mr. Chairman, stated summarily 
a few of the reasons which incline me to believe 
it will be both equitable and politic to look with 
a favorable eye upon the applicants at the bar. 
Yet, as I did not rise to enter now into a minute 
discussion, but merely to offer some general ob- 
servations for the purpose of introducing a pro- 
position—I move, without proceeding further, as 
an amendment to theresolve reported by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, to strike out the 
whole after the word Resolved, and to insert in 
lieu thereof, the following words; “as the sense 
* of this Committee, that the forfeitures and pen- 
* alties incurred by those citizens of the United 
‘ States who have given bonds for merchandise 
‘imported on their own account, and in Amer- 
‘ican vessels, from the United Kingdom of Great 
* Britain and Ireland, since the 23d day of June 
* last, ought to be remitted.” 


AT 
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Faiay, December 4, > . 

Mr. Gnorsox, from the Committee of Claims, 
presented a bill for the relief of James Anderson ; 
which was read twice, and commiitted toa Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Monday next. 

`A message fromthe Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed. the bill “ making an: 
appropriation to. defray expenses incurred, under 
an act, entitled "An act toauthorizea detachment 
from the militia of the United States,” with 
amendments; in which they desire the concur- 
rence of this House. 2 

The amendments were read, ang referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. à 

Nn MERCHANTS’ BONDS — 

: The House resolved itself again intoa Com- 
mittee of the Whole, on the report of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means on this subject. 

After considerable conversation, it was decided 
by the Committee, against the decision of the 
Chairman, (Mr. BASSETT,) that the amendment 
yesterday proposed, by Mr. MrrcutLt, was in the 
nature of a substitute to the original proposition, 
and was therefore not in order. 

The question, of course, recurred on the resolu- 
tion reported by the Committee. 

Mr. Cueves rose.—He said he never rose to 
address the House with so much embarrassment 
asat this time; I feel anxious, said he, on the 
subject now before you, for the interests of those 
who present themselves as petitioners at your, 
bar ; for the principles of free government which 
I consider involved in the question to be decided ; 
for thé fate of that party connexion with which, 
làm associated; and for the honor of Govern- 
ment, which I would preserve inviolate. I be- 
lieve, sir, that no question has ever been presented 
to.our consideration more extraordinary in its na- 
ture, and more important in its consequences. It 
has none of those marked characteristics which 
have heretofore distinguished legislation. It is at 
once legislation, and avoiding legislation; at once 
declining to express the opinion of the Legisla- 
ture, and, in effect, delegating legislative power 
to decide on a question involving property to the 
amount of not less than forty millions—as I un- 
derstand, said he, it will be contended by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. It is not an ordi- 
nary act of legislation; it is an experiment new, 
and before unheard of. It isan experiment on free 
government, on the forbearance and attachment of 
a large class of the people. It isa question of 
legislation, and yet it is only a reference to the 
Secretary of the Treasury. The gentleman from 
Kentucky says, with, his usual fairness. and can- 
dor, it is to allow the Secretary-of the Treasury to 
exercise functions on this important case, which, 
he admits, were invested in him for minor pur- 
poses. Butis this power to be exercised by the 
Secretary according to hisown judgment? No, 
sir; the gentleman tells you without disguise.he 
has secured his opinion ; he knows the course he 
will pursue, aud is, therefore, in favor of a refer- 
ence of the subject to him. It is, then, an act of 
legislation we are called on to perform, and yet, 


must. 


"power to remit. 


it. does not present to the country the grounds on 
which weact. Isitnota new and extraordinary. 
proposition, to delegate to an individual a great. 
portion of legislative power—to put into his hands 
the fate of a great; portion of. the capital of our. 
merchants? Has such an act of legislation ever 
before characterized a free Government? I trem- 
ble for the consequences. which ‘will follow its 
adoption. It will shake the ‘party. with which T 
am connected from-either extreme of. the conti- 
nent to its centre, It will alienate a part of them. 
It will show that a policy exists adverse to their 
interests, which: first made its appearance in ex- 
clusive double duties; now, in an exaction of a 
part of the proceeds of honorable enterprise, and, 


'| I fear, will be followed by other acts of a similar 


kind.. Sir, I repeat, I tremble for the conse- 
quences. Gentlemen must pardon me when I 
say we.are prone.to acts which * make the angels 
weep.” How, otherwise, can. we account for the 
course of policy which now prevails? Is it pos- 


sible sir, that I, who represent persons deeply in- 


terested in the commerce of this country, can 
consent to unite in a decision of this nature? I 
wish to expostulate with gentlemen—to throw 
myself into their confidence—to induce them to 
believe Iam in earnest. Iam, sir. If I hope for 
honor or reputation in public life, I must acquire 
it with those who compose the majority in this 
House. Rise with them.I may, fall with them.I 
Lam. privileged, then, to expostulate with 
them, and to say that this is one of the most ex- 
traordinary acts ever presented to a legislative 
body for its sanction. . 

What is the.state of the law.in relation to the 
subject before us? It is alleged that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury has full power over the sub- 
ject, and that the Legislature has not; and, there- 
fore, it ought to be referred to his consideration. 
It is admitted that our powers extend to one moi- 
ety of the penalty, but it is suggested as doubtful 
whether they extend to the other. But, sir, I 
have no doubt on the subject. I have examined 
it, and from the little knowledge I possess of .the 
rules of construction, I say there is a. power in 
the Legislature to remit the whole. -I submit to 
those learned in the law if this be not the, true 
construction. It is distinguished from. those 
eases in which it is said the King has not the 
It is to be recovered for the 
United States in the name of their officers, and 
itis only in the event of absolute recovery that 
the property becomes subject to the provisions of 
theact. What doubt can there be on the subject ? 
If, then, we possess the power to remit, as I be- 
lieve we do, why shall we. transfer it? But, if 
the power be not complete, what excuse can be 
found for delegating the portion of it which we 
do possess? . If it be an act of justice to remit 
these penalties, why put in the power of any in- 
dividual, however high his standing, to pursue a 
different course? Itis our duty not to commit 
the rights of our constituents to any individual. 
I admit the character of the officer to whom it is 
proposed to delegate this power to be as high and 
unexceptionable as that of any officer in the 
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Government; bat, admitting this, I say it isa 
prostration of the rights of our constituents to 
submit them to his arbitration. [saw one of the 
petitioners when the report was first stated to 
‘him. His exclamation was not, “Am I to be sub- 
jected to these penalties 2? but, “Am I to suppli- 
cate any individual in the community for my 
just rights?’ These feelings did him honor, sir. 
They are such as the citizen should feel. But 
they are all prostrate, all forgotten, in the propo- 
sition before you. : 

But it is said there are a variety of cases, and 
it is impossible the Legislature should decide on 
them correctly ; and they must, therefore, be re- 
ferred to this gentleman, (the Secretary of the 
Treasury,) who has the means and capacity to 
decide on them. I deny that he has. It isa sub- 
ject on which an aet of grace ought to be passed 
by the Legislature. No human tribunal could do 
justice by minute and particular discrimination 
to all concerned. How is the Secretary of the 
Treasury more capable than this House? There 
are hundreds of cases. Is he to make a separate 
decision on each—to determine on the fraudulent 
and other cases, and their relative merit? Is he, 
in making such decisions, to receive evidence ex 
pare or asa court of justice? Incumbered as 

e is by the other functions of his office, he must 

at last do what you must do, if he attempt to dis- 
eriminate, adopt general principles of discrimi- 
nation. And will you declare yourselves less 
capable than him thus to decide? A discrimina- 
tion, such as is contemplated by the report, can- 
not be carried into effect but by the most humili- 
ating compromise of justice on the part of the 
Government—of right on the part of the citizen. 
It must bea matter of conjecture. It cannot bea 
decision founded on investigation and the dictates 
of reason. You gain nothing, therefore, by the 
proposed reference. But, it is still said, as the 
cases of these petitioners present several classes, 
it is impossible for the Legislature to discriminate. 
Isay it is quite possible, sir, to discriminate as far 
as it is important to do so. It is possible to leave 
all the cases to the decision of a judicial tribunal 
of the country, and for the Legislature to do what 
the Legislature of a free people ought to do—to 
grant your suffering citizens an act of grace. It 
is in your power to take such a course as shall 
distinguish between cases of your own citizens 
and your enemies, and this will be done by the 
resolution which I shall propose, if I have an op- 
portunity of submitting it, which is as follows: 

** Resolved, On viewing all the facts which have been 
presented, and considering them in connexion with 
the proper policy of a just, free, enlightened, and con- 
sequently lenient Government, under the circumstances 
of this country at this crisis, that, in all fair cases of 
bona fide American property, the penalties and for- 
feitures incurred by the late importers of British man- 
ufactures be unconditionally remitted.” 

Do you wish, sir, that the citizens who fairly 
hold their property should be muleted for acci- 
dental violation of your law? No man desires 
it. In the resolution which I propose to offer 
bona fide American property will be exempted' 

3 


and enemies’ property, shipped as such, will be 
liable to forfeiture 
land and the policy of the Government, and this 


according to the law of the 


is surely the course which ought to be pursued. 


The difficulties, then, which have been made 


to cover this question disappear; the advantages 


with which the course recommended by the com- 
mittee has been clothed, appear not to exist; and 
the real question before us is, whether we will 
sacrifice so much of the property of our fellow- 
citizens.as is involved in this decision, or whether 
we will, by an act of grace and liberality, dis- 
charge them from their bonds. 

In the examination of this question gentlemen 
have assailed the testimony connected with this 
report. They have said it is the testimony of 
interested persons; that all intergsted persons are 
casuists, in their own cases; a d that the wit- 
nesses have been soin the present case. The 
moral honor or integrity of the witnesses has not 
been impeached. ‘The gentleman from. Ken- 
tucky, withhis characteristic liberality, has spared 
them such imputations, and, though it was not 
more than justice to them, I thank him for it. 
But isnot this testimony such asis alwaysreceived 
by a Legislative body ? The gentleman, with an 
air of triumph, alluded to the testimony taken be- 
fore the House of Commons in relation to the 
Orders in Council. Was that testimony taken 
on oath 2° I believe not, sir; it was, too, the tes- 
timony of persons, as the gentleman himself says, 
who saw ruin staring them in the face, praying 
relief, This is not, I hope, the case of the peti- 
tioners. The Legislature ifit take anything from 
them, it is proposed shall only take their extra 
profits? They therefore speak less under the in- 
fluence of interest than persons interested gene- 
rally do. No Legislative examination has here- 
tofore presented itself to you so fully entitled to 
belief. You have not merely the declarations of 
the petitioners, but also the testimony of persons 
not interested, on oath and not on oath. Every 
material fact is confirmed by the testimony on 
oath of disinterested persons. You have seen on 
your tables statements on oath of disinterested 
persons, confirming in every particular the state- 
ment of the committee from New York; others 
have been read to you by your Clerk. You have 
seen from Baltimore and from Boston statements 
of disinterested persons, affidavits and letters 
which carry on their face the evidence of indu- 
bitable truth, all confirming the statements of the 
committees. I ask you, sir, what legislative tes- 
timony can be stronger than this? I ask, if. the 
mere absence of the furm of cross-examination is 
a sufficient ground for rejecting this testimony ? 
Task you, whether that testimony which would 
consign a man to the gallows, deprive him of life, 
liberty, property, and character, in a judicial deci- 
sion, shall not here be received in evidence ? No 
member of the committee, who looked at the gen- 


tlemen when they were testifying, could have 


doubted the general correctness of the testimony. 
The persevering and ingenious examination ofa 
member of that committee put them to the test. 
If they had been incorrect in their statements, 
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the incorrectness must have been detected. But, 
gentlemen say, there is some inconsistency in 
their statements: Sir, no instance has ever come 
within my observation, where a number of per- 
sons were examined, but some diversity appeared 
in their statements, It is not given to human 
nature to be perfect.’ Létgéntlemen examine the 
testimony and they will find no material variance. 
They may find, or suppose they find, in some un- 
important particular, a difference in the statements 
of one and'a half per cent.; they may find some 
enumeration of particulars which are not prop- 
erly applicable to the cases before us, which is 
erroneous. Buttake the whole massoftestimony 
togéther, and I pledge myself it is substantially 
“without contradiction. Let those who doubt on 
` this subject examine for ‘themselves, and I have 
no doubt of their entire satisfaction at the result. 

I say then, sir, that the mass of the testimony 
proves that the great bulk of these goods belonged 
to bona fide American citizens, and were ordered 
or purchased long before the revocation of the 
Orders in Council’; that they were also either paid 
for before that time, or with money deposited in 
England before the revocation, and were shipped 
in pursuance of orders to ship when it should 
be legalto do so, or were shipped by persons on 
the spot, who bad rio reason to doubt the legality 

. of such shipments. ` It has been proved, also, that 
the average sales were not morethan 75 per cent. 
in advance of the prime cost. Let the members 
of this House examine the facts. I pledge my- 
self for the substantial accuracy of that statement, 
that the average advance on these importations 
has not exceeded 75 per cent. It will be found 
that the charges and duty frequently amount 
to from 60 to 65 per cent.; and. excluding 
some charges which are not invariably incurred, 
are from 50 to 55 per cent. giving a profit, 
excluding charges not invariably incurred, of 
from 20 to 25 per cent. ; and leaving a profit, over 
peace times, of from 5 to 10 percent. Gentlemen 
may find particular instances of greater profit, 
but they are counterpoised by salesat cost charges, 
and the result I do aver to be as I have stated. 
And if this be the case, I contend that so many of 
the petitioners as are American citizens and bona 
Jide proprietors of the goods are men entitled to 
the humane interposition of the Legislature, and 
that it will be worthy of this House to interpose 
in their behalf, 

Y will not further discuss the question of proof, 
except merely to advert to oneor two particulars 
respecting which some observations fell from the 
gentleman from Kentucky yesterday. He said it 
was impossible for gentlemen unacquainted with 
mercantile concerns to detect the errors or cas- 
uistry of gentlemen who were; but, that if he 
could discover one error, it was fair to infer there 
were others. If, sir, one material error in these 
statements could be discovered, it would be suffi- 
cient indeed to excite the suspicions of the House, 
but not to condemn the statements which have 
been made, because all general statements must 
contain some inaccuracies. The gentleman’s 
rule therefore will not hold. But if on the face 


of the testimony, ia which the gentleman thinks 
he discovers errors, there is a refutation of his sup- 
posed discoveries; what shall we say? or if it 
will be found that the gentleman is as much 
wrong in one statement as he supposes they are 
in another, will not the one error counterpoise the 
other, and cancel the objection derived from it, 
even if proved? [think it will. 


The committee state the average of the lowest: 


duties at 334, the highest duties at 50 per cent. 
Now, sir, I state that the several classes of per- 
manent peace duties ad valorem, are 123, 15, and 
20 percent. A duty imposed as a war duty, by 
an-act of last session, do@bles these, and makes 


them therefore 25, 30, and 40 per cent. Add to^ 


these the Mediterranean duty of 24 per cent., and 
they stand at 274, 324, and 423 per cent. 

In ealeulating these duties, according to the 
usage of the custom-house, the gentléman says, 
those at twelve-and-a-half give a result of thirty- 
two, those of fifteen give a result of thirty-eight, 
and those of twenty give a result of forty-nine 
and-a-half on the prime cost of the goods import- 
ed. Iacknowledge that the gentleman is correct 
in all these statements. He says the statements 
of the merchants are inaccurate, inasmuch as 
they say that the lowest duty is thirty-three and 
a third per cent. What difference, then, does he 
think it proves? A difference of one and orie- 
third per cent. If there be ah error of this small 
amount, can ‘it be so material as to discredit the 
whole mass of testimony received? Admit that 
all the testimony discovers no greater inaccuracy, 
would,not the mind of every man in the House 
be satisfied of the justice of the relief they claim ? 
If there be no greater difference in the testimony 
from the fact than that supposed by the gentle- 
man between thirty-three and one-third and thir- 
ty-two, then is the testimony substantially aceu- 
rate. But the gentleman is mistaken. If he will 
look at the report again, he will find it stated that 
the average of the lowest duties, as calculated by 
the custom-house, is thirty-three and one-third 
percent. What, sir, is meant by the average of 
the lowest duties? It is not an average of one, 
but the average of the low duties, as distinguish- 
ed from the highest duty. It is not, therefore, 
the lowest duty that is spoken of, but theaverage 
of twelve-and-a-half and (ifteen per cent. duties. 
The average is therefore higher tban the lowest 
duty. And my honorable friend, with his excel- 
lent understanding, the acuteness he has acquired 
at the bar, and the wisdom with which his expe- 
rience in the Senate has graced the whole, is en- 
tirely mistaken. My honorable friend is wrong 
in his first proposition. Is it not, then, fair to 
presume he is in others; and to excuse the peti- 
tioners for slight variations, when even he has 
fallen into error? The object of the committee 
of merchants was to state, that there were two 
great classes of duties; that the highest.duty was 
fifty, and the average of the lowest duties thirty- 
threé and one-third per cent. It is admitted that 
they have erred in an unimportant specification 
of articles. It is not true, for instance, that iron- 
mongery pays a duty of fifty percent. Itis true, 
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as the gentleman has stated, that it pays thirty- 
seven or thirty-eight. - But it is true that there is 
a class of duties at fifty per cent., and that the 
lowest duties do average thirty-three and one- 
third. The result of the average of equal quan- 
tities is greater, but the result of the average o 
actual importations will place it precisely. on the 
footing which the committee have stated. Take, 
for instance, a particular year. Ispeak, like my 
honorable friend, from the documents of the 
Treasury. In the year 1807, there were import- 
ed goods to the amount of $36,260,000, liable to 
a duty of twelve-and-a-half per cent; in the same 
year, $9,480,000, paying a duty of fifteen per 
cent. The average of equal quantities at these 
duties, as now increased, is thirty-five; but, in 
the year stated, about four-fifths were imported, 
paying a peace duty of twelve-and-a-half, and 
one-fifth paying a like duty of fifteen per cent., 
which gives an average result, as the duties now 
stand, of thirty-three and one-third per cent. as 
stated by the committee. If gentlemen will mi- 
nutely examine the facts, they must be satisfied, 
as Iam, that every material part of the statement 
of the merchants is practically correct. The only 
error which the gentleman from Kentucky has 
proved, namely, that certain articles, enumerated 
by the committee from New York, do not bear a 
duty, as calculated at the custom-house, of fifty 
per cent, on the prime cost, has no real or practi- 
cal effect on the question before you, to a material 
extent, because the goods imported consist almost 
altogether of different articles. There was no 
interest, and therefore could have been no inten- 
tion to deceive ; there was practically no decep- 
tion, because the erroneous statement did not 
affect the question. 

In relation to the extra profits, which are made 
to form so important a part of this discussion, the 
gentleman says that, according to a rule of law, 
the largest sum should be taken in exclusion of 
the average of the sums given; that the extraor- 
dinary profits are admitted to be from five to ten 
per cent; and that, according to the rule alluded 
to, ten per cent. is to be assumed as the extra 
profit. Now, sir, E cannot recollect any rule oi 
law by which the gentleman is authorized to as- 
sume the largest sum instead of the average re- 
sult; the last I take to be the rule of law and the 
rule of reason, likewise applicable to the ques- 
tion; the extra profit would then be seven and a 
half per cent; this will be the extent of the claim 
of the Government, if it insist on this partnership 
in the profits. But, while the highest sum stated 
by the merchants is assumed instead of the aver- 
age result, it is denied that even this reaches the 
truth; and it is alleged that these extra profits 
are much greater. But is this anything but vague 
suggestion? If I were to enter into a minute 
examination of the evidence on which we are 
acting, I could prove that all the statements of 
the merchants give this result, and confirm each 
other. For example, they have stated their prof- 
its to have been from ten to fifteen per cent., and 
their profits on the late importations to be from 
fifteen to twenty per cent., giving a result of from 


five to ten per cent. 


f|on importation, 


as their extra profit. But 
you aré told that the merchants have derived an 
extraordinary profit from the depression of bills 
of exchange on England. They tell you that 
this is never brought into a calculation of profits 
and that, in a given number of 
years, it really yields no profit; that there are 


instances of exchange being as high as ten per 
cent, above par,and that then 
made to the usual advance. 

on exchange, if a profit has been enjoyed, has re- 
sulted from a distinct operation, and ought not to 


no additions were 
But, sir, the profit 


be amalgamated with the profits. of importations, 
no otherwise than accidentally connected with 
the aet of depositing money in England through 
the means of a profitable process of exchange. 
But the gentleman says, they get this profit, in. 
fact, and could not bave realized it but through 
these importations, and therefore it must „be 
brought into calculation. Without admitting 
the correctness of this conclusion, let us see what 
this advantage amounts to. Now the proposition 
is; that we should take the extra profits, But, it 
appears that exchange had been as low, under or- 
dinary circumstances, as ten per cent., and as the 
claim is only to the extra profits, in other words 
the profits not enjoyed in common times, our in- 
quiry must be, how much do the late profits of 
exchange exceed ten per cent.? The evidence 
before the House shows that exchange has varied 
during the period of restrietion from five to 
twenty-two and a half per cent. discount, and 
givesan average of thirteen and three-fourths ; 
and, in corroboration of this result, a very sensi- 
ble and candid letter, among the printed docu- 
ments, states this advantage to be about fourteen 
per cent. The advantage, then, beyond that of 
ordinary times, is but three and three-fourths or 
four per cent.; and combine this with the extra- 
ordinary advance obtained upon the sales of the 
goods imported, and, together, they make but ele- 
ven per cent. And is it this for which the Gov- 
ernment is contending ? 

Iam now enabled to quit this fatiguing detail, 
and come to examine the subject in a general 
point of view. 

It is said to be a violation of the restrictive sys- 
tem. My honorable friend from Kentucky says, 
this is one of the strongest arms this country has; 
that this assertion is proved by the examinations 
had before the House of Commons; and that 
this measure ought not to be relaxed or abandon- 
ed, which would be done, he says, by a remission. 
How is the value of this system proved? By 
distress said to have been, and which no doubt 
was, experienced by the manufacturers in Eng- 
land. But, although partieular manufacturers 
ascribe their sufferings to our measures, yet it 
ought not to be concluded that the general dis- 
tress results from this cause. It is disproved by 
circumstances. Some years ago, when we im- 
ported more largely than we would do now, if no 
restriction existed, we took one-fourth of the gross 
exports of British manufactures, and we exported 
again, to markets supplied by themselves, one- 
third of that fourth, leaving but one-sixth for our 
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people; a loss infinitely more to be deprecated 


than the loss of trade or money. Who, sir, are 
the-distressed in England, who are said to have 
Bécome such from this measure? Some manu- 
facturers, an inconsiderable portion of the peo- 


ple. Who in this country ? All persons engaged 


in or connected with commerce, a portion com- 
It has 


paratively infinitely more numerous, 
broken the spirit of the country—it has rendered 


those most warmly attached to the Government 


almost disaffected. There is one-third of the 
„people of this country interested in commerce, or 
closely and intimately connected with it, whoare 
totally opposed to this ‘policy. If we alienate 
from the Government of England, in her manu- 
facturers, one-twentieth of the people of that 
country, we, at the same time, alienate from our 
own Government one-third: of our own people. 


‘It is a policy, if it were generally correct, pecu- 


‘liarly inapplicable to our people and Government. 
The question under it is, who can suffer most? 


‘and here, thank God, they have the advantage of 


us. They are accustomed to suffering, we are 
not; that Government. has ‘the power to inflict 


more from its natural vigor; we have neither the 


power nor the disposition, I hope, to try our 
strength in this way. There is no doubt, if we 
confine our views to the effects of this measure 


on England alone, that we will be convinced of 


its power and efficacy ; there is nothing of which 
so partial a view would not give a favorable im- 
pression. But if there are advantages in the non- 
importation system, on the one hand, there are 
on the other greater disadvantages. It puts out 
one eye of your enemy, it is true, but it puts out 
both your own.. It exhausts the purse, it ex- 
hausts the spirit, and paralyzes the sword of the 
mation. But how did iny honorable friends treat 
this system at the last session of Congress? Did 
they not themselvesagree to let in fifteen millions 
of value of British manufactures, to obtain five 
millions of revenue? Where, then, sir, was the 
policy of your restrictive system, when these 
same gentlemen would have suspended it to gain 
so much revenue? "Gentlemen, then, themselves 
gave up the system, and yet they now talk of the 
sacred character of this policy. .1t was given up 
on the first day of the session. It was given up 
yesterday. It is given up whenever you refuse 
to prohibit exportations, It is idle to talk of free 
exportation and a prohibition of importation. 
How else are your returns to be effected? The 
whole annual produce of the mines of Mexico 
and Peru, the whole specie circulation of Great 
Britain, would not furnish returns for the export- 


Let me not be'misunderstood. 
I do: not deny that we are: immensely valuable 
cüstomers, and that our restrictive system has 
eaüsed lier considerable distress, but I deny that 
it has caused that overwlielining distress, if such: 
distress exists, which thé'gentlemam has intima- 
ted. If it does exist, it proceeds from other causes. 
I contend that we suffer from this measure a 
greater degree of-distress ‘than they do. Our suf- 
fering is greater, and more sensibly felt in the loss 
of revenue -and.in the loss of the affections of our 


ations of this country for’ a single. year of pros- 
perity ; and yet you talk of unrestricted exporta- 
tions and a prohibition of importations." Yes, 
sir, adhering to the latter policy, you have already . 
twice or thrice, in this session, said there shall 
be no more exportation law ; and you were right, 
because it was. a system of self-torture; it pro- 
duces, indeed, an infliction of pain upon your 
enemy, which, comparatively, can scarcely be 
called considerable, while it throws yourselves 
upon the rack of excruciating torment. - But, l 
ask again, how ean the policy of the restrictive 
system be spoken of in such terms of approbation 
and admiration, when gentlemen were not only 
willing to give it up, but have actually given it 
up more than once? Iam astonished at this in- - 
cessant-cry of the policy of the restrictive system, 
and an inviolate adherence to it when it has been 
relaxed every year since its institution. It must 
be a most extraordinary system. Gentlemen 
treat it as some nations do theiridols, Sometimes 
they worship, and sometimes they flog them: So 
it is with my honorable friends, who alternately 
'venerate aud despoil this great system of policy. 
They were willing to abandon it to raise a given 
revenue, and now that the revenue has been ob- 
tained by an unintentional infraction of it, they say 
it is too.sacred to be touched with impunity. I 
never hear the word “restriction” named in the 
Hall of Congress without being alarmed. It. is 
greatly. to be lamented, for. the sake of the coun- 
try, that- this subject is so frequently agitated. 
Now the farmer is threatened, then the merchant. 
The country had not yet recovered from the 
‘alarm which was caused by the resolution of the 
honorable gentleman from New Hampshire, (Mr. 
Harper,) to prohibit the exportation of the great 
productions of the soil—a resolution which, like 
the comet that lately visited our region, affright- 
ed and dismayed the wondering people, but which, 
like it, had passed away, we hoped, not again to 
appear in our time—when the resolutions of x 
honorable friend from Virginia, (Mr. NEWTON, 
numbers one, two, three—I forget how many— 
followed in rapid succession, and, like the-tail. of 
that great meteor, hung over us, giving signs of 
dire and ominous portent. - These, to your farm- 
ers, are as pernicious as the plagues of Egypt. 
To your cities, the proposition on your table is 
more terrible than the pestilence with which they 
were, not long since, smitten by the judgment of 
God, inflicted in his wrath, but by his justice; 
which made the dwelling where health, and joy, 
and gladness, and general prosperity, had blessed 
the inhabitants, a charnel-house, and sent forth 
* the frequent corpse” through the deserted streets, 
accompanied by no diving creature, save the pa- 
tient drudging animal which bore it, and the lone 
sexton, who committed the dust of the body to 
the repose of the tomb. Yes, sir, even this was 
a more tolerable calamity to your cities than 
would be that plague upon your table. 

What ought to be the policy of a Government 
like ours, at a crisis like the present, when we 
should have but one heart and one hand? Surely 
this is not the way to unite us. When, sir, you 
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wish me, coming from the seacoast, to salute my 
fellow-citizen from the West as a brother, do 
‘not present him to me in the character of one 


exacting from me harsh and unmerited penalties. | 


In spite of my perfect conviction of the benevo- 
lence and justice of my honorable friend from 
Kentucky, I must consider them as harsh and 
unmerited penalties, though even by him in- 
flicted. l i 

1t is said, however, in support of the proposi- 
tion on your table, that it is not unjust that the 
merchants, having gained this extraordinary profit, 
without the sanction of law, should be compelled 
to refund it. I haveshown you, sir, in the course 
of this examination, what that profit was; that, 
from a fair and liberal construction of the testi- 
mony, it was but seven and a half per cent, and 
that to this might be added three and three-quar- 
ters per cent. for the extraordinary gain upon bills 
of exchange. Now, sir, the policy which this 
Government has pursued has been so variable, 
and, at the same time, so destructive of the pres- 
ent operations of commerce, as doubly to distress 
the mercantile part of the community—it has of 
course distressed these petitioners ; it has tied up 
their hands for three years past, while they have 
been obliged to keep up expensive establishments, 
not yet quite deserted by the hope of better 
times, in expectation of some change; and this 
profit of eleven per cent., which fortune, and not 
your wisdom or kindness, has thrown into their 
hands, you are called upon to take from them. 
But have they really profited ? Will they be 
gainers ot losers, in the course of their trade, in 
the event of your permitting them to retain it? 
They will be losers greatly if you relinguish the 
whole. And, sir, shall we take from them that 
pittance which not your good will but fortune 
has given them ; that which their spirit of ad- 
venture has given them, and in obtaining which 
they were not cherished or supported by you? 

But, it is said, that though Government should 
take this, the consumer pays it, and it will come 
from the pockets of the country. My honorable 
friend from Kentucky stated a fact, I believe from 
a document of the Treasury, of which I have no 
doubt, that two-thirds of the people of this coun- 
try are clothed in homespun. 
those two-thirds to be found? On the margin of 
the seashore or in the cities? No, sir, the other 
third, who consume foreign manufactures, live in 
cities, on the margin of the seashore, and pay the 
whole. They pay the double duties and the 
extra profit, and not those out of whose pocket 
the gentleman would have you believe it comes. 
The consumer prays you not to inflict these pen- 
alties. Those who have paid it entreat you not 
to take this profit from the merchants; they say, 
let them keep it; they deserve it. And will the 
Government under such circumstances object ? 

But. sir, does not justice require the remission 
of these bonds? These merchants have done 
what your policy failed todo, They have given 
you three great advantages; they have given 
you twenty millions of capital, which will prob- 
ably be loaned to the Government, if applied for 


And where are. 


in a proper way; they have given you five mil- 


| lions of revenue, which is already secured to the 


Government; and they have given you clothing 
for your-army in spite of yourselves. Shall they 
then, after having incurred great risks in doing 
all these things which are so advantageous to the 
country, have fines inflicted on them. for the good 
they havedone? The proposition is unreasonable. 
Would gentlemen wish that the Treasury should 
not have been filled; that the capital of the coun- 
try should not have been brought home? That 
the Army should not have been clothed? Surely 
not. And under what circumstances were these 
importations made? Under the sanction of Gov- 
ernment; under its advice, as far as it was possi- 
ble to obtain it. You are told by the Minister of 
your country, our resident in England, that he 
did advise the merchants to make these ship- 
ments. Now, beseech you, sir, put yourself in 
the situation in which these persons were placed. 
Residing in a strange land, who would you ask 
to construe the laws of your country ? The con- 
fidential agent, the worthy representative of that 
country, the man who has done honor to himself 
and to it by his conduct—he advised them to im- 
port—and why? Because he believed that in so 
doing he was co-operating with the great policy 
ofthecountry. He advised the shipment. What 
is requisite to be known to establish the inno- 
cence of this transaction? That the merchants 
shipped under the impression that the law of non- 
importation would be repealed. Such was the 
impression of the agent of the Government. 
Was the merchant, whose information is neces- 
sarily circumscribed, and whose daily drudging 
fills up the measure of his time, to set himelf up 
in opposition to the confidential and well in- 
formed Minister of the Government? The im- 
portant fact that the merchants shipped under 
the impression of the legality of such shipments 
is further proved to you. The language of the 
letter of Mr. Monroe to Mr. Russell made the 
continuance of the non-importation act entirely 
dependent on the duration of the Orders in Coun- 
cil, and states that it will be immediately sus- 
pended on the revocation or necessary modifica- 
tion of the Orders in Council. But that is not 
all, sir. Who are the memorialists? Persons 
who reside in this country, who gave orders not 
to have the goods shipped till it should be legal 
todo so. But their agents in England have been 
mistaken. ‘Those who supplicate you for a re- 
mission of these forfeitures never contemplated 
a violation of law. They are entirely free from 
every kind of imputation of intention to violate 
either the letter or the spirit of the non-importa- 
tion act. Those who are to suffer did not di- 
rect, and could not control, the act for which they 
are to suffer. 

But it is said there are several classes of peti- 
tioners, and that, though some may be innocent, 
all are not equally free from imputation; that 
some of them shipped after the declaration of war 
was known. Well, sir, if we take the testimony 
of Mr. Russell, they are equally excusable with. 
others, He did also advise shipments at that time. 
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It would have been ruinous to.the proprietors 
to have retained them; it would have deprived 


‘the nation of twenty millions of capital ; it would: 


have deprived you of five millions of revenue; it 
would have deprived you of supplies of clothing 
‘for your army.- Was nòt the advice of Mr. Rus- 
sell correct? Would you not to-morrow grant 
permission to bring. home so much property so 
situated, if it would. yield equal advantages? 
You would. indeed practise a most extraordinary 
policy if you did. You would to-morrow au- 
- thorize the act ; and yet you would inflict a pen- 
alty. for an act which you could not refuse to 
Sanction. . What would have.been the case with 
this property had it been suffered to remain in 
England till the termination of the war? Do 
gentlemen expect the war to terminate to-mor- 
row? No, sir, it will continue for years, I fear, if 
it continue till the principles for which it was 
commenced be obtained. ` The most conciliatory 
propositions have been rejected ; we have nothing 
.to hope on the ground of a speedy peace. Then, 
sir, why will you make a distinction between the 
different classes of shippers? The one shipped 
believing the act not forbidden by the laws or 
policy of the Government in a fair and honor- 
able pursuit of gain; the other, under the belief 
that it was the duty and the disposition of the 
Government not to inflict on them the penalties 
of a law which certainly in its origin did not con- 
' template such a case, with a view to save their 
property from inevitable destruction, and them- 
selves from probable ruin. It is also attempted 
io discriminate by thé periods of purchase be- 
tween those purchases which were made before 
and those made after thé revocation of the Brit- 
ish orders, and the first are considered as the fa- 
vored class; but why should they be so consid- 
ered? The first; purchased at a time when the 
shipment was forbidden, and known to them to 
be forbidden, with the hope of a change—from 
change of policy or an accommodation of the 
differences between the nations; the last, under 
a belief that the laws of their country did not for- 
‘bid them to ship them immediately. They have 
.equally violated the letter of the law, and are 
equally innocent of an intentional violation of its 
spirit. But those who purchased after the revo- 
cation believed that in the purchase, as well as 
the shipment, there was no law of their country 
which denied them the fall advantage of the 
speculation in which they. were about to engage. 
If, then, you discriminate at all, it must be in 
favor of those whom gentlemen, from their ar- 
guments, seem least disposed to relieve. But 
they are all in effect on a footing; because all 
stand on a footing of perfect equity, and an at- 
tempt to diseriminate would be repugnant to that 
equity. iy : 

But it is contended, that this is a case in which 
it is right to aid the revenue of the coüntry by 
taking a portion of the profit of the merchants. 
I say, sir, if it were just, it would be impolitic, 
because you would not thereby in fact increase 
the financial means of the country. It is a dan- 
gerous experiment in finances, as well as in legis- 


x 


lation: You open- a source of revenue, indeed, 
but it is one which only drips, and -is drained in 
a moment, and you elose the great fountains of 
resource, and stop the free streams of perennial 
supply. Show to the commercial part of your 
people that they are not regarded in-a less favor- . 
able view than the rest of the nation, and they will 
supply the revenues you want by lending you 
their wealth; but, if you exact from them their 
little gains, will they assist you? No, sir, they 
will not. : L4 
What is the real advantage we are to promise 
ourselves from this new operation of finance? 
The Government, it is proposed, should get, per- 
haps, eleven per cent. on the amount of bona fide 
American property imported—say that the whole 
amount of property of this character is eighteen 
millions, as some have supposed, and it will give 
you only two millions of dollars, Take the argu- 
ments of gentlemen who endeavor to prove that 
not the half of this amount is American property, 
and these are the arguments of those who pro- 
pose this financial expedient, and it will put but 
one million into your Treasury, whilst it will 
withdraw from you the confidence of the only 
class of. people to whom you ean look for money 
to carry on the war. Can there be any equiva- 
lent in one or two millions of dollars to counter- 
balance this loss? And here let me say, while 
using this language of the Treasury, that, I trust 
in God, no man, who may be thus'consigned by 
this House to the Secretary of the Treasury, to 
await his decision and to supplicate his clemency, 


-will so far forget what he owes to his own true 
interests, and to his character as a free citizen, as 


to give any equivalent for that sum-of money 
which may be demanded as the Government's 
share of the profits! I would rather see the ob- 
jects of the war fail; I would rather see the sea- 
men of the country impressed on the ocean and 
our commerce swept from its bosom, than see the 
long arm of the Treasury indirectly thrust into 
the pocket of the citizen through the medium of 
a penal law. We might suffer all these disas-. 
ters, and. our civil liberties would yet, be safe. 
That principle of our Government would still be 
preserved, which subjects the purse of the citi- 
Zen to.no authority but. a law so plain that he 
who runs may read. How are the exigencies of 
the Government for the next year to be supplied? 
That portion of them which is provided is rather 
the result of accident than forecast. Is the defi- 
ciency to be derived from taxes? No. I will tell 
gentlemen who are opposed to them, for their 
comfort, that there will be no taxes imposed for 
the next year! It was said last session, that you 
would have time to lay them at. this session, but 
I then said it was a mistake. You now find this 
to be the fact. By your indecision then, when 
the country was convinced they were necessary, 
you have set the minds of the people against 
taxes. But were it otherwise, you have not time 
now to lay them for the next year. . 
What ought to be our course under these cir- 
cumstances? Accident having thrown five mil- 
lions of dollars into the Treasury, has supplied 
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come smugglers, you will put them out of the 
commerce of the country, and those profligate 
men who are ready to violate every law you may 
enact, and who disregard every obligation of 
morality or religion, will supersede them. The 
general policy of every free Government, as well 
as the particular policy and circumstances of our 
own, forbids the course proposed to be pursued. 
The general practice and experience of free Gov- 
ernments discountenance it. Can gentlemen 
point to anything like it in the history of free 
Governments? I know there are examples, but I 
find them in the history of tyrants and of arbi- 
trary governments. I find them in the history of 
Henry VII, and in that of his celebrated agents, 
Empson and Dudley; yet, in an arbitrary gov- 
ernment, they were given up to the indignation 
of an injured people, and history has execrated 
the acts as peculiarly abominable, even in the 
conduct of a tyrant. Let gentlemen diseriminate 
between the cases if they can. In either case 
the law has an operation which the, Legislature 
never intended; in either case, the Treasury is 
to be filled. But say, if you please, that this is a 
doubtful case; that it is not assuredly clear that 
these penalties ought to be inflicted; what ought 
to be our course? To demand or exact any- 
thing ina doubtful case? No, sir, because the 
Legislature of a free Government has no right to 
act on doubtful principles. Few men will have 
confidence enough to deny that this is, at least, a 
very doubtful question on the part of those who 
would inflict the penalties; it would be so from 
its novelty alone. Sound poliey, then, would 
recommend an act of grace. 

I will add one word more on the subject of 
commerce, rather out of place. One of the most 
distinguished Kings of England, whose reign ex- 
hibits the greatest exploits in the history of that 
nation, among which are numbered the achieve- 
ments of Cressy and Poictiers, Edward II, was 
believed by the good people of his realms to have 
discovered the art of making gold: for it was to 
them otherwise inconceivable how he supplied 
his treasury. He raised armies, equipped fleets 
gained mighty victories, conquered kingdoms, 
and spent vast sums on internal improvemenis: 
such demands, it was thought, the art of making 
gold alone could supply. The historian says, no. 
He cherished commerce. 

Mr. Rosznrs next took the floor. He observed 
that he might, with great truth, state that he felt 
equal embarrassment with the gentleman who had 
just sat down, (Mr. Cueves,) in rising on this 
question. To the considerations occasioning that 
gentleman’s embarrassment, he felt superadded 
the duty of touching points, and possibly feelings, 
that nothing but a sense of duty could induce him 
to attempt. This duty the gentleman (Mr. C.) 
had made, if possible, more imperative by apply- 
ing observations to former Congresses, as well as 
to those who may incline to adopt the report, 
which, while he should repel with regret, he 
hoped to meet with firmness. 

'The argument, Mr. R. said, had already taken 
a widerange. The resolution, though simple in 


the place, and precluded the necessity of' taxes 
for the ensuing year. Tt has furnished a basis of 
eredit, and the balance must be supplied by loans. 
We should now, by an aet of grace, conciliate 
those who have money to lend. But it is said 
we cannot conciliate them. “I do.not mean by 
conciliation, an endeavor to induce those who are 
opposed to the party in: power to abandon their 
political opposition. I mean only to conciliate 
them so far as to make them see and feel that the 
Government feels tenderly for their interests; 
that they are equally favored and protected. So 
much is recommended by our best poliey, while 
it is the just claim of political opponents, as well 
as political friends, in a free Government. The 
Treasury may be supplied by acquiring their 
confidence, without their political support and 
co-operation. I only say that we must not dis- 
gust the moneyed interest of the country. No 
Government like ours can support a war by di- 
rect impositions, or any other revenue raised 
within the year. It must rely on its credit for a 
great portion of the ways and means of carrying 
on awar. This is the theory on which it was 
proposed to act the last year. This is the theory 
on which the war was commenced. The great 
source from which you must draw is the com- 
mercial wealth of thecountry. And yet you are 
ealled upon to shut up and choke the channels 
through which alone it can flow into your hands. 
This would be, as it were, to bank in the periodi- 
cal floods of the Nile—and would to God it were 
as little practicable—and prevent them from 
spreading their. fertilizing qualities, and making 
their precious deposites on the adjacent lands. 
Commerce and agriculture may be aptly com- 
pared, said Mr. C,, to this noble river and its 
floods. The last, like commerce, would not in- 
deed exist, without the mighty stream, the sym- 
bol of agriculture, which flows silently and ma- 
jestically within its banks. But this great river, 
which, in song and story, has, in the nakedness 
of truth, exhibited more splendor than fable 
and fancy could have lent, without these attend- 
ants, would have descended to the ocean “unhon- 
ored and unsung.” Memphis and Thebes would 
not have been, and even the starry heavens, beam- 
ing only on the corporeal, would long have given 
no light, and afforded no charm to the mental 
eye. So no cause has contributed so much to 
the civilization of man and the improvement of 
every art, and every science, as commerce. With- 
out commerce we should be simple shepherds or 
barbarian hordes. I deny not, Mr. C. said, the 
virtues of the agriculturists; they are generally, 
perhaps, greater than those of any other class of 
society. But the mercantile people of this, our 
own country, are inferior to no set of people on 
earth ; they carried into effect your embargo, not- 
withstanding its occasional violations by some 
unprincipled men, with more vigor and strictness 
than all the douaniers of France, or all the navy 
of Great Britain could have done in any other 
country. Such is the character of your mer- 
chants; but if you inflict penalties on these men, 
who have refused to violate your laws and be- 
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its prineiples, is shrouded and obscured by a train 
of documents couched in:technical obsearity, and 
resting on very unsatisfactory foundations. The 
gentlemen, he observed; who had preceded him 
against the report, had not yery successfully dis- 
sipated this perplexity. It has become especially 
necessary to sink down to first principles, to apply 
the pickaxe to clear away the rubbish, and to tear 
the veil of technical mystery from this, he readily 
admitted, important question. It is an inquiry 
which I freely confess but a few days ago I was 
little conversant with. Some members of this 
committee may very possibly have entered on the 
deliberation ‘without an intimate acquaintance 
with it-also, His object was to familiarize the 
Committee of the Whole with. what the select 
committee had-in a degree become familiar with, 
rather than to attempt to place the subject in any 
new or imposing attitude.. My honorable friend 
from New York, (Mr. MrreuiLL,) yesterday told 
you, Mr. Chairman, that this was an affair of 
bonds—mortgaged—and that he would not take 
the pound of flesh, Shylock-like. I must beg 
leave to differ with the gentleman. I do not con- 
sider it an affair of bonds, nor do I want the 
pound of flesh. The case is not one of contract; 
far different is its character; it is an infringement 
of penal law. The party for whom the gentle- 
man (Mr. Cueves) invokes your compassion and 
entreats your grace, as suffering citizens, stand 
before you confessed, the voluntary violators of 
your penal laws, They come not to ask eancel- 
ment of their obligations as legitimate bondsmen, 
pleading a set-off against their conditions. Their 
true character is that of confessed violators of the 
laws, praying a remission of penalties incurred 
by infracting them, wishing to offer extenuating 
evidence. This committee, Mr. R. said, are not 
sitting here as parties to a bond ora mortgage, but 
as a high tribunal; who, if they act at all, ought 
to act with special regard for the good of the great 
community, as well as individual right and in- 
terest. They ought to weigh with solemn delib- 
eration the high and responsible nature of their 
duty. They ought to decide, unawed by fear, 
unbiassed by compassion, and uninfluenced by 
any considerations but those pertaining to immu- 
table :justice. Need I remind you, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the statute broken was the deliberate, 
the legitimate act of the Representatives of a 
free and enlightened people. It was a law not 
hastily adopted ; a law ratified and confirmed by 
the approving voice of a great majority of the 
citizens ; a law persisted in bya subsequent Legis- 
lature ; nay, almost re-enacted by them, designed 
to effect a great national benefit; to give us what 
is so much desired by the gentleman from South 
Carolina, (Mr. Cupves;) so much desired by us 
alla free, unrestricted, and prosperous com- 
merce; a thriving agriculture, and the unlimited 
exercise of our national rights. Is the execution 
of such a law to be held up to scorn. and ‘oppro- 
brium by an invidious comparison with the capri- 
cious, the wicked, the arbitrary exactions of one 
of the meanest and most odious of the tyrants 
that have oecupied the English throne? Is the 
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Tenth Congress to be ranked. with the covetous . 
and rapacious Harry VII? Or, are there any 
within these walls meriting to be likened unto 
the Empsons and the Dudleys, the execrable pan- 
ders of his avarice? The gentleman's zeal must 
have overcome his usual liberality. My esteem 
for him will.not allow me to think but that, upon 
reflection, he will be disposed to retract this un- 
warrantable imputation. A Congress of the Uni- 
ted States to be charged with compounding pen- 
alties to feed the public avarice, like the fell 
instruments Harry VII found within the purlieus 
of the bar? The idea is impossible. ; 

The non-importation aet and its supplements, 
(I repeat it, said Mr. R.,) were designed to effect 
a great public good. The penalties were provided . 
to prevent crime—not to raise revenue. The 
great end of all penal sanctions is to destroy the 
motive that would lead to the ineurment of these 
penalties, Let us beware how we whet that mo- 
tive by an indulgent interference, alike forbidden 
by the great principles of. public policy, the set- 
tled principles of law, and even equity itself, If 
in a single case the law had been broken, no one 
would have invoked your grace for the delinquent. 
Can extent of infraction heighten the claim to 
your liberality? Too much importance has been 
given to the number, wealth, and usefulness of 
the importers. I am willing, said Mr. R., to al- 
low them their full merit. I feel no hostility to 
them, more than I can fear their resentment if 
justice be done to the nation. Those who have 
appeared for the importers, admit that the export 
and import trade are notin the same hands—and, 
that the sale of imports is again divided between 
the jobbers and the retailers; so that really the 
importers form a much more inconsiderable por- 
tion of the people than the gentleman from South 
Carolina asserts they do. But, admitting they 
form one-third of our population, how does it al- 
ter the question? One-third of the people may 
have an interest in violating the laws; two-thirds 
may have an interest in their being regarded— 
whose interest in this ease ought to yield? I 
hope, said Mr. R., the committee cannot be influ- 
enced by such gumeni though impòsed with 
all the graces of elocution. The committee 
stand charged with the conservation of the pub: 
lie rights and the public interests on the one hand, 
and with the dispensation of public mercy on the 
other. To do justice is a delicate task, but hap- 
pily not a difficult one. AlI that is necessary for 
the present is, to let the law be administered ac- 
cording to its original intendment. 

Mr. R. said he had endeavored to show, that if 
we act at all, we are not called upon to decide a 
question of bonds. The bonds are involved, and 
it may be well to inquire whence they originated. 
The importers have derived a benefit from them 
which they could not have doneif the law had 
been duly executed. “All the prohibited mer- 
chandise” (says the Secretary of the "Treasury, 
in his letter to the Chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means,) “restored to claimants, has 
been so restored by order of court, without any 
other interference buta forced acquiescence on the 
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part of the executive officers.” Among the print- 
ed documents will be found a circular letter from 
the Comptroller of the Treasury, addressed to the 
several district attorneys, dated the 15th of May 
last, instructing them “to oppose every motion 
for the restoration to the claimants of prohibited 
merchandise under seizure.” Mr. R. said he re- 
curred to this paper with much gratification, as 
the soundness of the argument and perspicuity of 
the style are as creditable evidence of the tal- 
ents of a friend he very much respected and es- 
teemed, as the promptitude with which this ar- 
duous duty was discharged is honorable to his 
official character. We may well stop to inquire 
if the judges have undertaken to legislate in this 
case. The powers they sometimes exercisein the 
administration of civil jurisprudence are equiva- 
lent to legislation, and no small portion of our 
municipal code is thence derived. All thought- 
ful and observant men must have looked on this 
stretch of judicial authority with serious concern, 
but we had yet to learn that any judge could be 
found bold enough to wrest penal legislation out 
of the hands of the Constitutional authority. But 
of this we can better judge when we shall have 
read the letter. Icrave the special attention of 
the Committee to its contents: 
[Here Mr. R. read and commented on the let- 
ter, recurring to the law as illustrative of it.] 
Thus, then, (he continued) either by a mal- 
administration of the law or by a mistake of its 
meaning, in the face of positive instructions from 
the law officer of the Treasury, not more worthy 
of respect from their emanating from such author- 
ity than for the conclusive reasoning accompany- 
ing them, some of the district judges went on to 
restore the seized merchandise, thereby destroy- 
ing the penal operation of the law toa high de- 
gree, and benefiting the importers, by restoring 
to them not only their vested capital but even 
oods on British account to an immense amount. 
t put, beside this, into their hands, exorbitant 
p in addition to all. Thus originated the 
onds, and thus have they already benefited the 
importers; and yet this is not enough, the bonds, 
must too be cancelled and an act of indemnity 
passed, not more to glut the avarice of the import- 
er than to cover the judges from censure and 
amenability. So far from the intervention of the 
bonds having made the matter less serious, as my 
friend from New York (Mr. MircniLL) suppos- 
es, from the manner of theirorigination they pre- 
sent insuperable obstacles to a remission of the 
penalties. Gentlemen may say if the bonds are 
unlawfully taken they are not recoverable. With 
this, said Mr. R. I do not trouble myself; if it be 
so, we may hope there is too much integrity in 
this committee to indemnify such inequality. 
Thegentleman from SouthCarolina (Mr.CueEves) 
has dwelt with peculiar emphasis on the circum- 
stance that some of the select committee who are 
disinelined to remission were at the last session 
for suspending this law. I, said Mr. R., was one 
of those who voted for its suspension ; I have to 
plead error of judgment, for so doing, to the na- 
tion. I afterwards felt happy in having it in my 
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-power to vote against the reconsideration of the 


question to suspend. I was then led into error 
by listening to such arguments as are now offered 
in favor of a remission of the penalties since ac- 
erued under that law. Experience ought to learn 
us to estimate them better. We were then told, 
as we are still, our restrictive laws were inopera- 
tive on the enemy ; that they were destroying our 
own prosperity uselessly ; and that they were de- 
moralizing our people by the temptations they 
held out to fraud, and that an immense amount 
of American capital could only thus return home. 
The pretended revocation of the Orders in Coun- 
cil and the subsequent shipments prove all these 
assertions to have been egregious errors. I am 
confident that a remission of the penalties incur- 
red by the importers of British merchandise, as 
gentlemen: wish, would be even a greater error 
than a repeal or suspension of the act at the last 
session. Under such a state of things, the country 
would have been in a better state than it will be 
if we now remit. There would have been a full 
importation; there had then been no monopoly, 
no extortion of millions from our consuming pop- 
ulation. The gentleman from South Carolina 
has appealed more to the passions of this commit- 
tee than to their sense of duty. He proclaims the 
report novel in legislation, but he has not attempt- 
ed to prove it by fair deduction and reasonable 
argument. For the Legislature to step in and to 
wrest the administration of the laws out of the 
hands of the judicial tribunals would not be a 
novelty only, but it would be to sap all confidence 
in the stability and justice of the Government. 
All that is contemplated by the report is to secure 
the administration of the Jaws from interruption. 
If there be anything for Congress to do, it must 
be after the executive and judicial branches of the 
Government shall have executed the laws. The 
gentleman says, with great emotion, that he trem- 
bles tor the consequences, if we do not, by an act 
of more than doubtful propriety as to principle, 
and most clearly unjust in its effects, indemnify 
the voluntary violators of the jaws.. The cause 
of his fears lies in the wealth, in the number, the 
weight, of the importers. If, sir, the mercantile 
class of our citizens, if an inconsiderable section 
of that class, can drive the supreme legislative au- 
thority with fear and trembling to suspend the 
laws and vote extorted millions into their pock- 
ets, then may we all, to use the gentleman’s lan- 
guage, tremble for the fate of the nation. Hap- 
pily, however, we cannot fear for this—our Gov- 
ernment is representative. Its foundations are 
laid in the happiness and its superstructure is sup- 
ported by the affections of the people. Every 
class and every interest of the citizens can have 
redress of grievances, but none will be allowed to 
tower above the law or to coerce the legislative 
authority by threats and mandates, while sacred 
justice and the settled principles of government 
lie prostrate. The gentleman from South Caro- 
lina (Mr. Cueves) commenced his observations 
like a skilful orator, however he may have failed 
to sustain them as a sound logician. He came 
to the debate with his feelings warmed, he seized 
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the poiüt best calculated tö secure attention. Thé 


novel, the immense, the dan 
port would leave'in thé hands: 
the Treasury, has ‘been spokén of with concern 
and alarm, if not with horror. A citizen has been 
painted suing and supplicating one of your officers 
in despite of his pride,’ The person of the officer 
is artfully made to ‘pit the majesty of the law out 
of sight, when in fact all the powers given by the 
law to the: Secretary of the Treasury have the 
éharaeter.of-merey. If used at all, they must be 
used to:soften the judgment of the courts of law; 
and when used, the Legislature may, onall occa- 
sions, supervise and extend them if necessary. - 
Mr. R. said it was only left for him to .glean. 
this. field, as his friend from Kentucky (Mr. 
JouNnson) had already reaped it with the hand 
of a master. The gentleman from. South Caro- 
lina (Mr. CngvEs) has spoken..of the amount of 
property involved in this question. He stated. it 
correctly at near $40,000,000, including costs, 


gerous powers the re- 


charges, and profits. The Secretary of the Trea-. 


sury gives the prime cost of the late importations 
as returned to his office. a part of which is:on es- 
timate, to be £4,000,000 sterling, which is, to say. 
in round numbers, $18,000,000; the charges on 
which are fifty per cent, and the whole profits 
‘more. I mention this sum, said Mr. RosznrTSs, 
to present a whole view of the subject. Amount 
cannot alter the principle before us; but the 
prime cost is not half the value of the goods 
which by law have beet forfeited’ to the Govern- 
ment. Through the instrümentality of the courts, 
by means of the bonds, the forfeitures have been 
more than half given up; the only remedy for 
which, if it were proper not to mitigate, would 
be a recovery of the treble damages provided in 
the law. The cost and charges on the late im- 
portations will be found to raise the amount to 
$27,000,000; on. which, if fifty per cent. extra 
profit be assessed and given up to the violators of 
the law, we may form some estimate of the ben- 
efits derived to the enemy, and those who have 
dealt with them. 
by the Secretary of. the Treasury into five elas- 
Ses; the amount of each of which separately it 
is difficult to ascertain. It has been argued by the 
gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. Creves,) 
that the great mass are of the first and most in- 
nocent class. When I come to that part of the 
subject, I shall draw different conclusions. My 
convictions are that the three classes invested on 
American account, subsequently to the revoca- 
tion of the Orders in Council, are much the most 
considerable, and indeed that-a great amount, if 
not the greater, arrived in the United States 
really British property and on-British risk. The 
profits of the importers or the coverers of this 
British property over importations in times of 
peace, cannot be less than $9,000,000. Taking 
the statements of average sales from interested 
sources, we get this result; and many reasons 
exist to show it is even more. Give the gentle- 
man from South Carolina (Mr. Cueves) his 
statement, that the importers form one-third of 
the people, and. why should Congress vote them 


s‘of the Secretary of 


The importations are divided- 


a bonus of from nine to ten. millions: of dollars, 
extorted by monopoly from the consumer ?' Not 
surély because they have voluntarily broken the 
law and relieved the enemy. ted 

It has been pretended by those who have pre- 
ceded me, that' agriculture and commerce arë 
mutually dependent. Generally they are; but 
if, in a time of common privation, the bonus of 
an odious monopoly isaboüt to be voted to a sec- 
tion. of merchants, out of the pockets’of thé other - 
classes of society, a confliction of interests arises, 
Such an one exists to an aggravated degree in 
this case. The relief given through these im. 
portations to the enemy, must prolong.the war. 
Revenue is the sinew of war; ànd to force the 
consumer to pay first enormous profits to monop- 
olists, and then to requiré him to pay his full 
proportion of war taxes, is too great a departure 
from justice to be tolerated fora moment. The 
interests of the many must ever be regarded in - 
preference to those of the few. Here, then, we 
have many millions of forfeitures, that justice to 
the community will not allow to be wholly re- 
mitted, and in which even the gentleman from 
South Carolina admits that Congress cannot in- 
terfere except through the intervention of the - 
Secretary of the Treasury, Yet an unwarrarit- 
able distrust produces in him a fearful anxiety. 
In his trepidation he:would break in upon the 
settled administration of law—the stable princi- 
ples of government. He-would wrest suits out 
of the hands of the judicial tribunals, aad give 
them, with the exercise of the prerogative of the 
Executive, to Congress. In the classes of impor- 
tation there are circumstances attached that: 
would justify mitigation in some cases more 


than others. The mitigating and remitting pow- 


er, left where the law has placed it, can be equit- 
ably applied. ^ The officer can call for and exam- 
ine the best evidence; he can refer Eo HAE 
papers; compare dates, and defeat frauds:  Gen- 
tlemen do not pretend Congress can do this. But 
they would remit all under the great head of 
American property ; the rest, it is to be presumed, 
they: would confiscate. They have, hosever, 
given pretty strong evidence that on their plan 
they would find little British property. The 
bonds have‘ all been put into American hands, 
and from the confidence the: gentleman from 
South Carolina (Mr. Cusves) has placed in the 
allegations of the importers, we may discover. 
his impressions. I do not well comprehend how 
he is to arrange the detail-of-his law. Some tri- 
bunal must investigate the character of the mer- 
chandise, and would not the gentleman view 
with equal sensibility the same powers exercised 
somewhere that the law. at present contemplates ? 
At least there is. little difference between us as 
to the principle and administration of thelaw. 
We are all. for allowing a qualified remission— 
to obtain that the parties must be brought before 
some authority. The gentlemen from New York 
and. South Carolina are ready to remit much 
further than we think justice to the community 
will allow. Extraordinary profits can be claimed 
on no colorable ground growing out of the in- 
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fraction of a Jaw calculated to redress the inju- 
ries of the nation, the policy of. which has there- 
by been very much set aside. The law was pro- 
duced by a system of spoliation and piracy on 
our lawful commerce, and violence done to our 
national rights, which had -long been obstinately 
pursued by the British Government. Her power 
to wrong and annoy us grew out of a most pros- 
perous commerce—that commerce was bottomed 
on a most extensive and successful system of 
manufactures. When she had turned a deaf ear 
to our diplomatic appeals to her justice, it became 
necessary for us to appeal to her interests. These 
last appeals. have at length resulted in war. The 
efficacy of those first adopted, of a pacific char- 
acter, are however no way diminished. It is well 
known that the sinews of our enemy’s strength 
lie in her manufacturing ingenuity and industry, 

' and that she can be made to feel the weight of 
our just vengeance only on her counters. The 
profits derived from a partial surrender of the 
non-importation policy cannot be justly given 
up to the violators of the laws; but they ought 
to be applied to strengthen the belligerent appeals 
of this nation to British interests to procure a 
speedy and honorable peace. 

[It being late in the day, Mr. Ropers having 
acquiesced in the motion of Mr. Smiuiz to that 
effect, the Committee rose, reported progress, and 
obtained leave to sit again.] 


Sarurpay, December 5. 


Mr, McKim presented a petition of Commodore 
Joshua Barney, on behalf of himself and the 
owners, officers, and crews, of sundry private 
armed vessels of war, “praying to be considered 
as claimants to all property proven to be ene- 
my’s property, found on board of vessels sailing 
under the American flag, having on board British 
manufactured goods, coming from Great Britain 
to the United States, and under the protection of 
British licenses, which have been captured by 
them, or that they may participate as ‘informers 
in the seizure and condemnation of the said pro- 
perty under the non-importation act.”—Referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


STATE OF THE FINANCES. 


The SPgAxER laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, covering his 
annual report on the state of the finances of the 
United States, made in obedience to the act to 
establish the Treasury Department.—Referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

The report is as follows: 

In obedience to the directions of the “Act supple- 
mentary to the act entitled “An act to establish the 
Treasury Department,” the Secretary of the Treasury 
respectfully submits the following report and esti- 
mates: 

1. To the end of the year 1812. 

The actual receipts into the Treasury during the year 
ending on the 30th of September, 1812, have con- 
sisted of the following sums, viz: 

Customs, sales of lands, arrears, repayments, and all 

other branches of revenue. amounting together, as 


will appear more in detail by the. statement (E) 
to - o. 2. -. -  -810934946 90 
On account of the loan of eleven mil- 

lions of dollars authorized by the act 


of March 14, 1812 - 5,847,212 50 


Total amount of receipts - - - 16,782,159 40 
Making, together with the balance in 
‘the Treasury on the Ist of October 


1811, and amounting to- =-  - 3,947,818 36 


An aggregate of -~ - - - 20,729,977 76 


'l'he disbursements during the same year have been as 
follows, viz: 


Civil department, including miscellaneous expenses, 
and those incident to the intercourse with foreign 
nations - - P - - $1,823,069 35 

Army, militia, volun- 
teers, fortifications, 
arms, and arsenals 

Navy Department - 

Indian department - 


$7,770,300 00 
3,107,501 54 
230,975 00 


11,108,776: 54 
Interest on the public 
debt - - - 
On account of the 
principal of do. - 


2,498,013 19 


2,938,465 99 


—— 


5,436,479 18 


Amounting together, as will appear in 
detail by the statement [F] to - 
And leaving in the "Treasury, on the 
30th September, 1812, a balance of 


18,368,325 07 
2,361,652 69 


20,729,977 76 


The statement [E] exhibits in detail the payments 
made by the Treasury Department for the several 
branches of the military and naval expenditure during 
the same year, (from October 1, 1811, to September 
30, 1812,) and also during the two last months, (Octo- 
ber and November, 1812.) 

The receipts for the last quarter of the year 1812, on 
account of both revenue and loans, are estimated at 
$9,000,000; and the expenditures (including about 
$1,500,000 on account of the principal of the public 
debt, and $1,000,000 for the militia) at nearly the 
same sum. 

The sums obtained or secured on loan during this 
year, amount, so far as has been ascertained at the 
Treasury to [a] - - - - - $13,100,200 
Of which there was re- 

ceived prior to Octo- 

ber 1, 1812, as above 

stated  - - H 
Received or to be re- 

ceived prior to Janu- 

ary 1,1818 - - 
To be received in Jan- 
uary and February, 

1813 - - - 


$5,847,212 50 
6,202,987 50 


1,250,000 00 
> ————— 18,100,200 


It will also appear by the statement [F] that this 
sum was obtained on the following terms, viz : 


[a] The amount was stated in the President's Message, at the 
commencement of the session, at eleven millions ef dollars. The 
other two millions have been contracted for subsequent to its date, 


265 


Decemser, 1812. 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


State of the Finances. 


266 
| H.or R, 


For six per .cent. stock, irredeemable-until January 1, 
1825, and afterwards: redeemable. at the pleasure of 
the United States. < =., -. $7,415,200 

On temporary loans:at the raté of six per 

,„ Cent. a year, and reimbürsable as fol- 

. lows, viz: ^ * Dey 

In1813 - /- - 

181b. r6 cee 
HNIC UA E ey 


wet 


$1,350,000 
750,000 
50,000 


HU Und —— — 2,150,000 
For Treasury notes bearing an annual in- i 
terest of five'ahd two-fifths per cent, and E 
‘reimbursable óne year after date -~ - 3,535,000 
` 13,100,200 


E 


” From the present demand, it appears probable that 
the residue of the Treasury notes, authorized by the 
act of 30th June last, and amounting to $1,465,000, 
will be disposed of prior to the Ist of March next. 

;. It may be proper also to state that notwithstanding 

‘the addition thus made to the public debt, and al- 
though a considerable portion has been remitted from 
‘England, and brought to market in America, the pub- 
lic stocks, which had at first experienced a slight de- 
pression, have been for the last three months, and con- 
tinue to be, at par. 

: f Year 1813... 
` The net revenue arising from duties on merchan- 
dise and tonnage, which accrued during the year 1810, 
. amounted to $12,513,490. 
‘ "The net revenue arising from the same sources 
which accrued during the year 1811, amounted, as will 
appear by the statements, (À and B,) to $7,902,560. 
' The same revenue for the year 1812 is estimated at 
$12,500,000, of which sum about. $5,500,000 arise 
from duties on the late importations from Great Britain. 
The custom-house bonds outstanding on the first 
day of January, 1813, and falling due in that year, 
are estimated, after deducting bad debts, at $11,250,- 
000; and itis believed that the probable amount of 
receipts from that source into the Treasury during the 
year 1813, may be safely estimated at $11,500,000. 
The sale of public lands north of the river Ohio, 
during the year ending on the 30th September, 1811, 
and after deducting the lands which have reverted to 

-the United States have amounted, as appears by the 
statement (C) to 390,000 acres; and the payments 
by the purchasers to $790,000. The Indian wars, 
may affect the sales, and perhaps to a certain extent 
the amount of payments. It is, however, believed, 
that that branch of revenue may, together with some 
othér small items, be estimated for the ensuing year at 
$500,000; making the whole amount of probable re- 
ceipts into the Treasury for the year 1813, exclusively 
of loans—$12,000,000. 

. The expenditures of that year are estimated as fol- 
lows, viz: 
1. Expenses of a civil nature, both for- 


eign and domestic  - - - - $1,500,000 


2. Public debt, viz: Interest, including 
that on new loans of the years 1812 
and 1813 - - - - - - 

Reimbursement of six per cent., and de- 
ferred stocks, and of temporary loans and 
"Treasury notes, falling due in 1813, and 
estimated amount of purchases of stock 


3,300,000 


5,200,000 


8,500,000 


- .9: Military Establishment :- . Oe Ae 

The estimates of the Secretary-of War àre, with . 
respect to the Army, predicated on the employment of 
the- whole force authorized by law, and'amounting to 
thirty-six thousand seven hundred men of every descrip- 
tion, Adding to this the-expense incident to the ser- 
vice of volunteers and Militia; and also.the increase of 
pay of the Army, the appropriation for arming the 
militia, and $400,000 of the unexpended balance for 
fortifications, the whole contemplated expense may be 
estimated as follows: 

Army—Pay, subsistence, bounties, clothing, and 
hospitals - 4 ete - « 9,850,000 


Ordnance and armories -. .. - - 1,850,000 
Quartermaster's Department and contin- _ 
gencies n0 7 c e, - 2,500,000 
Fortifications - | - - =  . = 900,000 
‘Arming the militia - - - | = 9200,00 
Volunteers and militia in actual service ^ -` 2,000,000 
Indian Department - -"- . 200,00 
Jm 17,000,00 


4. Naval Establishment : f NE 
, The estimates of the Secretary of the Navy aro pre- 
dicated on the employment of the following force, viz: 


Commissioned and warrant officers — - . - 871 

Petty officers, seamen and boys, viz: For 9. ; 
` frigates and 9 smaller vessels .- .-  - 3,620 

For 200 gunboats and other vessels — - — - 7,000 


Marines, including officers uc - ~ 1,869 


13,360 
And the expense is estimated as follows, viz: 
Pay, provisions, and medi- 
cine : - E - 3,290,000 
Ordnance - - - - 100,000 
Repairs, contingencies, and 
navy yards, adding the an- 
nual appropriation of $200,- 
000 for timber - - - 1,125,000 
Marine corps - - = 410,00 . 
4,925,000 


Amounting altogether to, - - - $31,925,000 
The receipts. on account of the revenue 


having been estimated at - - — - 12,000,000 


Leaves à balance to be provided for by i ] 
loans - - - - - - .19,925,000 


Of this sum more than one million is already con- 
tracted for, and there remains on hand a balance of 
about a million and a half in the Treasury notes not yet 
disposed of. An authority to issue new notes for about 
two millions and a half more, being the amount reim- 
bursable in 1813, will still keep the whole amount is- 
sucd at five millions, and reduce the amount of the loan 
to about fifteen millions of dollars. 

In order to facilitate the loan, and perhaps toimprove 
its terms, it may however be eligible to leave some dis- 
cretion in the Executive as to the respective amounts 
of stock and notes to be issued; which may be advan- 
tageously varied according to circumstances, without 
increasing the aggregate of both. 

The preceding estimates do not embrace the ex- 
pense incident to the proposed increase of the navy, 
nor any other expenditure not yet authorized by law. 
In order to meet any new expenses which may thus 
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be authorized by Congress, 
gary to increase the loan to'a correspondent amount. 
The sums received, or to be received on loan during 
the calendar year 1812, have been stated 
ae tt $12,950,200 
The payments on account of the principal 
of the debt during the same year, thou gh 
not-yet precisely ascertained, may be esti- 
mated (so far as ascertained on the Ist of . : 
December, at the Treasury) at — - - 2,850,200 


Making the actual increase of debt during 
s that year - - - - . - 10,600,000 


———L 
OO 


It appears, according to the preceding estimate, that 
the whole sum to be borrowed during the year 1813, 
will amount to about twenty millions of dollars; and 
that the payments on account of the principal of the pub- 
lic debt will exceed five millions; making the actual 
increase of debt during that year $15,000,000. 

Of the revenue which will accrue during the year 
1813, and on which the receipts of tho year 1814 will 
principally depend, it is not practicable at this moment 
to form a correct estimate. So far as may be inferred 
from the experience of the short period which has 
alapsed since the declaration of war, it is not probable 
that the revenue derived from customs will exceed the 
amount of $5,600,000, at which it had been estimated 
in a former communication. The duties accrued, or 
which will accrue, during the last six months of this 

ear, after deducting drawbacks and expenses of col- 
ection, are estimated at less than $9,000,000 ; which, 
deducting about $5,500,000 on account of duties on the 
late importations from Great Britain, and one million 
for the duties on importations from Calcutta and China, 
would not leave more than $2,500,000 for the ordinary 
revenue on those branches of commerce which are per- 
mitted by law, and from which the United States will 
not be nearly excluded by the law. 

All which is respectfully submitted. 

ALBERT GALLATIN. 

Tueasury DEPARTMENT, Dec. 1, 1812. 


MERCHANTS BONDS. 
The House having again resolved itself into a 
Committee of the Whole, on the report of the 
Committee of Ways and Means on the petitions 
of the merchants for a remission of their bonds, 
Mr. Ronerrs said he rose to ask a further hear- 
ing from the indulgence of the Committee, under 
an undiminished embarrassment. Were he to 
allow his inclination to guide him, he should 
most certainly leave his argument unfinished. 
The asperity of controversy was at no time grate- 
ful to his feeling, and it is the more irksome, 
as it must be applied to antagonists to whom his 
respect would hardly allow him to use the full 
latitude of the freedom of reply. Considerations 
of indispensable duty only held him to his feet. 
Among the papers, said Mr. R., accompanying 
the report, is a letter from the Secretary of the 
"Treasury to the Chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means. "This letter was received in 
consequence of a request of thecommittee through 
their chairman, that the Secretary would com- 
municate the facts within his knowledge relative 
to the late importations of British goods, The 
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it. will therefore be neces- | 


in reply to my 
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committee confined their call on the Secretary 
to facts, by excluding a partof the original motion, 
requesting a disclosure of such other views as he 


might think proper to give. "Phe worthy Chair- 
man, said Mr. R., has been pleased to express 
great sensibility as to the question of suffering the 
Secretary to exercise his mitigating and remit- 
ting powers in this case. ‘He has insinuated too, 
friend from Kentucky, that the 
majority of the select committee, having discov- 
ered the sentiments of the Secretary, were dis- 
posed to obtain in the way the report might be 
made to operate what they would not asa Legis- 
lative body proposeto do, For myself I can state, 
that I know nothing of the Secretary's opinions 
but what may be drawn from bis correspondence. 
In the letter Iam about to read; the Secretary 
was called upon for facts, and while he met their 
wishes in a disclosure of facts, it was not easy to 
avoid saying what in his mind merited strong 
belief, Facts arestubborn things, and will wear 
none other than their own features--but matters 


of belief may be made to submit to coloring. I 


call theattention of the Committee, said Mr. R., to 
those parts of the letter which show the Secretary’s 
feelings towards the petitioners, in order that 
they may judge whether the repugnance of that 
importer to appear before him, which the worthy 
Chairman has so impressively noticed, can have 
any justification. The payment of my bond, 
said that gentleman, I care not for; but that I 
must submit to pray, to supplicate to any person— 
it is this which wounds my soul. One would 
suppose the laws had erected a dire tribunal, 
where the judge was not only inexorable, but that 
he was predetermined to disincline to mercy, the 
fairest attribute of power. Letit be remembered, 
said Mr. R., the report goes not to change the 
course of the administration of the law, it goes 
not to lessen the mercy-dispensing power, it goes 
not blindly to reward guilt where the object ought 
to be the protection of innocence, it goes to sup- 
port the stable operation of your “ penal sane- 
tions,” to temper justice with mercy. [Here Mr. 
R. read a paragraph from the Secretary’s first 
letter.] “It is believed that by far the greatest 
* part of the shipments were made in conformity 
‘ with previous orders from merchants in America 
‘to their correspondents in England, by which 
© these had been instructed to makesuch shipments 
‘whenever a revocation of the former British 
* Orders in Council should take place, it having 
* been presumed by the American merchants that 
‘such a revocation would, by virtue of the act of 
* Congress of the 2d of March, 1811, produce a dis- 
* continuance of the prohibition to import British 
* merchandise into the United States.” Could, 
said Mr. R., a stronger evidence be given that if 
the mind of the Secretary has any bias it is en- 
tirely in favor of the importers? He believes 
that far the greater part of ihe importations have 


been made in conformity with previous orders. 
Unless strong facts should oppose themselves, he 
is bound, by this belief, to act—he stands officially 
committed. 
their claim to mitigation. Mr. R. then turned 


On this faet too, stands very much 
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to the three last paragraphs of the letter. In the 
first of these it is said, that though in some cases 
sales may have been made not only to cover 
prime cost, but eharges and duties, and even the 
whole amount of the bonds; yet the supposition 
that sales have been so made generally, is, he says, 


believed to be greatly exaggerated. Here then, 


is another instance where the mitigating power, 


as then advised, believes what the petitioners say 


is fact, and if it be fact, is greatly important to 


their wishes. The letter, said Mr. R., goes on 
to state it as an indisputable faet, that the impor- 


tations are so far short of former annual importa- 
tions and of the annual demand, and that in the 


sales more than usual profits have been realized. 
The difference is a tax levied on the community 
by those who have imported contrary to law, and 
is solely due to the operation of the non-impor- 
tation act. 

The Secretary states further, that of the for- 
feitures accrued, one-half is by law vested in the 
custom-house officers and informers, and the other 
half in the United States. The power to remit 
the share of the United States and of all other 
persons, in whole or in part, and on such terms as 
may be deemed reasonable and just, is by law 
vested in the Secretary of the Treasury. These 
sir, said Mr. R., are facts arising oug of the ope- 
ration of the law, which I had believed there could 
be no doubt of in the mind of any one. The worthy 
Chairman has suggested doubts of them, not as 
wholly applicable to himself, but as resting some- 
where. He has not, however, given these doubts 
much weight by argument ; he has rested them 
on little more than mere suggestion. The Sec- 
retary speaks without reservation as to his power 
over the case, on the broadest basis of equity. I 
do not claim a tame acquiescence in his opinion 
without further inquiry. But, said Mr. R., I call 
the attention of the Committee to this point. the 
more expecially as my honored friend from New 
York has been pleased 10 say that he understood 
both the President and Secretary as doubting the 
powers of the latter. Cousidering the magnitude 
and unforeseen nature of the case, says the Secre- 
tary, it was thought proper not to exercise that 
authority until Congress had taken the subject 
into consideration, and prescribed, if they thought 
proper, the course to be pursued. This course 
then has not been adopted by the Executive from 
any doubt of authority, legitimate and ample, 
over the subject, nor from any fear in the head 
of the Treasury to incur the awful responsibility 
the duty would impose. Of my powers I have 
no doubt, says he, and that if Congress do not act 
Iam ready for my duty, must be inevitably infer- 
red. Thesubject,in my opinion, has been brought 
before us by the President from a respect for the 
high conservative character of the supreme legis- 
lative authority ; from a respect for the opinions 
of the immediate Representatives of the people, 
for which, on all occasions, he has been distin- 
guished as regardful ; and let me add too, I be- 
lieve,to a deference for public opinion, and a ten- 
derness for the feelings of that class of citizens, 
whose private interests are immediately involved, 
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T touch not,said Mr. R., the point, whether Con- 
gress can interfere, except through the interven- 
tion of the Secretary’s mitigating and remitting 
power, as to that half of the forfeitures which goes 
by law to officers and informers; my friend from 
Kentucky has touched that point, and it will be 
further elucidated by my friends who are to 
follow. ; j 
_ fam willing to admit, in argument, that our ju- 
risdietion over the principle is absolute, and that 
the case in the hands of Congress is as elay in the 
hands of the potter; and yet, I contend, to remit 
that portion of the forfeitures which belongs to 
the United States, would not only be outraging 
what justice to the community at large requires, 
but.in my mind, the act would incur the guilt of 
deep iniquity. I will now, said Mr. R., call the 
attention of the Committee to another letter of 
the Secretary of the Treasury to the Chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, in an- 
swer to a request of the Committee, for such 
further and other views as he might think proper; 
but I beg you to mark, sir, with this condition 
annexed, at the suggestion of the worthy Chair- 
man, whether, in his opinion, the importations had 
not been actually and materially advantageous to 
the Government. Thus requiringa judicial officer. 
to disclose his impressions on a subject he might 
have to adjudicate, and one which I am sure he 
ought. In this truly delicate situation, how does 
the Secretary act? You have all the important 
facts, gentlemen. I cannot present the object in 
any new or other views. Here Mr. R. read the 
letter. We discover no disposition here, said Mr. 
R., to put the the advantages out of sight; they 
are admitted in their fullest extent. But, then, 
mark, after admitting the advantages, the Secre- 
tary stood as the administrator of the laws, he 
was not the advocate of the importers, but the 
servant of the people; his opinion being given as 
to advantages, to let them go before the world, 
without the other side of the picture exposed, 
might have served the importers at the expense 
of public justice, so far as public opinion might 
have been thereby affected. [t was necessary to 
put in array the disadvantages. And what are 
they? These advantages have been forced upon 
you, contrary to the legislative will, as expressed 
at the last session. The policy of your laws has 
been set at naught. Your penal sanctions have 
been broken (as the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina would say) “in spite of you.” If the gen- 
tleman has got anything by his interrogatory, let 
him take it. Let me, Mr. Chairman, said Mr. R., 
call your attention to the case of the Calcutta 
vessels, incidentally introduced by the Secretary, 
as illustrative of the condition of cargoes from the 
British Isles. In the act of the 5th of July, Con- 
gress gave a practica! construction to what is 
called the non-importation act. The merchandise 
was admitted on condition of being warehoused, 
and remaining subject to the future disposition of 
the Government. In the face of positive instruc- 
tions from the Comptroller to the District Attor- 
neys, to resist a restoration of the seized merchan- 
dise on bond, accompanied with, I may say, with- 
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out hyperbole, a most lucid and conclusive expo- 
sition of the law; in the face of the construction 
of that authority of which this committee form a 
respectable member, have some of your district 
judges departed, and that too under the occur- 
rence of a case in which an appeal from the de- 
éision of an inferior court—nay, the most inferior, 
held by a single judge, was impracticable. Thus, 
have the violators of your penal laws, of peculiar 
sacredness, been more than half indemnified by the 
act of a few district judges—for, be it remem- 
bered, that a few only are concerned. If there 
were no other reason against a remission, it is 
sufficient to make it utterly unadvisable that that 
remission would go to set at naught, in some 
measure, the responsibility of the judges, who have 
so strangely, I will not say criminally, acted. 
They now stand liable to punishment. Now, sir, 
said Mr. R., to the last point in the Secretary’s 
letter. ‘Upon the whole,” says he, “I continue 
‘in the opinion submitted, with great deference 
* to the committee, that the one half of the for- 
t feiture which would otherwise fall to the share 
‘of the collectors, ought to be remitted, but that 
‘with respect to the one half belonging to the 
‘United States, justice to the community requires 
* that, when remitted, at least an equivalent may 
‘be secured to the publie for the extra profit be- 
s yond thaton common importations which arises 
‘ from the continuance of the non-importation act.” 
And, so say I, said Mr. R. Here then we have 
the Secretary's opinion on the vital question with- 
in the purview of this authority under the law. 
One half, ought to be remitted—the decision is 
made. Itis irrevocable. Were it on file in the 
Treasury Office—nay, were it executed—it could 
not be more binding, if the law be left to operate. 
One half, all you ask, gentlemen, is uncondition- 
ally granted. What of the rest? When remit- 
ted, that at least an equivalent may be secured 
for publie use for the extra profits. Will the 
worthy Chairman tell my friend from Kentucky 
we have penetrated the views of the Secretary, 
and that we are seeking by covert means and a 
negative report to authorize him to agree to a hu- 
miliating compromise? No, sir, I am sure on 
better consideration his correctness would not ad- 
mitit. The Secretary has given his opinion not to 
the majority of the committee in secret, but to the 
whole committee sitting in public; to this House 
in Committee of the Whole; to the nation, and 
to the world. In that opinion the extra profits are 
forfeited to public use, and that it would be in- 
justice to the community to givethem up. What 
these profits are, the Secretary could not know; 
and he has wisely forborne to estimate—that must 
be the result of laborious investigation and patient 
inquiry. As a judicial officer, the Secretary has 
forborne to estimate the amount till it shall become 
his duty. It has now, sir, become my duty, said 
Mr. R., and I fear not to perform it. I submit 
my estimate of the extra profits, under the fullest 
persuasion that it is below the real amount; but 
Iam willing to take it, be it more or less. It is 
not, it is true, the result of calculation from indis- 
putable data; but it is drawn from circumstantial 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


Merchants’ -Bonds. 


272 


DECEMBER, 1812. 


evidence of the case, that produces in my mind 
undoubting belief. This evidence I am prepared, 
said Mr. R., to detail to the Committee. Before 
the United States’ share of the forfeitures is re- 
mitted, I demand an equivalent to the extra prof- 
its for the publie Treasury. This equivalent I 
estimate at half the bonds, or $9,000,000; and, this 
sum paid, I consider the importers as retaining a 
per centage above their highest profits in time 
of peace, and of full importations. You cannot 
but have observed, sir, said Mr. R., that I have 
already often trodden painful ground in the course 
of my observations ; and that which, on rising, 
presented the most discouraging embarrassments, 
remains to be trodden, and we have come to the 
point of entrance. This subject came up in the 
Executive Message; it has since been brought 
before you by the parties implieated, in the char- 
acter of petitioners—a sacred character—before 
the Representatives of a free and magnanimous 
people. The right of petition is an imprescriptible 
right in thecitizen. The vestals at Rome, or the 
heralds who passed between contending nations, 
were less inviolate. Duty only could impel me 
onward—-that duty has been made of superior ob- 
ligation by the gentleman from South Carolina. 
He has told you the evidence on your table car- 
ries on its face the features of indubitable truth ; 
that it proves that the bulk of the importations 
are American, and were bought early or before 
the British orders were revoked ; and thatthe im- 
porters are perfectly innocent—as white as snow. 
I deny it: I have, sir, already laid myself under 
obligation to try thisissue. My friend from Ken- 
tucky has once passed in review the evidence, 
but he has forborne to scrutinize it as closely as 
it has now become necessary to do; no doubt 
from feelings of that liberality to the petitioners 
he is ever regardful of, which I regret, it has be- 
come my duty not to imitate. "The petitioners 
stand before you as confessed delinquents in the 
eyes of the law; ready, however, to plead their 
title to a remission of penalty. The law has 
been broken, all are agreed; and what is neces- 
sary to be proved to merit indemnity? "The 
petitioners allege they shipped to get property 
home, which it had been their misfortune, with- 
out fault, to have had locked up by the operation 
of the non-importation act coming unexpectedly 
upon them; that they shipped, believing it would 
be lawful; and that their profit will not allow 
them to pay the bonds without severe distress or 
absolute ruin. I undertake to prove, said Mr. R. 
from the testimony before the committee, directly 
contrary facts. First, as to the time of invest- 
ment. [Mr. R. here referred to the classification 
in the first letter of the Secretary of the Trea- 
sury.] The Secretary, said he, having reference 
to time and manner, had five classes, to wit: 
Goods bought on American accountand at Ameri- 
can risk, before the 2d of February, 1811, when 
the non-importation act took effect. 2d. Goods 
purchased and placed on American risk, between 
that time and the 23d of last June. 3d. Goods 
purchased thereafter and shipped at American 
risk. 4th. Goods consigned to American houses, 
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or others as agents, under vague or obsolete orders; | of courtesy in the Secretary; it neither-gave ahy 
to be delivered over conditióndlly; Sth. Goods | construction of the law, or any opinion calculated 
really British. -~ Spe A a to mislead the merchants. ‘This letter was writ- 
-The petitioners ask generally for the remission | ten on the 13th of November. The Secretáry!s 
of: penaltieson'all;' The-worthy gentlemen from | annual report for that year was read and pub- 
New York and South Carolina have given up the | lished on the 12th December following. In that. 
goods really British; the-elasses are thereby re-| report, which Mr. R. referred to. thecase of ves- 
‘duced to four:: Ishall divide them into two, to | sels abroad is made a subject of particular no- 
wit: Those bought and at American risk, before | tice. . The merchants were then apprized.as early 
the 2d of February, 1811; and those. placed so| as the middle of December, 1810, that a liberal 
afterwards. ^ I tan see, said Mr. R., no just cause | extension of time for getting home their orders 
of discrimination between those bought before | was a subject of deliberation before Congress as 
` or-after the 23d of last June. The depression in'| a part of the Treasury Report. The act of March: 
exchange and price puts them ona par, and I am | 2d, 1811, went to admit the entry of all vessels 
„urë the great bulk were obtained after the 23d of | which should have left England before February 
June; judging from the allegations-of the peti-| 2d, of that year; and, by a liberal construction of 
tioners themselves. [Mr. R. here referred to the | that law, unavoidable detentions after clearance, 
printed report, pages 22, 23, 24, 26, 27, and 28, to | such as that which arose from the'pártieular con- 
show in what manner business has been trans- | formation of the harbor of Liverpool, where ves- 
acted, and that it thence resulted that there could | sels are often detained many days, received fur- 
have been very few actual investments on the| ther indulgence. A vessel was admitted to entry 
2d of February.] We find, said Mr. R., that the} which had left England even as late as the 2d of 
execution of orders sent in the Fall of 1810, was} March, the day on which the last supplementary 
countermanded on the appearance of the procla-| act on the subject of non-importation passed: 
mation; that it has been usual under the late} This, then, said Mr. R., I think another reason 
restrictions to give orders to be executed on the| why we may safely conclude the portion of goods 
' contingency of a revocation of the British edicts ;| actually invested before the 2d February, 1811, 
that it is usual for importers to place funds in| and not brought away, were very small. My 
England in anticipation of their orders for the| friend from Kentucky has told you. he found on 
urchase of goods; that persons have gone to] inquiry that from twelve to fifteen million dol- - 
ngland with large funds and have speculated on | lars, worth of merchandise was imported in a 
the.low prices of the last Spring; that orders are | short time. before the non-importation act took 
usually given by the Ist of January, but are sub-| effect. This could arise from nothing but the 
sequently revised. All then is admitted by those | desire in the importers to get their orders all 
who have appeared for the importers, and it goes | home. But there are other proofs that a very 
conclusively to prove that few goods remained | small amount of goods only could have remained 
in England on American risk on the 2d of Feb-| in England at American risk on the 2d of Feb- 
ruary, 1811. But the committee of the Boston | ruary, 1812. Mr. Russell supposed they would 
importers state, that large quantities of goods | form a very small portion of the importations; 
prepared for shipment before the 2d February, j he believes the greatest portion was purchased 
1811, and which arrived at the shipping ports too | after the revocation, There was then, he adds, 
late to be shipped before that day, were, in the| great activity in investments. This testimony: 
ensuing Spring and Summer, shipped to the| of Mr. Russell is itself almost conclusive, but: 
British ports in New Brunswick, Nova Scotia, | there are still other proofs. Let me call your 
and Canada; and the greater part of these goods | attention, said.Mr. R., to the examination of the 
have been brought into the United States since | manufacturers from thirty manufacturing. dis- 
the war. In confirmation of this, I learn that in | tricts, already alluded to by my friend from Ken- 
Vermont alone duties have been bonded for to| tucky. Among the cloth and cotton ‘manufac- 
the amount of $100,000; and in Passamaquoddy | turers, the potteries, the hardware men, the 
goods to an immense amount have been entered | complaint is universal that their stock of wares 
since that time. The importers state that in con- | on hand had absorbed their capital, their hands 
sequence of a letter from the Secretary of the | were unemployed, and their conditional orders 
Treasury, giving them information that all goods | from America, if the Orders in Council were re- . 
arriving in the United States after the 21st Feb- | voked, would relieve them: instantly. Could this. 
ruary, 1811, would be liable to forfeiture, they | state of things have existed if the investments by 
countermanded their orders, and did not enjoy | our merchants had been made, or any considera- 
the advantages which were granted by the act! ble part of them, before the 2d February, 1812? 
of March, 1811. [have inquired at the Treasury | Would the British Government have let five- 
for this letter, and find it was written on the 13th eighths.of the vessels depart after our declaration 
November, 1811, in answer to the inquiries of a | of war was known, and an embargo had been 
single merchant, and contains only a. reference | laid in consequence of it, to let home. American 
to the terms of the 11th section of the act of | capital, if'she had not her equivalent benefit, and 
March 1, 1809. From this letter nothing can be | even more? No; itisimpossible. Idid not note 
inferred in favor of the claim of the importers. | down the evidence as it was received, said Mr. 
The law was positive and plain, and he that ran R10 any amount, not being qualified from habit 
might read; it was a mere private letter—an act.[ to.do it with facility, and it was the good fortune 
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of the committee to have a chairman whose quali- 
fications were superior. It was difficult, how- 
ever, to catch everything. Ifind in the printed. 
evidence from Baltimore, that the importations 
are stated not to have exceeded the orders, but to 
have been less. In my notes of this evidence it 
is stated, that many goods were paid for since 
their arrival. [Here Mr. R. referred to his notes.] 
` The agents in England, encouraged by the pros- 
pects of a market, had shipped largely. This I 
am certain was said, though doubtless some of 
the gentlemen said what is in the printed evi- 
dence. That there were large shipments arising 
from the prospect of a market, and that there 
was a desire in England to find one, must have 
been natural. 
: Mr Russell expressly states the revocation of 
the Orders in Council, as it is called, was not 
due to a regard for justice in the British Council, 
or to an amicable temper towards America, but 
to obtain relief for their manufacturers. This 
fact, taken with that of five-eighths of the mer- 
chandise sailing after war was known to exist, 
with British licenses, as it is stated by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury in his letter, is positive 
proof that almost all the property shipped was 
either English or of American investment, after 
23d of last June. 

I think, sir, said Mr. R., that I have made out 
an evidence strong enough, that very little of the 
late importations were American on the 2q of 
February, 1811, and indeed not even of prior date 
to the 23d of last June, and much of them not 
till the arrival of the goods in America. The 
consequence is, the investments, lading, and ship- 
ping of the goods, were made at a time when the 
lading and shipments were unlawful, and the in- 
vestinents of more than doubtful propriety ; and 
that the petitioners have utterly failed to make 
out their title to a remission of their bonds on 
this point. In calculating the charges it will be 
found, said Mr. R., that they have predicated 
them on a title to two years’ interest, with extra 
storage, and other et ceteras. We will now ex- 
amine the point of profits. In doing this, we are 
about to test the credibility of the testimony pro- 
dueed on the part of the importers, The exami- 
nation of the committee of merchants, said Mr. 
R., is prefaced with the remark that “the state- 
‘ments made by them, being men of character 
‘and respectability, were delivered with so much 
‘apparent fairness and candor as induced the 
‘ committee to give much credit to them.” Ido 
not consider myself as having agreed to these ex- 
pressions. I believe I objected tothem. I am 
sure I thought them too strong at the time they 
were submitted to the committee. Further in- 
quiry and reflection have, if possible, diminished 
my faith in them. Mr, R. said he wished it to 
be recollected that the evidence under the differ- 
ent heads of the cities where the examinants re- 
sided was partly a voluntary communication, 
and partly answers to questions proposed for the 
purpose of uncovering the equity of the case. 
The worthy Chairman had observed that this 
evidence was the result of a cross examination, 


calculated to test its truth, and he was pleased 
to give it a character of strictness and ability 
above its merits. I did, said Mr. R., as one of 
the committee, put many questions to the gen- 
tlemen attending, but under the disadvantage at 


‘the commencement of a total unacquaintance 


with the subject, at all times under the restraint 
arising from interrogating gentlemen of high re- 
spectability on points in which their interests 
opposed a direct answer, and who appeared for 
others, the circumstances of whose case was more 
exceptionable. The Committee had no authority 
to examine them, and it. pressed no question 
where any delicacy was felt to answer. The 
statements too are made by men who, out of their 
own warehouses, confessed themselves among 
the least informed on most subjects of trade of 
any persons in the cities where they resided. 
They are in many parts vague opinions, and 
given only as such—however, where accuraey 
was attainable, they will be found unfortunately 
erroneous, In this evidence, it should be remem- 
bered, the parties are interested, and while ad- 
mitting the gentlemen are men of truth, what they 
have said in justification of themselves ought to 
be taken with allowance, while all that they shall 
have disclosed unfavorable to their interests must 
have the character of high credibility. The gen- 
tlemen from New York were heard by the Com- 
mitteeat theirown request, and in thefirstsection of 
their evidence were allowed to state all they wish- 
ed, without interruption or interrogation—it is the 
fair side of the picture. They have there swelled 
up the charges to 60 per cent., they have even 
claimed more, and I will give them all; but it 
will be found, as might be expected, these calcu- 
lations are made upon the assumption that the 
bulk of the goods were on American risk before 
the 2d of February, 1811, an assumption which I 
trust has been proved to be without reality. The 
gentlemen from New York have not said what 
the average sales have been, though they admit 
if the bonds be remitted they will have a hand- 
some profit; they have made up a bill of costs, 
we must seek for the profit elsewhere. The 
hardware importers of New York have in their 
affidavit fixed the average sales at 90 per cent. 
on the invoice, and charged 65 as charges. From 
this strike out the extra charges, to wit: two years 
interest 14 per cent. and 14 per cent. of extra 
storage, &c., neither which charges can apply to 
goods purchased, as really appears to have been 
generally the case, after the 234 of June last, and 
a clear profit of 50 per cent. on the invoice price, 
or on cost and charges of 32 per cent. after de- 
ducting the war duties, or 214 clear profit on the 
whole capital employed, without the advantage 
arising from exchange—which we will presently 
consider. We find the gentleman from Boston, 
on being asked for the amount of extra profits, in 
his printed evidence says, it has been from five to 
ten per cent. Subsequently he appeared before 
the Committee voluntarily, to communicate the 
merchants? affidavits on your table from Boston. 
These relate chiefly to piece good importations, 
and they make the advances from 90 to 110 per 
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cent. That delicacy that had induced a forbear- 
ance to interrogate-further on the first occasion, 
seemed now removed; and the question was sub- 
mitted as to what the ordinary profits amounted 
to; his answer was, that the ordinary advance on 
piece goods was 50 per cent, from which take 
charges and peace duties, 30 per cent., and the 
profit on the invoice would be 20 ditto, or 15 per 
cent. clear profit on. invoice and charges, including 
duties. This will be found the highest peace 
profits ; ordinarily they are from five to ten per 
cent, But take this calculation, as that from 
New York has been, most favorably to the im- 
porters, the peace profits at 15, and the present 
advance at 90, which is low,.and the profits on 
the present sales will be 40; from which take the 
average war duty, 17 per cent., and there remains 
23 per cent clear profits on the late importations, 
beside advantages in the rate of exchange. 
While this calculation from the merchants’ 
own admissions proves the profit on themselves, 
it proves most conclusively the testimony they 
have offered is of little value. My friend from 
Kentucky has stated to you that it was admitted 
by the gentleman from Baltimore, before the 
committee, that, in the technical language of 
trade in that city, goods sold at 250 to 300 for one 
hundred at the late sales. The average ordinary 
sales are about 134, which is something more 
than 40 per cent., out of which all charges have 
been paid and the importers had their profit— 
take the largest sum, to wit: two hundred and fifty 
as the average advance, which is 110 per cent. 
profit, so that the profits are 70 per cent. more than 
usual, from which take the war duty 17 per cent. 
and it leaves 53 per cent. clear profit; that is, 3 
per cent. more than half the bonds, in addition to 
the usual price exclusive of exchange. Mr. R. 
read a letter from a respectable merchant of the 
District of Columbia, confirming this admission 
of the Baltimore committee. He held in his 
handa letter from a merchant of Philadelpnia, 
stating that he knew an instance of goods bonded 
at the invoice amount, $50,000, to be sold imme- 
diately for $170,000, or 340 per cent. profit on the 
invoice price; so that the importer could pay his 
whole bond and all charges and have $20,000 
profit. I know, said Mr. R., however, the tales 
of the importers may have made it appear other- 
wise, I am stating sober facts. The merchant 
tells you he does not take into the calculation of 
his profits the rate of exchange, because if ina 
series of ten years it is equalized he is satisfied— 
in ordinary years this is no doubt a just and pro- 
per rule, but ordinary rules, said Mr. R., do not 
apply to extraordinary cases; such a case is the 
present. British goods being inhibited by law, 
the market had become exhausted and exchange 
depressed far below anything that could happen 
in the ordinary course of trade. My friend from 
Kentucky has shown you, from the reports of the 
Commissioners of the Sinking Fund, for a series 
of years, there is no material variation of the rate 
of exchange. As soon as the non-importation 
took effect, down it went to 234, and the late im- 
portations, from the merchants’ own statement, 


did not raise itto more than 14 below par, which 
make the average 18$ per eent. left. The im- 
porter tells you: he does not consider. this in his 
profit, truly, nor does he consider the seventy per 
cent net profit on all costs and charges which I 
have just mentioned as anything but a proper 
gain—let him alone and you cannot cloy him 
with per centage. I think, sir, said Mr. R. I 
bave said enough to show from the statements of 
the petitioners that they can pay half their bonds 
and retain more than usual profits. 

Mr. R. then adverted to the testimony from 
New York given voluntarily, and remarked that 
the subsequent examinations were all made by 
the report to confirm that statement generally. 
I will, sir, said he, take it sentence by sentence 
and show you that the pretence set up for remis- 
sion is neither true in fact or sustainable on prin- 
ciple; but, said he, there is one part which mer- 
its particular notice. My friend from Kentucky 
had stated clearly that there was a gross error or 
misrepresentation on the subject of duties. The 
merchants from New York say the average of 
the lowest duties as calculated at the custom 
house is 334 per cent. on prime cost. The worthy 
Chairman has attempted to make this monstrous 
statement appear not materially erroneous in the 
face of demonstrative evidence adduced by my 
friend from Kentucky tothe contrary: He showed 
you, sir, from authority not to be coutroverted, 
that the three rates of ad valorem duties, to wit, 
124, 15, and 20 per cent. were in time of peace 
the duties per ceat. on the prime cost ; add the 
war duties and we have 25, 30, and 40 per cent. 
for the dnties on prime cost as calculated at the 
custom-house ; add the Mediteranean fund, 24 per 
cent.,and we have 273, 323, 424—take the impor- 
tations for two, three, or a series of eight years, as 
my friend from Kentucky has done, and the 
average of the whole duties, not the lowest as the 
Chairman has urged, will not make 29 per cent. 
on prime cost, or more than 33$ on costs and 
charges, which last is dutied as has been observed 
by laying a duty of 6 per cent. as charges before 
shipment aud 10 on their arrivalin the United 
States. Will the worthy Chairman tell us there 
is now no material error? Give the gentlemen 
from New York their assertion, and, instead of 
334 per cent. as the amount of the whole duties 
of every kind, they would have swelled them up 
to 373 per cent. But this being a matter of cal- 
culation, liberality obliges us to suppose that 
though the worthy Chairman has failed to show 
there was no material error, for an error even he 
admitted to exist, that error might have arisen 
from mistake. My friend from Kentucky at least 
stands justified in his remark that the truth of the 
whole statement of the merchants from New 
York is thereby rendered justly suspicious. But 
they have committed errors still less to be apolo- 
gized for. Crockery, glass ware, hardware, silks, 
millinery, &c.—mark the e£ ceteras, are dutied, 
say they,at 50 per cent. The highest ad valorem 
duties.on prime cost and charges do not exceed 
494 per cent., and the articles paying this high 
duty are glass ware, black bottles and window 
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glass excepted, and carriages and parts of car- 
‘riages. This has been stated by my friend as 
only the 1-94th of the importations for three years 
past, or 3-264 part—taking a series of eight years, 
while in those periods the importations paying 
the lowest duties are for the first period 75 91 and 
for the second 213-264 parts. Itis not true, as the 
evidence states, that glass ware generally pays 
this high duty, as window glass and black bottles 
are excepted. Hardware, plated ware, millinery, 
and pottery wares, pay in peace but 15 per cent., 
and with the war duties and all other charges 
only 38 per cent. Silk pays the lowest duty, to 
wit, 32 per cent, while the merchants assert it 
pays 50 per cent. I beg you to observe, sir, said 
Mr. R. that this statement was repeatedly read 
to the New York committee at different times, 
and to each of the committees from the other 
cities, all of which are stated to acquiesce in their 
truth ; among these, it is presumable, there were 
dealers in all these wares. Either they have 
been unacquainted with facts arising immediately 
out of their daily business, or they must have 
formed a curious opinion of the tribunal before 
whom they stood. "The motive of the gentlemen 
I have nothing to do with, but if I have not 
awakened suspicions in this committee of the ut- 
ter insufficiency of their testimony, I have failed 
Jamentably in justifying my own impressions. 
One part of this committee, said Mr. R., I observe, 
feel irksome under my observations; to another 
Iam thankful for their attention. I am npt ac- 
customed to keep the floor so long—I hope I shall 
claim such indulgence seldom—this duty has 
been forced upon me, and I ask the patience of 
the committee while I perform it. The worthy 
Chairman, said Mr. R., says the shipments were 
made, believing it lawful, and that the evidence 
proves it. In that part already reviewed, | trust 
nothing has appeared to justify this assertion. 
A printed paper handed to the committee by the 
New York gentlemen, which they said was handed 
about in England after the revocation of the Or- 
ders in Couneil, will be found in the printed evi- 
dence. I will, said Mr. R. turn toit. It consists 
of the 2d section of the act of March 2d, 1811, 
and an extract of a letter from Mr. Monroe to 
Mr. Foster, dated July 26, 1811. "That in case 
Great Britain shall so revoke or modify her edicts, 
says the act, as that they shall cease to violate 
the neutral commerce of the United States, the 
President should declare the fact by proclamation, 
and that such proclamation should beevidence, and 
no other evidence should be admitted of such rev- 
ocation or modification in any suit or prosecution, 
&c. By an act of justice rendered (says Mr. Mon- 
roe) to the United States, Great Britain may set 
the non-importation act aside. Cease to violate 
our neutral rights, by revoking your orders, in 
which event alone the President has the power, 
and I am instructed to inform you, he will exer- 
cise it in terminating the operation of the law. 
The gentleman from New York (Mr. MıTonILL) 
says you put it in the power of Britain to repeal 
your law, and she did it, and added, it was con- 
ciliatory, and everybody thinks so—the President 
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has said so. It must be a bad cause. that could 
drive the aeute gentleman from New York to 
take a single word in the Message used in mere 
common acceptation, without any technical mean- 
ing or a necessity for precision of language, as a 
proof of the Presidents opinion on the revocation. 
The President has said, it is true, that “the re- 
peal of the British orders were susceptible of ex- 
planations meeting the views of this Government.” 
But to make the act of shipment take the appear- 
ance of no intention to violate the law, not only 
the proclamation of the President must be dis- 
pensed with, but also those preliminary explana- 
tions spoken of in the Message. But Mr. Monroe 
tells Mr. Foster he acts under the Presidents in- 
structions in his letter of the 26th July, 1811, in 
pursuance of the law of 2d March, 1811; the con- 
dition is, cease to violate our neutral rights by 
revoking your orders, &c. and my proclamation 
shall issue. The words of the Jaw are “ revoke” 
or ^ modify.” “cease to violate our neutral com- 
merce.” But by the law the President was to be 
the judge of the sufficiency of the revocation or 
modification. In the letter of Mr. Monroe, he 
says to England, in language of great significancy, 
what I expect from you is such a revocation of 
your orders as they shall no longer “ violate onr 
neutral rights.” "Theshippers were then informed 
by the President on what condition the proclama- 
tion would appear, and without it the act of ship- 
ment must have been obviously to all unlawful. 
My worthy friend from Kentucky has told you 
the Order in Council of the 23d last June was 
not such arevocatión. Will my friend from New 
York (Mr. MrTCBILL) say that the reservation to 
lay them on at pleasure was not a violation of 
our ‘neutral rights” vital and flagrant? 'Phecon- 
dition annexed of admitting their vessels of war 
into our waters, while what had produced their 
interdiction remained unatoned for, was an ag- 
gravation of that violation. For the President to 
have issued his proclamation under the cireum- 
stances of the revocation of 23d of June, would 
not only have been an abandonment of his own 
interpretation of the law, but a palpable dereliction 
of his duty. Can Great Britain find an advocate 
here to justify her in demanding as an equivalent 
fora bare act of justice a surrender of our just 
claims of atonement for injuries and an acknowl- 
edgment of her right to legislate for us? The 
idea 1s too monstrous—too absurd. The revoca- 
tion, if there had intervened no war, could on no 
principle have been met as the object of the non- 
importation act. This conclusion is inevitable, 
and the paper said to have been handed about in 
England, like the other testimony of the mer- 
chants, disapproves their innocence. Mr. Russell 
states that though he advised the merchants that 
they might make shipments with safety, he would 
not be understood to say, that he advised them 
that, if the law could not be repealed, that they 
would be permitted to enjoy the advantages of a 
monopoly and the consequent extraordinary prof- 
its. On no ground then can it be plead that the im- 
porters had any pretensions to a belief that the 
shipments would be deemed lawful. There, said 
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Mr. R. is another species of testimony before the 
committee, in print and MS., purporting to be affi- 
davits and letters.of merchants and dealers in 
British wares, which it may. be well to advert to. 
First, there is that of the hardware importers of 
New York. They say the average advance on 
sales at wholesale is 90 per cent., that the charges 
are 65 per cent., which I have before proved is 
from 15 to 20 per cent. too high—their gain is, 
they state, 16 per cent. exclusive of exchange, 
which. they fritter down as readily as they trump 
upcharges, Following this affidavit is the certifi- 
cate of David Dunham, not an importer but an 
auctioneer; wherein he states the sales have not 
been.more than 70 to 80 per cent. advance, and 
sometimes they sold for less than costs and charges, 
and he is willing to add his corporeal oath if ne- 
cessary to vouch the facts. Then come the retail- 
ers, and they vouch that they have bought the 
best and scarcest articles at. 75 per cent. advance, 
this too after the importers had admitted their 
advances to be 90 per cent. I would just remark 
on the letter of Mr. Heard, that I know not whe- 
ther he be interested in the importations to an 
amount above $3,000. In the close of his letter he 
states, however, that a privateer had captured a 
ship he was concerned in, and carried her into 
Rhode Island. The ship has been bonded, but 
the privateer would not give her up. The facts 
respecting this vessel are, that the appraisers did 
not value her to one-third her amount at invoice 
price. There was no way of preventing -this 
fraud availing the importers, but by the privateer 
caveating against her release on bond. Let me 
ask, said Mr. R., with Mr. Heard, are not these 
hard cases? Truly they are; but the hardship 
is all on the side of the nation. Hillen's letter 
states an insulated case, and one of the few inno- 
cent ones that can occur. As to the MSS and 
documentary testimony, on examination it will 
be found, I think, neither more consistent nor 
more true than that we have already waded 
through. I think, said Mr. R., I may say with 
some confidence, the importers have utterly failed 
to make out a single point which they assumed 
for justification. So much for the rubbish, said 
Mr. R.; we have at last gota glimpse of what we 
are in pursuit of. Admitting in their fullest 


extent the advantages stated by the Secretary of 


the Treasury arising to the nation from these im- 
portations, and even that grace so eloquently in- 
voked by the worthy Chairman, ought not to ex- 
tend further than a remission of one half the bonds. 

I wil now, said Mr. R., reply to some of the 
arguments more particularly used by my friend 
from New York, (Mr. Mrrouinpt.) After a his- 
torical review of the causes that led to the non- 
importation act, he observes, ^we come to this 
* fact—that, while British produce was inhibited, 
* we allowed ours to go where their proceeds were 
*]iable to centre in England. Those proceeds 
t were invested in British merchandise, to avoid 
‘the loss of a rapid depreciation prevailing in 
* the currency of that country, and to obtain the 
* benefit of low prices which a suspension of trade 

to this country had caused.” The fact that 


must establish or destroy this reasoning is, wheth- 
er it. was the case that American capital did cen- 
tre in England, as is assumed. After patient in- 
quiry, I must deny that it was the fact to any 
considerable extent. We have the strongest eir- 
cumstantial evidence to prove that much of the 
late importations are British property, and that 
not more than five millions out of twenty were 
invested. before the 23d of last June. The pro- 
ceeds of our exports to countries im amity with 
England must, for the most.part, have been got- 
ten home through other channels, and that, as the 
gentleman has said, the comparatively small in- 
vestments of American capital made, were in- 
duced by speculation on the low prices rather 
than due to the export trade, 

The abundance of bills of exchange latterly in 
our market, is no proof that they were brought 
here by our exporting merchants. Their depress- 
ed price would have made it obviously unprofit- 
able to take them with any view but investment 
in British goods; a fact which does not exist to 
much extent. I would remind the gentleman of 
the last winter’s report, respecting £700,000 in 
bills of exchange, conveyed to Mr. Foster from 
the post office in this city, some untoward events 
having developed the contents of the envelopes. 
I do not give this as a fact, but such an expedi- 
ent might justly be looked for, from the known 
turpitude of British morality, political and com- 
mercial. The gentleman admonishes us that we 
have afforded a “signal opportunity of showing 
our magnanimity.” I do not know if we inter- 
pret the word alike, It will not apply, surely, to 
the encouragement of wrong. I cannot but hope 
that, if we were to use it on this occasion, the 
gentleman will, on better consideration, think 
with me, it would be the extreme abuse of a car- 
dinal virtue. The gentleman warns us not to 
exasperate the importers. Heaven forbid, said 
Mr. R., that the remotest disposition to exasper- 
ate them should be felt in any bosom in this com- 
mittee. I wish fervently to conciliate them. I 
advocate a course towards them of extreme lib- 
erality. There is no enmity in the agrieulturists 
to merchants. Ihave been formed amongst the 
cultivators of the soil, I have participated in their 
pursuits, and believe I represent their feelings, 
when I say they sufficiently respect the fair and 
useful mercantile character. But no fears of the 
frowns or dislike of the mercantile interest shall 
induce me to offer the interests of the nation to 
propitiate their favor. : . 

The worthy chairman has said the violation of 
the restrictive laws is one of the great heads of 
this argument, These laws, said he, have alien- 
ated the affections of one-third of our people from 
the Government. They have put out both your 
own eyes while they have injured but one of your 
enemy's. It is, said he, self-torture. The restrict- 
ive system has been resorted to, not out of choice, 
but of necessity. It is a choice of evils only. It 
is a pacific appeal to the interests of an aggress- 
ing nation, for redress of injuries she has inflicted 
on us. Open war is a forcible one, and their dif- 
ference is only in degree, not in principle; the 
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less is included in the greater; the former be- 
comes merged in the latter. The declaration of 
war gave the non-importation principle greater 
efficacy. The gentleman has been, and still con- 
tinues to he the avowed, tlie able, and influential 
advocate for war; War, being the greater prin- 
ciple, by parity of reasoning, must be a more 
sevére prineiple of self-torture. It not only re- 
stricts trade and limits enterprise, but impover- 
ishes, distresses, nay, it sacrifices the lives of our 
citizens. By the gentleman’s rule, too, war may 
be truly said to have alienated the minds of one- 
third of our people; for those who clamor against 
restrictive appeals to our enemy’s interests clamor 
against belligerent ones equally loud. But, sir, 
said Mr. R., how is the gentleman sustained in 
his assertion that by non-importation we hurt 
but one eye of our enemy, while we put out both 
of ourown. Is the picture of the distress of our 
seaport towns which he has drawn justified ? 
Enter them, and we find the mercantile class 
basking in a splendor and opulence that few can 
contemplate without sensations of pride and pleas- 
ure; we find plenty and comfort everywhere; no 
one is beheld retiring supperless to rest. This, 
sir, said Mr. R., I am sure you will admit not to 
be an overcharged picture. Well, sir, now let us 
look on the other side of the water. [Here Mr. 
R. turned to the examination of the manufac- 
turers in England, before the committee of the 
House of Commons.] Have we, said he, thirty 
manufacturing districts, surcharged with a popu- 
lation famishing for want of oatmeal and pota- 
toes, whose squalid habiliments and hunger-worn 
countenances must melt every beholder with com- 
pen There is not a family in our country, 
however indigent, thanks be to Heaven! but what 
has yet to learn to live on oatmeal and potatoes. 
To reason in support of so obvious a principle 
as the effect of our non-importation act, would be 
waste of time. The gentleman says that, from 
an authentic document, read by my friend from 
Kentucky, itappears two-thirds of our population 


are clothed in domestic manufactures, and infers 


ftom thence the seaboard consumes the foreign 
merchandise and pays theimpost. The gentle- 
man talks of conciliating and identifying all our 


citizens ia the same great community of inter- 


ests; and, unfortunately, we find him the next 
moment drawing invidious distinctions of the 


merit and suffering of the seaboard over the inte- 
rior, that have no foundation in fact, and exciting 


jealousies for which there is no cause. Ilive, 


said Mr. R., within twenty miles of the port of 
Philadelphia. Inthat place a great proportion of 


the articles entering into every kind of domestic 
convenience: are really of American fabrication, 
while I assert, without fear of contradiction, that, 
in the country west of the mountains, generally, 
even in Kentucky, remote as she lies from mari- 
time commerce, the use of foreign fabrics pre- 
vails so as to withdraw the cireulating medium 
from that country, greatly to the prejudice of in- 
dustry and internal improvement. The enter- 
prise of the mercantile character pushes its cor- 
respondence over every obstacle; its object is to 


‘sell its wares for a good price; and it will not 
rest within the narrow limits on the seaboard, 
‘while the markets of the Ohio and its tributary 
waters invite that enterprise. 
reminded that the non-importation act eannot be 
enforced while we admit of an export trade. The 
returns must be had, it is said, in some way. 
the nation was at war with the whole circle of 
commercial States, this might be true. But while 
there remain relations of intercourse with all the 
world, Britain excepted, it would, indeed, be car- 
rying the principle of self-torture very far, if we 
were to annihilate our export commerce and our 
agricultural industry, because imports from Brit- 
ain and her dependencies are inhibited. Then 
-might the gentleman say truly, that we were put- 
ting out one eye of our enemy and both our own. 
But it is waste of time to controvert such argu- 


We have been 


If 


ments; they carry on their face a sufficient refu- 
tation. The gentleman from South Carolina 
(Mr. Cueves) says he hopes no importer will 
give the Treasury anything but money ; in ano- 
ther place he has spoken of a humiliating com- 
promise. The gentleman must have here meant 
more than he said. The inference is irresistible, 
that we are wishing covertly to getsomething for 
the Treasury besides money, and, to obtain. that 
end, are willing to submit to a humiliating com- 
promise. We have fairly argued for half the 
bonds; this is what we believe justice to the com- 
munity requires should not be remitted. But 
having due regard to the merciful operation of 
the law, for it never contemplated forfeitures 
without equitable relief, in its spirit and not in 
the letter, I declare, without hesitation, if there 
be within the exercise of the mitigating power 
any other way to fulfil what justice to the com- 
munity requires, more lenient to the importers 
than a payment of the money, that course I wish 
to prevail, notwithstanding the gentleman may 
strive to stamp it with the opprobrium of a hu- 
miliating compromise. : 

The gentleman from South Carolina tells you 
theimporters have obtained their profits in spite 
of you, and asks, Will you now take it from 
them? I cannot express the disapprobation I feel 
of this sentiment. In this House, are we not only 
to find apologists for, but eulogists of the viola- 
tors of the supreme laws of theland ? In spite of 
you, they have obtained their profits through the 
agency of British licenses, British Orders in 
Council, and British insurance against American 
captures; and your district courts, which, if they 
are not British, have, by an abuse of power, 
worse even than British prize court iniquity, seal- 
ed the wishes of. the British Cabinet by a trans- 
mutation of British imported merchandise into 
American capital. This, sir, has been done, in- 
deed, in spite of your laws—in spite of your rev- 
enue officers—ay, and the gentleman says, in 
spite of yourselves—and he rises to mock you 
with a panegyric on this brilliant achievement— 
even the Secretary of the Treasury, he says, ad- 
mits it gives you great advantages in spite of your 
own policy; he pleads your grace inasmuch as 
they have despited you. 


285 


DECEMBER, 1812. - 


sequences. For six years, said Mr. R., you have 
lain prostrate before your'eneries from the fatal 
influence of faetion; even now, when, through a 


séries of long suffering, we have arrived at the 


point of resistancé; a ċiy of peace within these 
walls has inspirited your enemy, and as if this 
Was not ebougb, we are menaced with the rear- 
ing ofa new standard. While I view these things 


with concern, I can` never compromise my duty 


in-hopés to do them away. In the same spirit 
the Seeretary of the Treasury has been distorted 
toa tiouster. The high official character with 
which he has been clothed, the purity and fidel- 
ity: with which he has discharged his duty, have 
availed him not; he is tepresented-as holding in 
his hands the fate of individuals, if this resolu- 
tion passes, on whom he is ready to fasten the 
talons of his power. The abominable metaphor 
of the long arm of the Treasury has even been 
resorted to, forgetful of all liberality, in favor of 
a misplaced compassion.. It is not the payment 
of the bond that is dreaded, we are told, but to 
sue before your officer for “grace.” Let this 
high-spirited importer pay his bond, and his feel- 
ings are spared. “Let him abide by the judgment 


of the courts of law, and he- need not seek relief 


in chancery. But why is such répugnance felt 
in appearing before an officer who has no powers, 
but to soften the rigor of the judgment of the 
courts of law,-and who, if he is not merciful 
enough, may have his'decrees' further mitigated 
by Congress, who may act with propriety when 
xedress can be had before no. other tribunal, and 
while, too, if that officer be too lenient, his decrees 
are final, however the public interests may suffer. 
To conjure up such objections against the course 
we contend for, under the circumstances they are 
offered, argues an utter misconception of the case, 
or that most unwarrantable prejudices are indulg- 
ed. The gentleman has aptly compared agricul- 


ture and commerce to that river that irrigates 


and fertilizes the plains of Egypt. The river, he 
tells us, represents the productive industry of the 
former, while the periodical floods are emblems 
of the fertilizing qualities of the latter. I take 
the gentleman’s simile, but draw a very different 
éonclusion. A too long continuance of the inun- 
dation must not only destroy vegetation, but gen- 
erate pestilence, and poison the living fountains 
of thestream. To preserve the mutual interest 
between agriculture and commerce, the desire 
^ of profit to the merchant must sometimes be re- 
strained, or it will overleap the bounds of a fair 
community of interest. At no time more than 
the present can there bea greater urgency for the 
application of the restraint. "The gentleman says, 
without commerce we should be shepherds or 
Barbarian hordes; and let me ask him, what we 
are with it? Ruthless savages, contending often 
sanguinarily for its profits with a remorseless cru- 
elty that barbarian hordes would shudder to be- 
hold. By arguing from extremes, we may prove 
too much. In this way, the palm of merit was 
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will shake your party connexion. -That he rises 
or falls with his party, and trétnbles for the con- 
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given by aw enlightened literary tribunal to-him 
who defended a savage life. A free Government, 
says the gentleman, ought to be lenient. I admit 
it; but then, in its leniency it ought ever to avoid 
Injustice. Here, said Mr. R., I am ready to close 
my arguments, and humbly hope that I may be 
allowed to adduce from thence that one-half the 
bonds ought to be paid into the Treasury, or an 
equivalent for their remission, and that it would 
be wrong to interfere legislatively, until the Ex- 
ecutive and Judicial branches: of Government 
shall have administered the law. dia: 

When Mr. R. had concluded, it being late in 
the day,the Committee rose, reported progress, and 
obtained leave to sit again. 


: Monpay, December 7, 

Another, member, to wit:.from Virginia, Ep- 
win Gray, appeared, and took his seat. 

On motion of Mr. TALLMADGE, : 

Resolved, That- the Seeretary of War be di- 
rected to lay before this House a statement ex- 
hibiting the expenditure of the annual appropria- 
tion of two hundred thousand dollars, made by 
the law, entitled “An act making provision for 
arming and equipping the whole body of the 
militia of the United States,” passed.the 23d day 
of April, 1808; with information as- to the num- 
ber of “arms and military equipments” that have 
been purchased or made, and. the manner and 
proportion in which they have been transmitted 
and distributed to the several States and TTerrito- 
ries, in , pursuance of the provisions and requisi- 
tions of the aforesaid act. 


MERCHANTS' BONDS. 

The House again went into Committee of the 
Whole on this subject. 

Mr. RicnanpsoN said: Mr. Chairman, after I 
became acquainted with the facts, on which the 
question before us arises, I did entertain a hope 
that there would be no diversity of sentiment 
among us as to the propriety of granting the 
prayer of these petitioners in the fullest extent. 
Some difference of opinion as to the mode I indeed 
anticipated, but none as to the justice of doing it. 
I thought, sir, that the distresses which our mer- 
chants have suffered, under our resirietive exper- 
iments upon foreign nations, would-entitle them 
to our particular consideration.. The measures 
of the Government have fallen with peculiar se- 
verity upon this class of our citizens. The pro- 
duce of agriculture has at times commanded a 
great, at all times a good price. The manufacturer 
has grown rich, and other classes of the commu- 
nity have enjoyed their usual prosperity. Upon 
the merchant almost exclusively has the pressure 
of the times borne. I thought, sir, this cireum- 
stance would induce gentlemen to lenda favora- 
ble ear to these petitions. z 

I also thought, sir, that this class of our citizens 
had claims from its respeetability to our par- 
ticular attention. I will venture to affirm, and I 
eall upon all the honorable gentlemen wlio rep- 
resent them in every part of this House, and 
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from, all parts of the Union, to bear witness to 
the truth of the remark, that in fair and unspotled 
character, that in honor and integrity, in activity 
and enterprise; that in all those qualities both of 
the head and the heart that can adorn and dignify 
the nature of our species, the merchants of our 
country are second to no class in the community. 
It is true, sir, they have not been silent under the 
pressure of our measures ; they have sinned both 
in thought and in word against our restrictive 
system—a sin, which in this House I fear cannot 
easily be forgiven. Bat do gentlemen wonder 
that they have complained? I put it to every 
honorable gentleman, whether, if our measures 
had fallen upon the yeomanry of our country 
with one-tenth part of the severity with which 
they have fallen upon the merchants, it would 
not have raised a storm that neither this nor any 
other Administration could have rode out in safe- 
ty? Itisasingular fact, but it is not more sin- 
gular than true, that for these five years last past, 
whenever you have planned any grand measures 
of coercion—whenever we have collected any 
vial of uncommon wrath against foreign nations, 
the contents of it have in every instance been 
oured directly upon the heads of our own luck- 
ess merchants! And is it to be thought strange 
that they should think our measures a little un- 
luckily directed ? Is it wonderful that they should 
doubt the policy ofsome of our measures? They 
have been stigmatized as a class of men incapa- 
ble of restraint, as habitual violators of our laws. 
Sir, the charge is a gross slander upon their char- 
aeter. They have not violated our laws. Dis- 
tressing as our measures have been to them, they 
have submitted witha patience truly astonishing. 
No, sir, the regular merchants have not been the 
violators of our laws. But our measures, while 
they have driven the fair and honorable merchant 
from his accustomed trade, and have dried up 
the fountains of his wealth, have raised up a set 
of men, the rank produce of troubled times, who 
were not regular merchants before, and who, 
against our laws and in spite of our laws, have 
carried on trade and have grown rich on the ruins 
of the honest merchant. These are the men who 
have violated your laws. The state of things 
which our measures have produced has been a 
school admirably adapted to teach the art of vio- 
lating our laws. If there were no other evil re- 
sulting from the restrictive system than the ten- 
dency it has had to corrupt the public morals in 
this particular, and to invite men to become the 
pupils of smuggling, that alone ought to stamp 
its memory with execration. "Trust me, sir, in 
the enforcement of your revenue laws hereafter 
you will be taught to feel the full force of this 
remark. Let me then implore gentlemen to lay 
aside their ill-founded prejudices against mer- 
chants, and not lay to their charge sins of which 
they have not been guilty. Iimplore you then to 
decide this new, this singular, this important ques- 
tion, without prejudice and without partiality. 

I do not propose to examine minutely the tes- 
timony which has been laid before us. I do not, 
sir, propose to follow gentlemen through the long 


and labored course of reasoning by which this 
resolution is attempted. to be supported. I only 
propose to consider some of the more prominent 
remarks which gentlemen have made in favor of 
it, and to state some of the reasons which induced 
me to oppose it. 

The gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Jounson) 
has remarked that this question derives all its im- 
portance from the amount of property. involved 
in the decision. Sir, I am of a very different 
opinion. "That it derives some importance from 
that consideration, I admit; but not all its impor- 
tance. Itis not unimportant that the decision of 
this House in every case, however small the 
amount of property. involved, should be correct. 
It is important that justice should be done to every 
class of citizens, however few in number or hum- 
ble in situation. But, sir, the merchants are a 
great and powerful class of our citizens ; and if 
we should do what they may deem to be injustice, 
it may, in the present crisis of our affairs, draw 
after it consequences more serious than gentle- 
men may apprehend. The question derives much 
of its importance from the respectability of the 
petitioners. 

The gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Jounson) 
says, that those who agree with the majority of 
the Committee of Ways and Means on this sub- 
ject wish to refer these petitions to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, because they agree with 
him in opinion. This, sir, is candid. I will en- 
deavor to be equally candid; and declare freely 
that the very reason why I wish not to refer them 
to him is, because I do not agree with bim in opin- 
ion. It is also asked, do we doubt the competen- 
cy of the Secretary of the Treasury? Have we 
not eonfidence in tbat high and respectable officer? 
If Iam asked the question, generally, whether I 
have confidence in the talents and integrity of that 
officer, I freely answer, yes; but if asked as to my 
confidence in his decision in this particular case, 
I as freely answer, no, I have not. I think his 
views, so far as I can understand them from his 
letters to the Chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, are very incorrect. 

Itis said, there ought to bea distinction between 
property purchased in England before the 2d of 
February, 1811, and property purchased since 
that time, and shipped to this country ; and that 
we cannot go into an inquiry that will enable us 
to make this distinction. Sir, I deny that any 
distinction ought to be made. The only distinc- 
tion we ought to make, should be between bona 
fide American, and British property. Perhaps 
this distinction cannot be made. I wish it could; 
andtrustit may be. But suppose it cannot; ought 
we, sir, to condemn American property, because 
a little English property happens to be mingled 
with it? Itissaid to be better that ten guilty 
persons should escape punishment, than that one 
innocent person should suffer. If we enforce the 
payment of these bonds, we shall punish and dis- 
tress a hundred innocent American citizens, in 
order to reach one English subjeet. 

Another reason urged why we should enforce 
the payment of a portion of these bonds is, that 
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the merchants have made unusual profits in the 
lateimportations. If they have made large profits, 
sir, I rejoice at it, I rejoice that fortune should 
have broken through the clouds that have so long 
hung over their affairs, and in one solitary in- 
stance have shone pleasantly upon them. I trust 
that Providence will bless them in the enjoyment 
of their profits; and as it has enabled them to 
rescue their property from the hands of our ene- 
mies, that it will also enable them to preserve it 
from the ‘hungry jaws of our Treasury. Forbid 
it ; the dignity of this House forbid it; the respect 
which we owe to ourselves, that we should lay 
our hands.upon it! Ihave no disposition to enter 
into this retrospective partnership with our mer- 
chants, in order to share the profits without the 
losses of trade. It would be to the Government, 
in my apprehension, a partnership equally dis- 
graceful and ruinous. 

It-is said, if we relinquish these bonds, we must 
tax the yeomanry of our country. Sir, I had 
feared that this consideration might have an in- 
fluence on this decision. But I did not expect to 
hear it openly avowed. I had supposed that if 
any honorable gentleman should be charged with 
being under the influence of this motive, he 
would repel the insinuation with indignation ; 
but I was mistaken, it seems. Perhaps the mo- 
tive is a legitimate one. Self-preservation is the 
first law of nature. The merchants have been 
accustomed to suffer. Adversity is said to be the 
tamer of the human breast. Perhaps they may 
now. submit quietly to injury,and injustice. But 
it is not quite clear that the yeomanry will sub- 
mit quietly to taxation. The experiment is yet 
1o be made, whether we can safely put our hands 
directly into the pockets of the people and take 
their money. It might conjure up a “spirit” 
among them that “would push us from our 
seats.” i 

It is also said to be due to the non-importation 
act that we should enforce the payment of these 
bonds. Indeed, sir, and is the non-importation 
act to be made the object of religious homage? 
Are we tó erect altars and offer sacrifices to it? 
Are those altars to be sprinkled with the blood of 
the merchants? Sir, gentlemen are mistakep. 
They may devote this House to the worship of 
the non-importation act, and they may here sing 
its high praises, but trust me, sir, those praises 
will not be re-echoed by the approving voice of 

. the people. There is a deep and awful murmur 
running along your seaboard, from one extremity 
of the Continent to the other, constant as the 
dashing of tlie waves of the ocean upon your 
shores. If the people must sacrifice to this idol, 
it will be, sir, not as the guardian power of their 
national rights, but asto a dark, malignantdemon, 
that mixes with our policy,to weaken and paralyze, 
and palsy and ruin, and destroy all our energies, 
to distract and divide the people, to weaken their 
confidence in their Government, and in fine, sir, 
to sink our nation from a height of prosperity 
and happiness that was the envy, to an abyss of 
misery and wretchedness, that will excite the 
compassion, of all other nations. I implore gen- 
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tlemen`no longer to look to this miserable policy, 
but to trust to the strong arin of our soldiery and 
the prowess of our Navy, for the defence of our 
rights. Udshackle commerce, and, by cherishing 
and protecting, enlist her under your banners. 
Unharness from your war car this wretched, 
worn out, limping pack-horse, the non-importa- 
tion act. Do this, sir, and my life upon it, you 
will no longer see your armies wandering, sad 
and disgusted, with the slow and solemn pace of 
a funeral procession, among the dismal wilds of 
your northern frontier, with defeat by their side, 
and the people following mournful and reluctantly 
in their rear. Do this, and the wings of your 
eagle will no longer flag, nor, 


* Quench'd in dark clouds of slumber lie 
“The terrors of his beak, the lightnings of his eye,” 


The people will fight for their rights, but de- 
pend upon it, sir, they will not fight to enforce your . 
restrictive system. But if gentlemen are still 
disposed to sing the praises of this system, for 
Heaven’s sake he them adopt a new tune. We 
‘have lately been furnished with one finely adapt- 
ted to the occasion—for the rest of this session at 
least let the tune be, “The last annual report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury!” and the vaults 
of your Treasury will be found in admirable con- 
dition to re-echo the inspiring sounds to the ears 
of your enemy. . 

It is said these importations are injurious to 
the country, except so far as they bring duties 
into the Treasury. "This position is founded on 
a train of reasoning that ought to be not.a little 
alarming to the commercial sections of the Union. 
It is bottomed on the idea that commerce is an 
injury to the country; that we can do better with- 
out it, and live, as it is called, independently! J 
am not very well versed in the forms of the 
school in which these doctrines are taught, and 
shall not attempt to go through the detail of the 
system, but shall content myself with entering a 
strong and decided protest against such doctrines 
as hostile to the best interests of this country. ` 
But, sir, the people will be much puzzled, I fancy, 
to see how, if these importations have been in 
other respects injurious, any advantage has been 
derived from their being compelled to pay five 
millions of dollars in duties upon them. This is 
a political riddle, the meaning of which is * un- 
seen, invisible, inscrutable,” to everybody out of 
this House, but to all within it is plain as the 
nose on a man's face, or a weathercock on a 
steeple. It enables us to take from the pockets 
of the people and place in the Treasury at our 
disposal five millions of dollars, without discom- 
posing a single feature in the countenance of that 
nice and delicate lady—our popularity with our 
constituents. But is it not astonishing, sir, that 
gentlemen should not see that. commerce at all 
times possesses this magic? That it is at all 
times to the Government emphatically the phil- 
osopher’s stone, converting everything into gold? 
Do not gentlemen remember that when commerce 
was permitted, unmolested, to cultivate the ocean, 
she returned to our Treasury an annual harvest, 
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and that he had not much confidence in their tes- 
timony. Sir, it will be recollected that the gen- 
tleman is himself one of the majority of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, who made this re- 
port; and that its language must be considered 
as emphatically the language of the gentleman 
himself. It will be also remembered, that the re- 
port was made-before debate had excited any sen- 
sibility on thissubject. And what is the language 
of that report? Why, that the statements were 
made by the gentlemen who were examined ap- 
parently with so much candor and fairness as 
induced the committee to give much credit to 
them. Now. sir, I submit it, whether the honor- 
able gentleman is to be heard to contradict his 
own report? What do the witnesses say? The 
committee from New York state expressly that 
the great mass of purchases were made before 
the 2d February, 1811, and their testimony is 
confirmed by all the other witnesses. The gen- 
tleman says, that the purchases made before the 
9d of November, 1811,could not have amounted to 
any considerable quantity : because our importa- 
tions from Great Britain in the Fall and Winter 
of 1810 were very large. It ought to be recol- 
lected that the former non-importation act expired 
in May 1810; that our exports to Great Britain 
from the first day of October, 1809, to the 30th 
of September, 1810, amounted to more than twen- 
ty-two millionsof dollars; that our exports to Spain 
and Portugal in the same period amounted:to more 
than eleven millions, aud that at least three-fourths 
of ourexports to Spain and Portugal were returned 
in bills drawn upon England. Isitto be wondered 
then that our importations from England in the 
Fall and Winter of 1810 were very large? Does 
the gentleman believe that all our exports were re- 
turned in those importations? It is impossible. 
But to prove that most. of the goods lately im- 
ported were purchased since the repeal of the Or- 
ders in Council, the gentleman adduces the testi- 
mony of the English merchants and manufactu- 
rers. It is worthy of remark that he expresses 
no doubt as to the fairness and candor of their 
statements, and thus he seems to have full confi- 
dencein theirtestimony. But what do they say ? 
Why, that they had conditional orders for the 
shipment of goods. Grant that they had, and 
that all these goods were shipped in consequence 
of such orders. How can that circumstance alter 
the equity of this case, when it is well known 
that the funds which were to pay for those goods 
were already in England, and could be withdrawn 
in no other way than by those importations. In 
my opinion it makes no difference in the equity 
of this case whether the goods were purchased 
before the 2nd of February, 1811, or between that 
time and the repeal of the Orders in Council, or 
since the repeal of those orders. When the mer- 
chants show me that these goods were purchased 
in consequence of orders given previous to the de- 
drawn out; while the cross-examination was not | claration of war,and were paid for by funds already. 
sufficiently minute to draw out the facts that; in England, they show me a case with the equity 
might be unfavorable to the petitioners. Healso|of which I am perfectly satisfied. But I shall 
says, he was not disposed to give the witnesses | say more of this hereafter. 

much credit, either for their candor or fairness; I am opposed to this resolution for various 


rich and abundant as the erop that was gathered 
from our hills and our valleys? and that plenty 
was in our dwellings, and gladness in our hearts? 
And do they not see, since our restrictive system, 
like a frost, a bitter, biting frost; passed over her 
dominions, chilling all her hopes and blasting all 
her prospects, that she no longer yields: her ac- 
customed tribute, and that our Treasury shares 
in all her distresses? E 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Ros- 
ERTS) has remarked that these petitioners stand 
before us confessedly guilty; that they sue not for 
grace, but for pardon, And are we really sitting 
here, sir, clothed with one of the highest attributes 
of sovereignty, not to grant freely, but to sell, 
pardon to the humble, guilty supplicant? Is 
there a price in this House for the pardon of 
crimes? The merchants are guilty. Of what, 
sir? Of bringing into our country twenty millions 
of capital? Of rescuing twenty millions from 
the hand of our enemies? Of bringing five mil- 
lions of dollars into our exhausted Treasury? If 
these things be crimes, let us forgive freely; in 
the name of Heaven, let us not disgrace ourselves 
and the nation by selling pardon for such offences. 
I was at first struck with the peculiar manner in 
which the gentleman from Pennsylvania ex- 
pressed himself. They sue not for grace, but for 
pardon. I was ata loss to comprehend his precise 
meaning; for I had always thought pardon was 
an act of grace. But I find the honorable gen- 
teman thinks differently, and understands pardon 
not to be a matter of grace, but an article of sale. 
He is willing to grant these merchants a pardon, 
provided they will give all their profits as the 
price of it. 

It was with extreme regret, that I heard the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania remark that this 
was a question between the merchants and the 
other classes of the community; because if the 
question is understood to be such by this House 
generally, I fear the case of these petitions isa 
desperate one. I begin to perceive that merchants 
are no favorites here. Ifthe other classes of the 
community are understood to have an adverse 
interest, they must expect no favor from this 
quarter. I fear, sir, they are not certain to obtain 
bare justice. 

The honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania 
says, these merchants have no equitable claims, 
because a great part of the goods imported have 
been purchased since the repeal of the Orders in 
Council. Sir, [apprehend the gentleman is mis- 
taken, both in the fact and in the conclusion he 
draws from it. In order to establish his fact, the 
gentleman begins by attacking the testimony 
which has been laid before us. He complains 
that the witnesses were examined before the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, by the Chairman of 
that committee, with great ability, and all the 
facts that could be favorable to the petitioners 
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reasons. - The President in his Message has re- 
commended this subject to our consideration. 
The case is before us. The facts are understood. 
We are competent to decide. It is in our power 
to do speedy justice, and it is a good objection to 
this resolution that. there-is no reason why we 
should adopt it. .Whatare the simple facts before 
us? On the 2nd day of February, 1811, an act 
prohibiting the importation of British goods into 
this country went into operation. The object of 
the law. was by distressing the manufactures of 
Great Britain to compel her to relinquish her Or- 
ders.in Council. It is to be presumed that our 
Government had full faith in the efficacy of this 
measure; and it was repeatedly and expressly de- 
elared that, whenever the Orders in Council 
should be repealed, the non-importation act should 
cease. to operate. I presume it will not be held 
to be a crime in our merchants to have hoped that 
the non-importation act would answer its object, 
and that the Orders in Council would at some 
time be repealed: Nor will they be deemed crim- 
‘inal in believing the declarations of our Govern- 
ment that, when the Orders in Council should be 
repealed, the non-importation act should be sus- 
pended. They did so hope, they did so believe, 
and in the ordinary course of commerce went on 
to purchase English goods, and to vest their pro- 
perty in funds ready to purchase English goods, 
giving their agents directions to ship the goods 
as soon as it might be lawful.so to do. To what 
amount the property of our merchants might have 
accumulated’ in England at the time the Orders 
in Council were repealed, cannot be ascertained 
probably with much precision. Some estimate 
may however be formed from theamount of our 
exports to that country since the non-importation 
act went into operation. 

The amount of exports to Great Britain from Octo- 
ber 1, 1810, to September 30, 1811, was - $20,308,211 
Our exports to Spain and Portugal during 

the same period amounted to $18,266,- 

:466. Itis calculated that at least three- 

fourths of our exports to Spain and 

Portugal were returned in biils drawn 

on England, we may therefore add on 


this account . - 13,699,848 


—— 


34,008,059 


But our exports are estimated by the value 
of the articles in our own ports, and 
must amount to considerably more ina 
foreign market. Iam informed by mer- 
cantile men of great respectability that 
the freight, insurance, and other charges 
of transportation at a very moderate cal- 
culation must amount to at least twen- 
ty per cent. upon the value here. We 


may therefore add on that account ~ 6,801,611 


$40,809;670 


From the Ist of October, 1810, to the 2d day of 
February, 1811, there was no non-importation 
act in force. But if we may suppose that our 
exports to Spain, Portugal, and England, from 
October 1, 1811, to April 5, 1812, (when the last 


'and it is believed they did to 


embargo was laid,) amounted to as much as they 
did from October 1, 1810, to February. 2, 1811, 
more, we may safely 
calculate that our merchants: have sent to Eng- 
land, property to the amount of forty millions of 
dollars, at least since the 2d February, 1811. On 
the.23d of June, 1812, the Orders in Council 
were revoked. The question then.arose among 
the agents of the merchants, whether they might, 
in pursuance of their otders, lawfully ship goods 
to this country. In making up an opinion upon 
this question, they did not rely upon their own 
views of our laws; they applied to Mr. Russell, 
the agent of this Government, for advice. Mr. 


Russell gave it as his opinion, that shipments 


might be made with safety.. They accordingly 

shipped large quantities of goods to: this country. 

The goods arrived, and were seized by the Gor- 
ernment for the violation of the non-importation 

act. These are the naked facts, and they present 
to our consideration a question as novel as it is 

important. Shall we confiscate these goods? 

Or, in other words, shall we enforce the payment 
of tbese bonds? There is a principle in the 

maritime jurisprudence of England, and I be- 

lieve of all other nations, which seems to me to 

be applicable to this ease. In order to illustrate 

it, I will suppose that some of these goods were 

seized and libelled by the Government on the 

ground that they were found in a trade between 

this country and England after a declaration of 
war. If, upon trial, the Government would show 

that they were shipped on account of an Ameri- 
can. merchant after war was declared, by a well 

settled rule of the law of nations, they would pri- 
ma facie be liable to condemnation. But if the 
importer could show that the goods were shipped 
in consequence of orders given before the declara- 

tion,and that it had not been in his power tocoun- 
termand the shipment, it would bea good defence, 

and the goods must becleared. The principle of this 
defence rests upon the innocence of the importer. 

So in the case before us; these petitioners show 

themselves to be entirely innocent. These goods 

were shipped to this country in consequence of 

orders that were innocently given; they were 

shipped without the knowledge or.consent of our 

merchants. And can anybody say that they are 

guilty of a wilful violation of the non-importa- 

tion act, and shall forfeit their goods? No guilt 

can be imputed to them unless you impute the 

guilt of their. agents. I think you are estopped 

to do that. Because, the same rule that would 

make them liable for the.doings of their agents, 

ought to make us liable for the doings of our 
agent. If the agents of those importers have 

violated the non-importation act, our agent, Mr. 

Russell, has been at least an accessary before the 
fact. I am, therefore, clearly of opinion, that 

we ought instantly to cancel all bonds that have 
been given for property bona fide American. E 
think both.justice and equity require it. 

It seems to be admitted, on all hands, that the 
bonds given for goods purchased before the 2d 
February, 1811, ought to be remitted. I appre- 
hend it can be demonstrated that bonds given for 
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the goods purchased since the repeal of the Or-. 


ders in Council, with funds already in England, 
are, in. principle, equally entitled to remission. 
"Why are bonds in the first class of cases entitled 
to remission? If I understand gentlemen, it is 
because the goods were innocently purchased, 
the orders for their shipment were innocent, and 
they were imported through an innocent mistake 
of the law. The principle rests upon the entire 
innocence of the importers. The truth is, sir, 
the facts in this class of cases are too plain and 
simple to be misunderstood, and the justice of 
the claim too powerful to be resisted. For such 
is the nature of the human mind, that prejudice 
itself cannot prevail against justice, unless the 
contest be in the dark. I will now endeavor to 
show that, in principle, there is no difference be- 
tween these two classes of cases. The non-im- 
portation act forbade all persons to import, or to 
put on board any ship'with intent to import from 
Great Britain to this country any goods, wares, 
or merchandise whatsoever. In all other respects, 
it left the commerce of the country free and un- 
shackled. Our merchants were at liberty to ex- 
port the surplus produce of the country to any 
part of the world, and to dispose of it as they 
pleased. They had a right to receive for that 
produce bills of exchange upon England, or spe- 
cie; and when they received specie, they had a 
right to bring it into this country, and here pur- 
chase bills of exchangeupon England with it, orre- 
mitthespecieitself to England. Indeed, they were 
in some measure compelled to place their funds 
in England, orabandon commercealtogether. It 
is impossible any man should be so wild and vis- 
ionary in his politics, as to suppose that the whole 
surplus produce of this country could be carried 
to a foreign market and there sold for specie. To 
confine our produce to such a sale, would be in 
some measure to deny it a market, and it must 
inevitably rot in our warehouses, and thereby 
distress our own country ten times as much as 
the most enthusiastic votary of the non-importa- 
tion act could hope that act would distress Great 
Britain. individuals not engaged in our export 
trade had a right also to vest their money in bills 
of exchange upon England, or remit their money 
to England in any manner they pleased. And, 
in doing all this, they sinned neither against the 
letter nor the spirit of the non-importation aet, 
but innocently pursued the ordinary course of 
trade. It is true, that those who have purchased 
goods since the repeal of the Orders in Council, 
with funds already in England, might have sent 
those funds there with an intent ultimately to 
purchase British goods; but they cannot be 
charged with an intent even to purchase, till it 
might be lawful to ship goods to this country. 
The object of the non-importation law was to 
distress the manufacturers of Great Britain, and 
thereby compel a repeal of the Orders in Council. 
Surely the simple act of placing funds in England 
had no tendency to counteract. but rather to aid 
thatobject. For if the manufacturers were really 
distressed, to know that the funds were ready in 
the country to purchase their goods, and relieve 


them, and that a pertinacious adherence of their 
own Government to the Orders in Council was 
the only cause why their goods were not in- 
stantly purchased, would tend to increase their 
clamor and. discontent, and in fact to aggravate 
their distress. I therefore consider the position 
as incontrovertible, that it was as innocent an act 
to place funds in England after the 2d February, 
1811, as it was to purchase goods before that time. 
The orders given by the merchants to their agents, 
were in substance the same in both classes of 
eases. The goods purchased before February 2, 
1811, were ordered to be shipped as soon as it 
might be lawful so to do. The funds were or- 
dered to be vested in goods, and those goods sent 
to this country as soon as it might be lawful so 
to do. Itonly remains to be shown that goods 
purchased after the repeal of the Orders in Coun- 
cil, might be as innocently shipped to this country 
as goods purchased before the 2d February, 1811. 
To purchase goods in England was not prohibited 
by the non-importation act, though it was not 
made penal to purchase British goods in this” 
country, knowing them liable to be seized under 
thatact. Those, therefore, who purchased goods 
after the repeal of the Orders in Council, did not 
thereby violate any law of this country. Tohave 
purchased goods before the repeal of those orders, 
and while the non-importation act was in opera- 
tion, might be thought to have a tendency to 
counteract the object of that act, by relieving 
British manufacturers. But surely after the 
Orders in Council were repealed, and the only 
avowed object of the non-importation act ob- 
tained, an American merchant might very inno- 
cently suppose that he did not, by purchasing 
English goods, do an act that had any tendency 
whatever to counteract the views of his own 
Government, I think I may safely affirm, then, 
that these goods were innocently purchased. 
Where then is the difference in the two classes 
of cases with regard to theshipment of the goods? 
Isee none. Both were shipped under an idea 
that it was lawful to ship goods to this country ; 
both were shipped with the advice and consent 
of Mr. Russell; both were shipped against the 
letter of the law, and under the same misappre- 
hension of the law. How then is the importer 
in the one case innocent, and in the other not? 
It cannot be—there is in principle no distinction 
between them. 

I will now proceed to compare the case of 
goods purchased between February 2, 1811, and 
June 2, 1812, with that of goods purchased previ- 
ousto February 2,1811. The only difference be- 
tween this class of cases, and that of goods pur- 
chased after June 23, 1812, is in the single cir- 
cumstance of the time of purchase ; and the same 
remarks which have been applied to that class of 
goods, are in all other respects applicable to this. 
The question is, ought that circumstance to make 
a difference? 1t may be admitted, that to pur- 
chase goods in England after the non-importation 
act came into operation, and before the Orders in 
Council were repealed, had in some degree a ten- 
dency to counteract the views of this Government. 
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Sir, it would be disgraceful to betray a confidence 
so honorably.and freely placed in us, “But if. gen- 
tlemen still think that we want money; that we. 
ought to enforce the payment of these bonds; be- 
cause we have the power to do it, I have only to 
beg them to remember, that it is excellent to have 
a giant’s strength, but 1t is tyrannous to use it like 
a giant. : ; . . 

: Mr. Cray (Speaker) said, that he had participa- 


But, sir,I hold it to be a plain.and' obvious max- 
im, that in a free State no çitizen is bound-to take 
notice of the views and policy of the Govern- 
ment, any farther.than those views and that pol- 
icy are clearly and plainly. expressed in the laws 
of the land. To punish. aman for an act done 
not contrary to law, but to the supposed views 
and policy of the Government, would be the very 
essence of tyranny, Fo the laws, and the. laws 
only, are our’ citizens to look for our policy ; so 


far as the laws go, so far are they bound to obey, 
Dut, wọ farther. Adopt any other rule,and we 
e.fogght.in vain—in vain have we bled for 


ch 
freedom—our Government is essentially tyranni- 
eal. What could our citizens find in our lawson 
this subject? Why, sir, they could find, that it 
was unlawful to import from Great Britain to the 


United States any goods, wares, or merchandise, 


whatever; that it was unlawful to ship them 
with an intent to import them into the United 
States; and that it was unlawful to purchase in 
this country any goods, wares, and. merchandise, 


imported into this country contrary to law, know- 


ing them to beso imported. Thisisall they could 
find. "They found no prohibition against the pur- 
‘chase.of goods in England, with an intent to ship 
them to thiscountry as soon asit might belawful 
to ship them. They were not, therefore, bound to 
take notice that such an act would remotely tend 
to thwart the views of this Government. This 


is the only circufnstance tliat can make any dif-. 


ference in prineiple, between this class of cases 
and the other two. . Unless then a rule, which is 
in itself most tyrannical and oppressive, is to .be 
applied to this class, I may safely conclude that 
the three classes are in principle substantially the 
same, and that, unless we are false to our own 
principles, if we remit in one case we shall remit 
in all. 

With regard to bonds given for merchandise 
shipped entirely on British account, I say noth- 
ing. I stand not here the advocate of any Briton; 
I plead only the cause of the honest American 
merchant. Do with the subjects of Great Brit- 
ain as you please; but spare, I implore you, spare, 
your own citizens. : 

Good policy, in my opinion, requires that we 
should freely remit in all cases that are bona fide 
American. The merchants are a powerful class 
-of the community, and ought at this crisis to be 
conciliated. At least we ought not to irritate 
them by reading to them the bloody book of the 
law in the bitter letter.. Depend upon it, sir, our 
decision will be considered as evidence of our dis- 
position towards commerce. These petitioners 
are comparatively few in number, but the mer- 
chants will consider it as a common cause. 

T hese importers have placed an honorable confi- 
dence in the justice of their Government. They 
refused the aid which our privateers offered, to 
enable them to evade our laws; conscious of the 
uprightness of their intentions, they have openly, 
and in the face of day, brought these goods into 
the country, and placed them in our hands, trust- 
ing that their own Government would not rob 
them of goods, which even an enemy had spared. 


* 


ted with the Committee in the pleasure. which 
they must have derived, from the splendid exhi- 
bition of eloquence made.by the gentleman from 
South Carolina (Mr. Cueves.) He wished it 
had been unmingled:with regret, But when he 
saw the honorable gentleman assailing, with his 
powerful talents, what he deemed an essential 
system of policy, he felt constrained, however in- 
competent to the task, to attempt its vindieation. 
The gentleman appeared, indeed, to arraign the 
Whole of the measures pursued by this Govern- 
ment for several.years past, in reference to for- 
eign Powers, though he knew his private senti- 
ments to be in favor of the embargo. [Here Mr. 
Cueves stated that, in speaking of the restrictive 
system, he did not mean to include the embargo, 
which he always thought a wise measure.) Mr, 
Cray thought a concession in its favor admitted 
the propriety of the law of non-importation; 
What is the principle of these restrictive mea- 
sures? It is to create such a pressure on the 
foreign nation as would compel it to revoke its 
anti-neutral edicts. ‘The embargo aimed to ac- 
complish this purpose, by not only withholding 
supplies of the first necessity, but, at the same 
time, shutting up our market against the manu- 
factures of the aggressors. The act of non-in- 
portation was, upon certain contingencies, substi- 
tuted for it, and it left the export trade free, whilst 
it pressed upon the foreign nation, by an exclu- 
sion of her manufactures. In this respect, he 
thought it a measure fraught with more wisdom 
than the embargo, which, however, he had no 
doubt would have produced its effect, if it had 
been persisted in. Neither was designed to im- 
pair commercial enterprise. Far from it. The 
friends of both contemplated the emancipation of 
commerce from its unjust shackles. Coramerce 
was suspended for the moment, that it might re- 
vive with more freedom and energy. The bow 
was unstrung, that it might acquire fresh vigor 
and new elasticity. And he considered that the 
proudest triumph which the friends of the restric- 
tive system could enjoy, was the recent revoca- 
tion of the Orders in Council—a revocation which 
neither regard for the laws of nations, nor a de- 
sire to preserve the peace and harmony of the 
two countries, could effect, but what that very 
pressure produced by the law of non-importation 
had.achieved. Yes, the distress, the cries of the 
manufacturers—their haggard looks, produced by 
the operation of that law, had at length ascended 
to a corrupt Ministry, and occasioned a reluctant 


abandonment of those orders. Every deposition 
given in the House of Commons, on the late ex- 
amination before that body, on this subject, was 
a panegyric on our interdiction of British manu- 
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factures. 
‘one which he had just laid his hands upon. (Here 
Mr. C. read the deposition of W. Thompson.] 
And yet we are now called upon to abandon this 
system! We wanted firmness. We are deficient 
in the virtues of patience and perseverance. The 
embargo would have attained its object. It was, 
in a moment of pauic, prematurely abandoned. 
And now, that the non-importation law has been 
demonstrated, by unerring experience, as capable 
of effecting its original design, we are asked tore- 
linquish that also. He feared we should, in the 
same manner, get tired of the war. He viewed 
the restrictive system as a powerful auxiliary of 
the war. You may be defeated by sea and land. 
"Your northwestern army may be ingloriously sur- 
rendered, (it did not become him here to say from 
whatcauses.) Inanotherquarterofthe Union your 
army, by fraud and chicanery, may be robbed of 
its recruits. The physical force of the country 
may be withheld, upon novel and dangerous con- 
structions of the Constitution, menacing the total 
subversion of Government. Opposition, trans- 
cending all legitimate bounds, may be carried to 
the very confines, themselves, of treason. That 
base, degenerate spirit may exist, which, inca- 
pable of patriotic struggles itself, questions and 
derides the motives of those who nobly step forth 
in their country’s cause—a flagitious spirit, which 
has been seen to assail the standing of two of his 
honorable colleagues, because they exhibited the 
more than Roman example in shouldering their 
muskets and flying to the protection of the fron- 
tiers, against a most savage alliance. But if you 
cling to the restrictive system, it is incessantly 
working in your favor. 

But his fiiend from South Carolina had con- 
tended that we had thrice this session decided 
against this system, by refusing to entertain the 
proposition for an embargo. Mr. C. could not 
agree with him. He admitted, that a trade, in 
exportation only, could not subsist without a cor- 
responding import trade, either in specie or com- 
modities. But he denied that it must, necessarily, 
be in the forbidden fruit—English manufactures. 
He was free to declare that the exact limit to 
which he wished to see the export trade carried 
(untilour rights are acknowledged) was the specie 
and commutables, other than British, into which 
its proceeds could be converted. What that limit 
was, Congress must determine. It must be left 
to regulate itself. He was opposed, therefore, to 
the embargo recently proposed. He was desir- 
ous that the merchants, acquiescing in the policy 
of their Government, should not continue heed- 
lessly taking in payment for their cargoes to the 
Peninsula bills on London—thus placing their 
capital in the power of the enemy. If they per- 
sisted in it, he was for their doing it at their peril. 
"Taking nothing but specie, or merchandise other 
than of British production, the restrictive system 
would distress the enemy, not only by closing an 
important market for his manufactures, but by 
exhausting bis specie. For whilst he keeps up 
his large armies upon the Continent, subsistence 
must be obtained for them at any sacrifice, and 


He would trouble the committee with | if bills will not procure it, specie must be em- 


ployed. .A stream of specie, equal to twenty 
millions of dollars, the estimated amount of our 
exports to the Peninsula, continually flowing 
from any country, would. soon exhaust it of the 
precious metals. Much less than this would en- 
danger the stability of the paper system in Great 
Britain. 

. The gentleman from South Carolina says, that 
the manufacturing class in that country is incon- 
siderable—that the American consumption is not 
more than one-sixth of the exports of British 
manufactures.’ My friend's error consists in sep- 
arating that class from, and carrying it against, 
the whole mass of British population. It is un- 
fair, in estimating its consequence, to look only 
to the divided effect of which itis capable. It 
ought to be viewed asa co-operating portion of 
opposition. . In that country there will always 
exist an opposition. And the question is, What 
quantum of weight will be thrown, by the dis- 
contents of the manufacturers, into the scale of 
that opposition, which is made up of the friends of 
Irish emancipation, the friends of parliamentary 
reform, those who are opposed to the Continental 
war, and that system of corruption and burden 
of taxes existing in that country. He believed, 
if persisted in, the restrictive system, aiding the 
war, would break down the present Ministry, and 
lead to a consequent honorable fo 

The gentleman deplores the gloom and distress 
which hover over our cities, and which he attri- 
butes to the restrictive system. Indeed had a 
stranger, unacquainted with their actual condi- 
tion, heard his lamentations, he would have con- 
cluded that the melancholy state of ruin which 
they present is but little short of that of the famed 
Balbec and Palmyra. But what is the fact? 
‘heir growth and prosperity are without exam- 
ple. Where are to be found your magnificent 
palaces—your splendid equipages, your sumptu- 
ous villas—all the luxury of wealth? In these 
same pining, desolated cities, and their vicinities. 
It was, however, due to candor to say, that per- 
haps, next to New Orleans, the city of Charles- 
ton (of which his friend was the representative) 
has suffered more than any other by the shackles 
upon commerce. But he denied that it resulted 
from the measures of our Government. .No, the 
gentleman has mistaken the cause of the disease. 
It flowed from the anti-neutral edicts. It pro- 
ceeded from cutting off the market for the staple 
commodity of South Carolina. If it be true, as 
he has already admitted it was, that an export 
trade could not exist without an import trade, 
the converse of the proposition was no less un- 
deniable. Suppose then the non-importation law 
not to have existed, how would Charleston or 
South Carolina have been able to sustain a trade 
in importation only ? Cut off as she has been 
from a market for her cotton, where would she 
have found the means to pay for foreign articles ? 
The immutable laws of trade would have created 
for that State a natural non-importation, if the 
Legislature had not prescribed it. If it be urged 
that she has enjoyed, in her rice and indigo, 
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(tbough the culture of this latter article has al- 
most ceased,) some export trade, it is no less true 


that she has had the benefit of a corresponding, 


and probably an equivalent trade in importation 
from other countries than Great Britain. . 
It was remarkable to observe the inconsisteney 
of the opponents of thetestrictive system. Some- 
times it was. said to operate exclusively on the 
mercantile class. Then it was the agricultural 
class that bore its whole burden. He admitted 
that, if the export trade were limited in the man- 
ner.he had suggested, this system would ulti- 
mately react upon agriculture. It was, however, 
‘but a temporary sacrifice, which that class was 
prepared to make for the permanent freedom of 
‘ttade. We had heard of no complaints, received 
no petitions from that quarter.’ The great agri- 
cultural State of Pennsylvania, and other similar 
sections, were patient and patriotic. The time 
when it was proposed to relinquish this system, 
was not less impolitic than the proposition itself. 
If the benefits expected from it were even doubt- 
. ful, this certainly was the period best calculated 
to test its value. Perhaps, at this moment, the 
fate of the North of Europe is decided, and the 
French Emperor may be dictating the law from 
Moscow. The British trade shut out from the 
Baltic, excluded from the continent of Europe, 
pussy expelled the Black Sea, perishing in 
outh America, its illicit avenue to the United 
States, through Canada, closed; was this the 
period for throwing open our market, by aban- 
doning our restrictive system ? 
He would next proceed to examine the claim 
of the petitioners to relief. And here he felt 
himself constrained to acknowledge that he had 
never been more embarrassed in the considera- 
tion of any subject whatever; he was impelled, 
on the one hand, by an almost irresistible dispo- 
sition to grant the relief asked for; and, on the 
other, he had the strongest convietion of the 
utility of the restrictive system, and the necessity 
of clinginz to it. The difficulty lay in reconcil- 
ing an act of liberality to individuals with the 
public interest. Their case undoubtedly present- 
ed powerful pretensions to the generosity of Gov- 
ernment. What was it? The repeal of our 
non-importation law had been made to depend 
upon the revocation of the Orders in Council. 
If they were so revoked, or so modified as that 
they ceased to violate our neutral rights, tlie Pres- 
ident was required to declare the fact, by his 
proclamation, and then our law ceased. It was 
immaterial whether Great Britain repealed or 
modified her orders. It was immaterial what 
was the manner of repealing or modifying them. 
All that our law demanded was, whether the one 
or the other, in whatever form the repeal or mod- 
ification was ordained, the repealing or modifying 
instrument should produce a given effect. It was 
not to be denied that the order of the Prince Re- 
gent, of the 23d June Jast, would have produced 
this effect. It satisfied our law. It was quite a 
different question, whether, independent of the 
law, it was such an abandonment of their system 
as he would require. He entertained no doubt 


that it would have been the bounden duty of the 
Chief Magistrate, if the two countries had ré- 
mained at peace, to have issued the proclamation 
enjoined by our law. He would have had no 
discretion upon the subject. He had only to 
look at the operation of the Prince Regent's or- 
der, and it was such as our Jaw had required. 
Mr. C. did not doubt that the British Government 
intended, by the condition with which it was 
coupled, to urge hereafter our implied consent to 
those Orders in Council, whenever it might de- 
termine to revive them. But the President cóuld 
not have been restrained, by any such sinister de- 
sign, from the performance of a positive duty. 
In the case of the arrangement, first with Mr. 
Erskine, and afterwards with the French Gov- 
ernment, the manner ia which the aggressive 
edicts of the respective countries was discontinu- 
ed, was far from being unexceptionable. The 
President, however, looking to the substance of 
things, issued on both those occasions his procla- 
mation, and he was-right in doing so. Whether, 
therefore, the American merchant or his agent in 
England, prior to a knowledge there of the decla- 
ration of war, adverted to the terms of the law, 
the practice of our Government, on similar occa- 
sions, or the correspondence between Mr. Monroe 
and Mr. Foster, he would have been equally 
brought to the conclusion that the revocation of 
the Orders in Counci! in England, would have 
been followed by the repeal here of our non-im- 
portation law. Under these circumstances ship- 
ments were made. And, what puts the question 
beyoud dispute, is, that the President, in the Mes- 
sage delivered attheopening of the presentsession, 
has said that the order of revocation was suscópti- 
ble of explanations satisfying this Government. 

Mr. C. thought that, in all cases, where the de- 
parture of the vessels from British ports was prior 
to a knowledge there of the war, relief ought to 
beafforded. Official information of that event, 
it appears, was received on the 10th of August. 
The shipments made, prior to that time, were made 
when the repeal of ourlaw might have been fairly 
anticipated, and under ignorance of its continued 
existence. A still stronger class of cases, is that 
which consists of purchasers prior to the 2d of 
February, 1811. They bought, when the trade 
was unrestricted, and of course violated neither 
the prohibitory provisions of the law, nor the 
policy of the Government. When, by the Pres- 
ident’s proclamation of the 2d day of November, 
1810, it became unlawful to introduce their goods 
subsequent to the 2d of February, they abstained 
from their introduction. While they ordered 
their goods not to be shipped from Great Britain, 
and thus abided by and conformed to the law, as 
good citizens, others violated the law and intro- 
duced their goods after the 2d of February, 1811. 
These were relieved from the forfeitures and pen- 
alties which they had incurred by the law of the 
ensuing month, prescribing as the rule the time 
of departure from the British ports, and not the 
arrival in America of the vessel. Shall we, then, 
thus suffer the violators of the law to escape, and 
punish its observers? 
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With regard to all who shipped after the 1st of! 


August, the plea of ignorance of the continuanee 
of the non-importation“cannot be urged. They 
knew they were acting contrary to law. They 
were fully apprized of the fact, too. that this 
House had refused, before the declaration of war, 
to suspend the operation of the law. They were, 
probably, also informed that, after that event, 
propositions to repeal and modify it were reject- 
ed. The state of war itself rendered the trade 
unlawful. It was in vain to say they did not in- 
tend to violate thelaw. It wasa palpable, wilful, 
undisguised violation, Remit the forfeitures in 
their case, and your law is virtually repealed. 
‘What is the present course of the trade, said Mr. 
C., to the Peninsula? It is to place American 
capital in Great Britain, which is constantly ac- 
cumulating there, Its return can only be effected 
in British commodities. Having said to one class 
of shippers, after the war, that they shall be ex- 
onerated, how will you hereafter refuse another 
when they shall present themselves before you? 
Precedents are dangerous. The human mind, in 
astate of difficulty and embarrassment, was prone 
to take refuge under them. Remit, in all cases, 
as had been contended for, and you let in a flood, 
deluging the empire of the law, against which 
your utmost wisdom and sagacity will be unable 
to provide a competent embankment. 

s to the terms on which relief was to be af- 
forded or withheld, he was decidedly of opinion 
that there ought to be no conditions. The law 
ought to be enforced or not. He thought a com- 

romise in the case dangerous and undignified. 
Indeed he felt shocked at the idea of an equiva- 
lent. Already are our laws too openly violated 
or fraudulently eluded. Shall we degrade them 
still further by carrying them into the market, 
and fixing a price upon their violation? Extend 
the principle of an equivalent from cases of pro- 
hibition merely to instances of moral turpitude— 
to felony and homicide—and every gentleman 
will see its enormity. No, sir, let us not pollute 
our hands with this weltgild. 

The proposed equivalent contemplates taking 
from the merchant his extraordinary profit, leav- 
ing him the ordinary profit; fixing, therefore,arule 
for future violations. Now, the ordinary profit 
is exactly that with which the merchant, in a 
regular course of trade, will be contented. He 
will trade with alacrity under the firm of the 
United States & Co., if you will leave him his 
customary profits, taking only the excess. But 
he would ask, if the firm gets into complete oper- 
ation, what would become of the extra profit? 
Holding the opinion that he did in favor of the 
law of non-importation, he felt himself under the 
necessity of defending it no less against the open 
assaults of its avowed enemies, than the effects 
of the principle contended for by its professed 
friends. He was alone the solitary—he feared 
feeble—advocate of the law. The consequence 
of a general remission of the forfeitures was its 
virtual repeal. The consequence also of the 
equivalent contended for, by fixing as a standard 
the extraordinary profit, was its virtual repeal. 


He was for a remission in the specified cases, 
where remission appeared to him to be due. He 
was for an enforcement of the law in all other 
cases. He was opposed to the establishment of 
a principle which, if practised upon, and he did 
not see how it was not to be,if once adopted, under 
the delusive idea of taking the extraordinary 
profit, most completely prostrated the law. | 

But this principle of an equivalent was unjust, 
or impracticable in operation. One merchant 
has imported a gainful cargo, another a losing 
one. The same merchant has imported one par- 
cel of merchandise on which he has made profit, 
and another on which he has sustained a loss; 
will you estimate the profit only, or take into 
view both profit and loss? How can you adapt 
any general rule to this variety of cases? Again: 
The extraordinary profits made upon the late im- 
portations result from the demand being greater 
than the supply. They will be divided between 
the importer, the jobber, and the retailer. , Will 
each be compelled to relinquish his portion? 
And if not, upon what principle of equatity can 
you take from the one and not the other ? If it 
be urged, that the importers only have violated 
the law, it must be allowed, that the others are 
in the condition of accessaries after the fact. 

He would touch an incidental question which 
had been started, and cease with, he feared, his 
unprofitable discourse. It had been questioned, 
whether Congress had the power to remit the 
moiety of forfeitures claimed by the officers mak- 
ing the seizure. The law which creates the for- 
feiture, reserves the unqualified power of remit- 
ling the whole or any part. It is true, that it 
has vested that power, for convenience sake, in 
the Secretary of the Treasury. Congress may, 
however, abolish that office entirely, and place 
all its functions in some new institution, or, with- 
out abolishing the office, it may transfer the re- 
mitting power, or resume it themselves. In all 
these instances, it would be a mere change of 
tribunal. The principles which would guide in 
a decision of the question of remission, it is to 
be presumed, would be those of justice, and that 
is all the parties affected have a right to expect. 
If there be cases in England, where the Crown 
is supposed not to be authorized to remit the in- 
former's part of a penalty, he apprehended, on 
investigation, it would be found to proceed from 
the power of remission not being reserved to the 
Government in the law denouncing the penalty, 
as it is in our laws. Mr. C. concluded by submit- 
üng the foltowing resolution: 


Resolved, That as far as respects the case of citi- 
zens of the United States who purchased goods, wares, 
and merchandise, the growth, production, or manufac- 
ture of Great Britain, prior to the 2d of February, 
1811, and of citizens of the United States who shipped 
similar goods between the 23d day of June and the 
first day of August, the petitioners ought to be re- 
lieved by a remission of the forfeitures and penalties 
which they have incurred, upon payment of legal 
costs; and that on all other cases of the petitioners, a 
recovery of the forfeitures and penalties incurred ought 
to be enforced. 
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‘Mr. McK said, T beg.the indulgence of the 


committee, while:T offer a. few observations on 
the subject under'eonsideration. I would not 
have troubled the Committee with any remarks 


on the. subject that. has already been fully and 


ably discussed, did T. not see principles contended 
for that, in my judgment, must lead to an erro- 
neous decision... Under these impressions, I deem 
ita duty T owe ty; constituents not to suffer a 
question to be taken in which their interests are 
.so deeply concérried, without presenting my views 
to the Committee. _ M 
- Mt. Chairman, in considering tbe question im- 


miediately before the Committee, whether we will 
adopt thë report of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and refer the petitioners back to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, the whole merit of. the 
petition is brought into view; and another ques- 
tion is presented to the mind, namely—whether, 
under all the cireumstances of the case, the peti- 
tioners have committed such an offence against 
the laws as will authorize an exaction of the pen- 


alties? and. to this point my observations will. 


principally be direeted. 

Mr. Chairman, in the view I take of the sub- 
ject, Y discard all calculations on the profits of the 
poni as having no bearing on the question to 
be decided. The profits go with the ownership 
-of the goods that produce them; and, whether 
the profits were great or small, it can have no 
effect in deciding a question of right between an 

. individual and ‘the Government. It has, indeed, 
been intimated, that the extraordinary profits 
made by the petitioners on these goods, accrued 
from the existence of the non-importation law, 
which -precladed any serious competition in the 
market; and therefore it is reasonable that the 
petitioners should yield up to the Government the 
extraordinary profits so accruing. l 

Mr. Chairman, this does not appear to me a cor-. 
rect view of the subject. The law was not passed 

or the benefit of the petitioners, but for the pub- 

lie good ; and if individuals have accidentally de- 
rived an extraordinary profit from the existence 
of a law passed for the publie good, they are en- 
titled to hold it. But the rule, to be good, must 
work both ways. If it be just to take from the 
petitioners the increased profits that have accrued 
from the existence of one restrictive law, then it 
will be just to indemnify them for losses sus- 
tained by the operation of other restrictive laws ; 
and, in this view of the subjéct, the balance will 
be largely against the Government. I cannot de- 
cide this question by the counting-house princi- 
ple of profitand loss; but by the principles of jus- 
tice, and of national policy, it must be all ot noth- 
ing—there must be a forfeiture or a release. 

Mr. Chairman, the petitioners come before 
Congress as violators of the law ; they confess 
that they have imported goods that were prohibited 
by law ; and, unless circumstances can be shown 
that will bear their case out of the general prin- 
„ciple, the penalties of the law must be inflicted. 
Yam not prepared to pass an act of grace in their 

vor, if they be guilty. But if they have incur- 

ed penalties without guilt, I am ready, as far as 


my vote will go, to, relieve them. What, then, 
were the circumstances under which the petition- 
ers imported these goods? and what were the 
motives that induced them to import goods pro- 
hibited by law? RAUM : 
Mr. Chairman, I will answer this question by a 
concise history of the transaction: The petition- 
ers had their property in England to;a large 
amount—to an amount that in many instances, if 
lost, would be ruinous to them—a war with Eng- 
land was confidently expected to be on. the.point 
of breaking out. They saw their property, in dan-- 
ger of confiscation if it remained in the enemy’s 
country ; and if not confiscated, that it must re- , 
main there during the period of the war. In 
either ‘case they could see nothing butruin. And 
if they brought their property home in the face 
of the law, it could not be worse with them—it 
could only be ruin. In this difficulty and choice 
of dangers, the property was shipped; the peti- 
tioners chose rather to rely on their own Govern- 
ment for favor and indulgence than on the enemy. 
These goods had been ordered upwards of two 
years ago; and remittances made, in payment of 


a large portion of them, when it was lawful to 


ordér, and to pay for goods in that country: but 
they were prevented from getting them home by 
the non-importation act. On the 23d of. June 
last, the British Orders in Council were revoked ; 
and it was generally understood that the non-im- 
portation act would cease.with such revocation. 
The case was pressing tvith the petitioners; the 
apprehension of war was great; and the agents 
of the petitioners in England, without waiting to 
know whether the revocation of the Orders in 
Coüncil was satisfactory to this Government, 
shipped the goods; but, before they. arrived, war 
had intervened; the non-importation act. was not 
repealed, and the goods were seized on their arri- 
val in this country. jw 

Mr. Chairman, these goods, while in England, 
were in the hands of agents.there, and subject to 
their disposal; they were out of the power and 
control of the American owners. .The owners 
had no agency in giving them that direction that 
wrought the forfeiture contended for; on the con- 
trary, the American owners (the petitioners) did 
everything-that was in their power to prevent a 
violation of thelaw. Their uniform instructions 
to their agents were, not to ship their goods to this 
country while the Orders in Council remained in 
force ; for, as I have already said, it was understood 
that the non-importation law would cease with the 
revocation of these orders. -In addition to the 
testimony referred to by the Committee in their 
report, going to prove the respect for the laws, 
that governed the conduct of the petitioners in 
this transaction, I beg leave to read, from a report 
of the examinations in Parliament on the subject 
of the Orders in Council, sundry letters from 
American merchants, all which forbid the ship- 
ment of their goods, until the Orders in Council 
were repealed. These letters, written without any 
view to have a bearing on the question before this 
Committee, brought forward in another country, 
‘and. for another purpose, is evidence of a high 


. 807 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


308 


H. or R. 


Merchants! Bonds. 


DECEMBER, 1812. 


—H 


character; and, so far as it goes, tends to acquit 
the petitioners of any intention to introduce these 
goods in violation of the laws of their country. 

Mr. Chairman, these goods were not attempted 
to be smuggled into the country; no, they came 
boldly, in confidence that the prohibition of Brit- 
ish manufactures had ceased with the revocation 
of the Orders in Council; and in confidence, that 
if the prohibition had not, by any formal act, been 
repealed, their goods, fleeing from the grasp of 
: the enemy, would not be confiscated on entering 
their owncountry. Wasita crime for the petition- 
ers thus to withdraw their property, on the event 
of a war, from the enemy’s country, where it was 
in such danger of being lost to the owners ; where 
it might have been employed by the enemy to 
carry on a war against us; and to place it in 
their own country, where it has yielded a hand- 
some revenue to the Government; and where it 
-may otherwise be usefully employed for the ben- 
efit of the nation? Surely this was not a crime. 
And I would ask, is there an honorable gentleman 
in this House, that would not have pursued the 
same course, under similar circumstances? And 
shall we punish others for what we, under similar 
circumstances, would have thought it right to 
have done? Ihope not. There is in the whole 
of this transaction a want of that intention to 
commit a crime that is essential to the very na- 
ture of guilt; and without guilt, I hope the Ameri- 
can Government will not set the example of in- 
flicting punishment. It is the intention, or mo- 
tive, that marks the character of an act; and not 
the act itself, If I break into a house with in- 
tention to commita crime, (say murder or rob- 
bery,) the very act of breaking into the house is 
a crime punishable by the laws, although the 
murder or robbery was not committed. But if 
the house be on fire, and I break in for the pur- 
pose of saving the family, or to prevent the 
spread of that destructive element, it will be no 
crime; no punishment will be inflicted, because 
there was no intention to doa criminal act. And 
the petitioners appear before this committee under 
circumstances equally free from guilt, and equally 
entitled to be exempt from punishment. 

Mr. Chairman, it is true that the letter of 
the law has been broken, goods have been brought 
into the country contrary to its provisions; but 
under such circumstances of necessity, such ap- 
prehensions of ruin to the owners, if they were 
not brought; and with such purity of intention 
on their part, as ought, in my opinion, to avoid 
the penalties. The case of the American ship 
Horizon will be remembered. At a time when 
British manufactures were prohibited in F'rance, 
this ship, laden with British manufactures, was 
thrown on the coast of France by an act of Provi- 
dence—where the vessel and cargo were confis- 
cated, under the prohibitory decree. Gentlemen 
will remember the universal indignation that 
was excited by thisinhuman act. It is true that 
the goods were not brought into this country by 
an act of Providence: but the owners generally 
had as little agency in bringing them in, as the 
owners of the Horizon had in easting that ship on 
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the coast of France. I hope the American Gov- 
ernment will not sanction a procedure so nearly 
assimilated to one on which we have bestowed 
so much censure. 

“Mr. Chairman, I ask, what is there in this 
transaction that will.warrant a forfeiture of the 
petitioners’ property, thus brought into the coun- 
try, notwithstanding the non-importation law 
was not repealed? The whole of the business 
was transacted by agents in England, over whose 
acts the American owners could have no control. 
No fraud was intended, no crime was committed, 
no injury was done to the public or to individ- 
uáls—both were benefited. But the law was 
broken. How? By the entry into our ports of 
goods, American property, drawn from the ene- 
my’s country on the eve of war, under appre- 
hensions of seizure, and fleeing as it were from 
the grasp of the enemy. These goods, if they 
had remained in the enemy's country, might have 
been turned against us, they might have been 
converted ioto a means of carrying on the war. 
They have been brought home, and have yielded 
a large sum to the revenue ; and otherwise have 
contributed to the convenience and resources of 
the public and of individuals; and shall property 
brought into the country, under circumstances 
of such necessity, and apprehension of danger, be 
forfeited? I hope not. I hope the Representa- 
tives of a free people will never sanction a pro- 
cedure so cruel, not to say unjust. 

Mr. Chairman, it may be asked, what objection 
can there be to a reference of this case to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, under the existing 
law empowering him to mitigate fines, penalties, 
and forfeitures, as proposed by the Committee of 
Ways and Means? Although I have the highest 
respect for the honorable Secretary, and no gen- 
tleman, I am sure, has greater confidence in his 


‘integrity and talents than I have, yet, as he has 


declined to act in the business, and the petition- 
ers have thought proper to bring their case be- 
fore Congress, I, for one, am not willing to turn 
a deaf ear to their complaint, and refer them 
back to the Secretary or to any other tribunal. 
I am disposed to decide on their case. Ido not 
think it wise or compatible with the principles 
of our civil institutions to leave cases of such 
magnitude to the decision of one man, however 
wise, capable, and virtuous, he may be; he may 
err; a degree of imperfection attaches to human 
nature in its best and most improved state. In 
most of the States, it has been thought expedient 
to limit the sum on which an individual might 
legally decide to a mere trifle. Few, if any, of 
the States, suffer the amount of one hundred dol- 
lars to be decided on, without a jury of twelve 
men; and will this Committee, in a case amount- 
ing to twenty millions of dollars, and involving 
the fate of an entire class of citizens, turn it over 
to the decision of one man? I hope not. 

Mr. Chairman, a distinction has been set up 
between cases of goods shipped before a know- 
ledge of the war in England, and those shipped 
after a knowledge of that event. To my view 
there is little difference between these classes; 
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tled to indulgence. "The principal reason for a A ; rd ach : 
: but We: É nother member; viz : m V W 
release of the penalties in the former case, is the nber, viz: from Virginia, WiLLUAM 


apprehension of danger, under which the goods AMS Cae pede M and 
were shipped; and this danger was not dimin- Means to whom was referred the amendments of 
ished by a knowledge that war had taken place; | the Senate to the bill “ making an. appropriation 
on the contrary it was increased; what was ap- (qo defray expenses incurred, or to be incurred 
prehended in the former case; was realized in the under an act, entitled. “An act to authorize a dae 
latter; war had broken out, and the petitioners’ | tachment from the militia of the United States,” 
property, lying in the enemy’s country, was ex- reported the agreement of the committee to the 
posed to all-the dangers that result from a state said amendments. . - . 
of war. I:cannot agree to this distinction asa |^ The amendments were then read and concur- 
principle: of decision. If a distinction is to be | req in by the House : 
made, it ought to operate on purchases made after | On motion of Mr. McKeEs, the letter from the 
a knowledge of the war, and not on the shipment. Secretary of State of the 3d of July, 1812, enelo- 
But I do not think a line can well be drawn. sing his report on the memorial of William Lam- 
. Mr. Chairman, it has been intimated that the | pert of Virginia, relating toa first meridian for the. 
petitioners have covered the forfeitures in the | United States, was referred toa select committee 
sales of their goods; that they havesold at prices | with leave to report by bill, or otherwise Mr. 
that will enable them to pay the forfeitures; that | Myrcgrtp Mr. PrrkiN, Mr. SEvpERT, Mr. Me- 
they have in this indirect manner levieda tax on | rep and Mr. CALHOUN, were appointed thecom: 
the consumers, in the amount of their respective | mittee. ? i vorm 
proportions of the forfeiture, and that it would be] On motion of Mr. Pornpexrer, a committee 
unjust to remit the forfeitures to the petitioners, | ya, appointed to inquire whether any, and, if any, 
and again tax the consumers for money to meet what, amendments are necessary to the acts axe 
the expenses of the Government. I do not think tending jurisdiction, in certain cases, to the Su- 
that statement correct; I do not think the forfeit- perior Courts of the several Territories of the 
ures have generally been covered by the sales; | United States, with leave to report by bill or 
but if they were, I would observe, that the peti- | otherwise; and Mr. POINDEXTER, Mr. HYNEMAN, 
tioners ‘are also consumers, that they live gene- | and Mr. SuTRGzS, were appointed the committee. 
rally in commercial cities, that they raise noth- i 
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ing from the soil for the clothing or provision of 
On motion of Mr. Cueves, the House again 


their families, and of course consume largely of 
resolved itself into a Committee of the Whole, on 


imported articles, and as consumers have borne 
their full proportion of the forfeitures, and will | the report of the Committee of Ways and Means 
on the merchants? petition. 


participate on equal.terms with othersin any new 
Mr. Wipcery.—Mr. Chairman, we have been 


tax that may be laid. 

Mr. Chairman, it has been observed, that a re- | several days on this business of the bonds, and 
lease of the penalties in this case would break | the chief of your time has been taken up in an 
down the restrictive system on which so much | investigation of the merchants’ accounts, and ex- 
reliance has been placed. That we could not, ! amining letters, to prove their loss and gain; this 
after.such release, exact penalties from others | appears to me to be raising a phantom for the 
who may hereafter contravene the laws. I con- | purpose of showing our valor in fighting it. What 
fess I do not see the force of this objection ; the | possible bearing can this calculation have on the 
petitioners have a claim to indulgence that can- | question before the House, except to ascertain 
not again be set up ; their goods were brought | how much the merchant could afford to give to 
into the country under an impression of an im- | be.let off, and thence by establishing the price for 
mediate war, to get them out of the enemy's | the crime of which, gentlemen are pleased to say, 
power, and under a persuasion that our pro-| the merchant is guilty. Sir, are you willing to 
hibitory law had ceased to operate. These are | take seven years, and average the loss and gain ; 
circumstances that cannot again happen, and that | are you willing to restore to wealth aud affluence 
plead loudly in favor of the petitioners ; the dan- | the thousand merchants who have become bank- 
ger is now known; none can fall into it unawares; | rupt by venturing to sea? The answer will be, 
none can hereafter plead a like necessity. No—and a very proper one. Government ought 

Mr. Chairman, under every view I have been | to have nothing to do with the loss of the mer- 
able to take of the subject, it appears to me that | chant; in this all will agree. Will not thesame 
the petitioners are certainly entitled to relief, and | reasoning apply asto his gain? It appears to me 
under this impression I am disposed to give my | it will. What assistance does Government give 
vote against the report of the committee, and if | the merchant now? Not a single convoy, even 
the proposition mentioned by the honorable chair- | along shore ; not in a single instance have their 
man of that committee, for a general release in | vessels or property been convoyed; they are left 
all cases of American property, shall be brought | to their fate. They launch off into an ocean of 
forward, I will give it my firm support. uncertainty; their adventures have given you 

A1 3 o'clock the Committee rose, reported pro- | five million and a half of dollars, without which 
gress, and obtained leave to sit again. you must have resorted to a land tax to support 

On motion, the House adjourned. your war. The honorable Speaker, yesterday, 
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when on the floor, although for remitting in part, 
thought he must be in fashion, and give the mer- 
chants a shot, as he passed. In answer to.the 

entleman from South Carolina, who had men- 
tioned the distress of the seaports, he pointed you 
to their rich furniture and costly equipage.. Here, 
I thought, the honorable Speaker had forgotten 
himself, for if that was to be the criterion by 
which to squeeze money from the citizens, the 
Speaker would be squeezed very, hard, for I know 
of no man who rolls on the wheels of luxury in 
more magnificent style than does the honorable 
Speaker. At the last session of Congress, when 
the question was brought before the House, to 
allow the importation of British goods, I was op- 
posed to it, because I then thought it was impolitic 
in the extreme to relieve England in a case which, 
of all others, most distressed ber, that of confining 
her manufactures at home. In the present case 
the goods are here, and whether you take the ad- 
vantage of the bonds or not, remit or not, it is im- 
material to the British manufacturer ; he has got 
pay for them ; no advantage, therefore, which 
you may take of the bonds can injure your ene- 
my, except in those instances where the British 
merchant may haveconsigned to orders, in which 
case, 1am willing to admit, they are British goods 
until delivered, if shipped by a British subject. 
When the gentleman from Kentucky was up, in 
support of the report of the committee, after he 
had read over many letters from the merchants’ 
counting rooms and compared them, and attempt- 
ed to show their disagreements, but to no purpose, 
from the goodness of his heart he was pleased to 
carry the merchants into a court of chancery to 
examine their errors, in a case that could have no 
possible bearing on the question before the House. 
Sir, I ask for the merchant no such favor; [am wil- 
ling they should be tried by the rigid rales of law, 
not the mere letter of the law, but according to 
the spirit and true meaning thereof; and, for this 
purpose, I am willing to take the highest crime 
the law knows of, homicide: A man is found 
dead in the street, a coroner’s jury is summoned 
to inquire how the man came by his death, they 
bring ina verdict for wilful murder, the perpetra- 
tor is taken, the grand jury indict for wilful mur- 
der. Here, then, were no further proceeding to 
be bad in the case, the perpetrator must receive 
sentence of death. Both these juries have acted 
according to the letter of the law. But he has 
another chance for his life before an impartial 
jury, where be has a right to challenge all whom 
he may think has aught against him, to the 
amount of twenty-four, without giving a reason, 
and as many men as he can give to the court 
good reasons for challenging. Sir, I think if the 
merchants had ihe same right here, it would leave 
a very thin House. 

The jury is empannelled—this jury is to try 
the cause, according to law and the evidence 
given them. This I call the spirit aud intention 
of the law. In this action the jury may give 
either of their verdiets—if the killing was with- 
out excuse, they may give a verdict of guilty ; if, 
though violently attacked, it appears to the jury 


that the prisoner might have escaped without kill- 
ing his assailant, they may give a verdict for 
manslaughter ; or, if necessary to the saving his 
own life, the prisoner killed his assailant, they 
may give a verdict of not guilty: it being what 
the law calls excusable homicide. And this doc- 
trine of excusable homicide has beencarried much 
further. If a man in the street is pursued bya 
person, who, he thinks, has a design to kill or in- 
jure him, he may turn and kill his pursuer ; and, 
though on trial it turns out in evidence that the 
pursuer was innocent, if it appears to the jury 
that any circumstance or situation in which the 
prisoner stood, immediately antecedent to the 
killing, he had good grounds or reason for his 
suspicion, they may give in their verdict not guil- 
ty : this being, according to the spirit of the law, 
excusable homicide. This last case will, I appre- 
hend, be thought, by some of my hearers, a very 
extraordinary one; but I will put a case which, 
in a moment, will convince them: A man, hav- 
ing long black hair, paints himself like an Indian, 
to prevent their shooting him as he passes them 
in ambush; in his travelling through a wood, he 
hears an Indian yell; he starts: in his flight is 
discovered by a white man ahead, who, thinking 
himself pursued by an Indian, shoots him dead on 
the spot; will not every man excuse him ? 

Will this Committee refuse the merchant. as 
fair a chance as they would give to a man indict- 
ed for murder? Kind Heaven, forbid it! It 
cannot be so—this Temple of Freedom cannot so 
soon be thus polluted. Suffer me, then, to state 
the case of the merchants; and to show to this 
Committee that they are not guilty of those fac- 
tious and treasonable actions, which the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania was pleased to men- 
tion on Saturday, in the course of his observa- 
tions, But here I would remark that the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania acknowledges himself to 
have been in an error last session, in voting to ad- 
mit British goods, and has asked pardon of his 
constituents for the error he has committed. I 
have no doubt the gentleman then acted from the 
purest motives, and was as sure then that he was 
doing right, as he is now; but, having detected 
himself in an error last session, he ought to rec- 
ollect that, what has been may be again; and, 
however sanguiue thegentleman may now be, that 
he is right, in the opinion he has formed against 
the merchants, let him remember that the apostle 
Paul, through his over-zeal, thought he was doing 
God service when he persecuted the church of 
Christ. I mention these things to show how lia- 
ble mankind are to err, and how careful we ought 
to be when deciding on cases of great magnitude 
—we ought to divest ourselves of all interested 
motives, hear patiently, and decide with candor. 
The tax of the planter ought never to have been 
brought iuto this debate. These are considera- 
tions foreign from the question before the House. 
The real question before the House is, has the 
merchant violated the true spirit and meaning of 
the laws of his country? I wish to be understood 
as meaning those only who are American citi- 
Zens, and who imported only their own property; 
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" ' 1 
for those, I plead‘ not guilty. I willendeavor to 
show that they.are-as innocent as the man who 
killed his pursuer.: As to'a violation of the non- 
importation law—if such a law existed—sir, the 
non-importation law .was made to injure Eng- 
land, and to compel'her to:do us justice without 
resorting to arms—it did not answer the purpose 


—we were obliged to declare war, and, in the act: 


declaring war, I ám.of opinion that the non-im- 
portation law was absorbed or merged. If so, 
there canbe no. violation of a dead letter. To 
import, means tó bring in ; the law alluded to was 
fhadé-tó prevent the bringing in British manu- 
factured goods. When you declared war, every 
afféd ship, public and private, had a right, by 
the laws: of war, to bring in all kinds of goods 
manufactured in Great Britain or her dependen- 
cies ; and, unless you can show that the non-im- 


portation law issaved by some clause in the.act 


declaring war, it is superseded; and, if so, the 
citizens have a right by treaty to bring in their 
property for a given time after the war. ' But, sir, 
I will consider the case in another point of view; 
and, if you please, say the war did not do away 
the non-importation law, which was, as I before 
observed, made to injure England. Would she 
be injured by buying her goods, and paying for 
them, and leaving them within her reach, that 
sliemight, after being once paid, seize them, and 
thus make a double advantage? Certainly not. 
It'would be more in compliance with the spirit 
of the non-iniportation law, to bring them off, 
and in strict compliance with thedaws of war. 
But it has been said the merchant broke or vio- 
lated your laws, while in England. Sir, a mèr- 
chant.from this country has a right when in Eng- 
land, or any other country, to trade in any article 
of merchandise, not contrary to the law of the 
nation with whom he resides ; heis without your 
jurisdiction; your law cannot reach him for any- 
thing done there, unless you prove the intention, 
and that he carries it into effect. Hence, I con- 
clude that a man, when he buys goods, has as 
good a right to store them in his ship as in any 
other place. Nor will either the purchase or the 
putting them on board the ship, in another coun- 
try, prove that he had any intention to injure or 
violate the laws of his own country; all this 
might be done with an intention to send them to 
some other place, and. not to come home. Or, 
having stock in England, he chose to purchase 


goods and lay them by in order to be ready for. 


the first market at home, when his country should 
admit them. In all this, nobody will pretend 
there is any violation of our law. It is the way: 
in Which he has been brought up, and which he 
follows for the support of his family. Having a 
quantity of goods on hand, he waits patiently for 
the time—at length it arrives—the Orders in 
Council are revoked—he now leaps for joy—he 
looks into the non-importation law of the United 
States, and, by the second section, he finds it en- 
acted : 

“That in case Great Britain shall so revoke or mod- 
ify her edicts as that they shall cease to violate the 
neatral comnierce of tlie United States, the President: 


of the United States shall declare the fact by procla- 


‘mation, and such. proclamation shall be admitted as 


evidence, and no other evidence shall be admitted of 
such revocation. or modification, in any suit or prose- 
cution which may be instituted under the direction of 
the act to which this is a supplement. And the re- 
strictions imposed, or which may be imposed, by virtue 
of the said act, shall, from the date of such proclama- 
tion, cease and be discontinued.” | : ae l 

By this section of the law it is clear that the 
President was expected to revoke the law. The 
word “shall” is imperative on him. The law- 
commands him to proclaim it, and Mr. Monroe’s 
letter of July 26th, 1811, to Mr. Foster fully 
proves the President intended so to do. It cannot 
be misunderstood, for he says: E 

If Great Britain will cease-to violate the neutral 
rights of the. United States, by revoking her Orders in 
Council, on which event alone the:President has the 
power, I am.instructed to inform. you, that he will, 
without delay, exercise it by terminating the operation 
of this law." C. 

Sir, they were so revoked, and she did cease to 
violate our commerce, but the declaration of war 


.prevented the President from exercising the pow- 


er, had there been no.other obstacles in the way. 
Sir, we are to take mankind as we find them. 
Every man is not a lawyer, nor every merchant 
a statesman. A man who is continually busy in 
his mercantile affairs, cannot -be expected toun- 
derstand all the minute cireumstances which may 
occur; he understands the law just.as it reads ; 
he knows nothing of the war; and his reason tells 
him, after looking into the second section alluded 
to, and looking iato Mr. Monroe's letter, that, be- 
fore he can possibly get home with his goods, the 
non-importation law will be off. Notwithstand- 
ing all this burden of proof in his favor, he goes 
to Mr. Russell, and advises with him; he tells 
him to ship his goods; that he has.no doubt. of 
the revocation of our: law, by the Presidents 
proclamation, before they can possibly get home. 
And one other. proof is given in their comin 
with their goods, and delivering them to our offi 
cers, which, in my opinion, is as strong. as.any 
proof can be, in their favor; for no man in his 
right mind would set out from England to bring 
all he was worth with him, and deliver it bere, if- 
he expeeted the Government would take it from 
him. Is it possible that, with all this press of 
evidence in favor of a revocation, any man could. 
disbelieve it? I think-not.. Has he not asstrong ' 
ground for his belief as the man who killed his 
pursuer? It: was his belief that made it excusa- 
ble in him. Here, then, is the evidence on which 
the merchant founded his opinion. You cannot 
get clear of it. If, then, you believe he had just 
ground on whieh to form such an opinion, it is 
your duty, acting according to the true spirit of 
the law, to excuse him.. Should the decision be 
otherwise, I shall be obliged, in spite of myself,to 
believe the: merchants have not so many friends 
inthis House as I thought they had. With me, 
it is impossible; F never can. consent to condemn 
the innocent with the guilty; it is contrary both 
to the law of God and man. 
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Mr. Carnoon.—Mr. Chairman, the subject 
now under discussion was first brought under the 
notice of Congress, by the following paragraph 
in the President's Message at the commencement 
of the present session: “A considerable number 
tof American vessels, which were in England 
‘when the revocation of the Orders in Council 
* took place, were laden with British manufactures, 
? under an erroneous impression that the non-im- 
t portation act would immediately cease to oper- 
“ate, and have arrived in the United States. It 
* did not appear proper to exercise, on unforeseen 
‘cases of such magnitude, the ordinary power 
t vested in the Treasury Department to mitigate 
* forfeitures, without previously affording to Con- 
f gress an opportunity of making on the subject 
‘such provision asthey may think proper. In their 
* decision they will doubtless equally consult what 
* is due to equitable considerations and the public 
* interest.” So much of the Message as has been 
just read, was referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, Their report constitutes the subject 
of our present deliberation, and of which the fol- 
lowing is the material part: 

“That on the view of the whole subject, the Com- 
mittee are of opinion that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury has full power to remit or mitigate the penalties 
and forfeitures incurred, should an interposition in 
either way be called for by the circumstances of the 
case; and, therefore, recommend that it be 

*« Resolved, That it is inexpedient to legislate upon 
the subject, and that the petitions with the accompany- 
ing documents be referred to the Secretary of the 
Treasury.” 

My object in presenting to the view of this 
Committee the President’s Message and the re- 
port, is to call their attention to a total want of 
accordance between them. Itis almost an abuse 
of language to call it a report. A report ought to 
comprehend the subject of reference, and be to it 
asa conclusion is to its premises. On reading 
the report only, the natural conclusions would 
be, that we were consulted as lawyers and not as 
statesmen; tbat the point of doubt in the Execu- 
tive mind turned on the construction of our acts, 
and not on what justice, humanity, and sound 
policy demand. The report informs us, that 
the Secretary of the Treasury has power to remit 
or mitigate the penalties incurred, and from this 
fact it draws that negative proposition on which 
we are now deliberating. [t is not a little curi- 
ous to observe how formally and fully the Com- 
mittee have decided on this power of the Treas- 
ury Department, doubted neither by the President 
or Secretary, nor indeed by any one; while they 
overlook those interesting considerations, towards 
which the Executive has directed the attention 
of Congress, “what is due to equitable considera- 
tions and to the publie interest," ia relation to 
“unforeseen cases of such magnitude.” "They are 
in truth cases of magnitude. Twenty millions 
of property await your decision, a sum equal to 
nearly half of the annual export of this country, 
and quite equal to the entire export in the best 
years of the whole country between Washington 
and New Orleans. It is difficult to realize mag- 


nitude when expressed. in numbers only. To 
form a just conception we must aggregate the 
whole, annual products of cotton, rice, and tobac- 


.co, with a large proportion of the breadstuffs of 


this country. I would behappy to know on what 
principle of policy or reason so large an amount 
is to he left to.the decision of any individual. Is 
more wisdom, more virtue or public confidence, 
to be found in the Treasury Department, than in 
the assembled Representatives of the nation ? 
What, sir, constitutes a feature in this report 
still more extraordinary and objectionable, is the 
apparent understanding between the Committee 
and the Treasury Department. They coyly re- 
fuse to recommend any positive act of legislation, 


‘while they indirectly intimate what they wish 


and expect the Secretary of the Treasury to do; 
or, in other words, we are called on really and 
virtually to legislate, while we are informed that 
it is improper so to do. For, among the docu- 
ments reported by the Committee of Ways and 
Means, as forming the basis of their opinion, is a 
letter of the Secretary of the Treasury of the 23d 
of November, which contains the following para- 
graph: “Upon the whole, I continue in the opin- 
“ion, submitted with great deference to the Com- 
‘mittee, that one-half of the forfeitures which 
* would otherwise fall to the collectors ought to 
* be remitted; but that with respect to the one- 
* half belonging to the United States, justice to the 
t community requires, that when remitted, at least 
‘an equivalent may be secured to the public for 
* the extra profit beyond that on common export- 
‘ations, which arises from the continuation of 
‘the non importation act.” Here, sir, the opin- 
ion of the Secretary is explicitly stated relative 
to these unforeseen cases of such magnitude, and 
the conclusion is irresistible, that the Committee 
in referring them to his decision must have ap- 
proved of it. 

The true question, then, before the Committee, 
is not to be found in that negative resolution re- 
ported by the Committee, that it is inexpedient 
to legislate on these cases ; butin that part of the 
letter of the Secretary of the Treasury which I 
have just read. Yes, we are now deliberating, 
in effect, whether it is proper to exact of the mer- 
chants their extra profit; and whether this ought 
to be done through the agency of the Treasury 
Department. I presume, the truth of this opinion 
will not be controverted ; should it, however, am- 
ple proof will be found in almost every sentence 
of the reportand the speeches of the gentlemen in 
support of it. They are literally compounded of 
laborious investigations to ascertain the extra 
profit of the merchants on their late importations. 

Now, sir, without pretending to controvert the 
policy of taking the extra profit, I do assert, that 
it cannot be legally effected through the Secreta- 
ry of the Treasury. It exceeds his powers. The 
non-importation law, under which the forfeitures 
accrued, refers to the act of 1797 to ascertain the 
powers of the Secretary in relation to cases of 
this kind. On reference to that act, his power 
will be found to be strietly a mitigating and re- 
mitting power, and has for its object the remedy 
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of an imperfection incidental to all human laws. 
The best worded act must comprehend many 
cases within the letter, that are not within its. 
spirit or inteation, In every well regulated gov- 
ernment, an equity exists somewhere to remedy 
this object; to mitigate the rigor of thelaw. The 
act of 797, for greater security of the revenue, vests 
this power in relation to-our revenue laws in the 
head of the Treasury, Department. The real ob- 
ject of those laws is to punish only the negligent 
or wilful violators; but, like other penal acts, they 
are couched in general terms, and comprehend 
those who by necessity or ignorance violate 


them. That the Treasury might be secured and. 


the law at the same time administered in its spirit 
aud intention only, and not its letter, this power 
was delegated to the Secretary of the Treasury. 
To establish the correctness of this exposition, I 
will read the act of 97: . . 

"[Here Mr. C. read the act.] 

‘ Now, sir, though I admit, with the report “that 
the Secretary of the Treasury has power to mit- 
igate or remit," I do most unequivocally deny, 
that he has legal power to effect what is proposed 
to be done by the Committee, to levy the extra 
profit. The two powers are most essentially dif- 
ferent. The one is of a judicial and equitable 
character, and has for its object guilt or inno- 
cence; the other that of assessment or taxation, 
and has for its object not guilt or innocence, but 
profit. The latter js strictly a moneyed transac- 


tion; the former relates to the administration of 


the penal laws of the country. "The one is ad- 
ministered in perfection, when due regard is had 
to all the circumstances as they constitute guilt 
or innocence, and, the law applied accordingly ; 
the other, when proper and correct estimate is 
made of the usual profits of trade and that on the 
late importation ; and the difference only levied. 

The power of the Secretary under the act of 
1797 is not arbitrary, to be exercised or not, ac- 
eording to his pleasure; but he is bound to exer- 
cise it according to the rules of a sound discre- 
tion: if guilt appears he cannot withhold the 
law; if innocent he cannotapply it. The effects 


of the two powers strongly mark their contrarie- 


ty. When circumstances of guilt or innocence 
only govern the Treasury in the exercise of this 
power, the consequence is love and reverence for 
the laws; but, if they are neglected, and the prof- 


it of the merchants only regarded, in the place of 


those sentiments will be disgustand hatred. You 
may, indeed, have a full Treasury, but you will 
find empty affections. More need not be said, I 
hope, to prove that the extra profit cannot be 
taken from the merchants under the power of the 
Treasury Department to mitigate or remit for- 
feitures; It is essentially a taxation; and not 
only is not delegated to the Secretary of the 
Treasury by the act of 1797, but cannot be by 
any act of ours. Itis a power which the Con- 
stitution has sacredly deposited in Congress. It 
is incommunicable. Iam aware, that the extra 
profit may be taken under the semblance of the 
mitigating power; that the forfeiture may be re- 
duced to it. But this cannot change the nature 


of the transaction. The question will still be, is 
it a moneyed transaction, or a fair administration 
of the penal laws of the country? Is the object 
profit, or the exeeution of the laws? The cir- 
cumstances of the case will readily decide its 
character. . Profit and justice are not easily con- 
founded. . It is not an unusual thing for power to 
assume a guise; and even to-appear to be the 
very opposite to what.it really is. - I impute no 
blame to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
They have overlooked the character of the pow- 
er. which they wish the Secretary of the Treasu- 
ry to exercise. It is an act of inadvertence, but 
is not the less on that account to be resisted. Pre- 
cedent is a dangerous thing; and it is not unu- 
sual for executive power, even unknown to those 
who exercise it, to make.encroachments of this 
kind. What has been the end of all free govern- 
ments, but open force, or the gradual undermin- 
ing of the legislative by the executive power ? 
The peculiar construction of ours by no means 
exempts us from this evil; but, on the contrary, 
were It not for the habits of the people, would 
naturally tend that way. The operation of this 
Government is an interesting problem. I wish 
to see the whole in full possession of its primitive 
power, but all of the parts confined to their re- 
spective spheres. These, sir, are my reasons for 
rejecting the report of the committee. 

I know it will be said, that it is much easier 
to censure than to advise; to reject the report 
than to point out. what ought to be done. Iam 
ready to acknowledge it, and to confess, that I 
have felt much solicitude and difficulty on this 
subject. But the view which the committee has 
presented has constituted no part of my embar- 
rassment, lam entirely adverse to taking any 
part of the extra profit, whether through the 
agency ofthe Treasury Department or this House, 

If our merchants are innocent, they are weleome 
to their good fortune ; if guilty, I scorn to parti- 
cipate in its profit. I will never consent to make 
our penal code the basis of our ways and means; 
or to establish a partnership between the Trea- 
sury and the violators of the non-importation law. 
The necessity of causing our. restrictive system 
to be respected, while in. existence, and the dif- 
ficulty of applying its penalties to “cases of such 
magnitude," constitute my embarrassment. On 
the one hand if the law should be enforced, thou- 
sands will be involved in ruin; on the other, if 
an act of grace should be done, your restrictive 
system will be endangered. Had the conduct of 
the merchants been dictated by any open contempt 
ofthe laws, or it had been entirely free from 
blame, our course would have been plain. None 
would have hesitated in the one case to have let the 
vengeance of the law fall on the guilty ; or in the 
other to extend its protection to the innocent. I 
am ready to acknowledge, that the importers were 
not sufficiently circumspect and guarded. The 
nature of the restrictive system, the posture of af- 
fairs, the recent decision of this House on a mo- 
tion to repeal the non-importation act, ought to 
have put them on their guard. Candoralso com- 
pels me to state, that I cannot admit any argu- 
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ments on this question to prove the impolicy of 
the non-importation act ; or the advantages to the 
community from the late importation. I can 
never admit as apology for the violation of the 
jaw, what was considered as an insufficient rea- 
son for its suspension, and cannot doubt that even 
the worst of laws ought to be respected. 

But, sir, the difficulty on the other side appears 
to me more formidable. An indiscriminate for- 
feiture would, I fear, not be considered as punish- 
ment. Itwould be thought oppression. Punish- 
ment, by the infliction of a partial evil, proposes 
to avoid a greater; by making some the subjects 
of its pains, to make all of its terror. The cul- 
prits in this case are too numerous for example; 
particularly as the infraction of the law is ofa 
doubtful character. This is by no means an un- 
precedented case; numbers have often brought 
impunity. It is so in the worst of crimes; even 
in treason, where in some instances a considerable 
portion of the community is involved. Some 
gentlemen who have felt this embarrassment, have 
proposed to distinguish for punishment the head 
and leaders of this infraction of the law. My 
friend from Kentucky (the Speaker) has made 
two favored classes; the purchasers of British 
goods before the 2d of February, 1811, and the 
shippers before the 1st of August last; that is, be- 
fore the declaration of war was heard in England. 
The first class is favored from a supposed inno- 
cence of purchase ; the other from innocence of 
shipments. It is not necessary to prove the error 
of this discrimination. If true, it does not extend 
as far asit ought to do. For, if innocence of 
purchase isa sufficient reason for exemption, how 
can we condemn the goods purchased before the 
lst of August? For if shipments might be made 
before that period, surely purchase might; and 
if the last, then, according to the distinction in 
favor of purchasers before the 2d of February, 
they also ought to be exempted from the forfeit- 
ures. The cases then are too uniform for dis- 
crimination; and nothing remains, but to con- 
demn or acquit the whole. I feel myself com- 
pelled to yield to the magnitude of the case. I 
cannot find it in me to reduce thousands to beg- 
gary by asingle stroke; nor do I suppose there 
is one in this House in favor of so stern a policy. 
I am ready to acknowledge, that an act of grace 
will weaken the non-importation law; but that 
isa less evil than the alienation of the whole 
mercantile class. It is left to us to regret, that 
the wise foresight of my two honorable friends 
and colleagues was not adopted the last session. 
It was then proposed to suspend the law for the 
introduction: of this very property; but it was 
borne down by the clamor ofthe day. Had that 
been done, we would not have been reduced to 
the present state. Our laws would have been 
saved and our merchants contented. 

A subject, not necessarily involved in that un- 
der discussion, has been introduced by those who 
have preceded me in the debate. 
the example, I will be excused, I hope, in offering 


In imitation of 


tem to the extent to which it has been carried. 
My objection, however, is neither against the in- 
equality, or the greatness of its pressure. It is 
the duty of every section to bear whatever the 
general interest may demand; and I, sir, am 
proud in representing a people pre-eminent in the 
exercise of this virtue. Carolina makes no com- 
plaint about the difficulties of the times. If she 
feels embarrassments, she turns her indignation 
not against her own Government, but against the 
common enemy. She. make no comparative es- 
timate of her sufferings: with the other States. 
She would be even proud to be pre-eminent in 
suffering, if by that the general good could be 
promoted, and this day she presents the magnan- 
imity of gaining union and energy by the pres- 
sure; and so far from growing tired of the restric- 
tive system, or war, as intimated by the gentleman 
from Kentucky, that she would willingly bear 
asuperadded embargo, if the public interest should 
demand it. But, sir, my objections are of a gen- 
eral and national character. Your character, 
your Government, and country, forbid a resort to 
this system for a redress of wrongs. ` It requires 
a sternness of execution approaching despotism. 
It first creates a vast premium for its violation 5 ` 
and then has to combat with the speculation, the 
cupidity, and capital, of the whole mercantile 
class. "To render its execution perfect, you must 
not only repress the fraud, but the speculations of 
the merchants; particularly that which is founded 
on the coursé of political events. The subject 
before us is in point; and you will from the same 
cause be involved in this very dilemma annually, 
even more frequently, should the Treasury par- 
ticipate in the profit. To render your system 
perfect, you must imitate its successful execution 
in another country. Bonaparte is the only man 
who has a perfect knowledge ofits genius. Burn- 
ing and confiscation are the only effectual secu- 
rities. A partial execution involves the most per- 
nieious consequences. The conclusion is irresis- 
tible. The system does not suit you. You are 
too enterprising—too free—and your coast too 
extended, with too many indentations of rivers, 
bays, and harbors. The effects of a few years’ 
operation will change your mercantile character. 
Insuch a state of things the honest merchant must 
retire. He cannot live. His place will not be 
unoccupied. The desperate adventurer and the 
smuggler will succeed. Unaided by the virtue of 
the citizens, no law, however severe its sanction, 
will be able to stem the torrent. There is indeed 
one species of restrictions, which, in a British 
war, ought never to be neglected. Whatever pres- 
sure can be produced on her manufacturing and 
commereial interest through heavy duties ought 
to be effected. The reason is obvious—it is both 
restriction and revenue. So much of the capital 
of this country is turned towards foreign com- 
merce, that you cannot safely neglect this source 
of revenue. Nor is its restrictive character in- 
considerable. The assertion may seem strange; 
but I believe it to be the highest practieal and 


my sentiments on the restrictive system. It is|continued pressure that can be produced. To 
known that Í have not been a friend to that sys- | say nothing of the perpetual violation of an en- 
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tire prohibition by smuggling, it is subject to oc- 
casional relaxations, by which the country be- 
comes inundated, with British goods. At the 
end of the last session, I recommended high duties 
as a substitute for the non-importation act. Un- 
der that system, the quantity of goods imported 
would not have been greater than it now is; but 
your Treasury’ would have ‘been much better re- 
plenished. ` Nor should we have had the present 
contest about extra profits. It would have passed 
into the’ Treasury under the shape of duties. 
High duties have no pernicious effects; and are 
consistent with the genius of the people and the 
institutions of the country. It is thus we would 
combine in the greatest degree the active resources 
of.the country with pressure on the manufactures 
of the enemy. Your Army and Navy would feel 
: the animating effect. The war would not sicken 
‘the patriot’s hope, and defeat some of its most 
valuable anticipated consequences. You would 
have the means of filling the ranks of the. regu- 
lars; and would no longer rely on the hazardous 
aid of volunteers and militia. Victory, peace, 
and national honor, I was going to say glory, but 
experience has taught me how that word is re- 
ceived, in this House, would be the welcomed re- 
sult of a vigorous war. Burt, sir, if we must have 
one or the other, either all war or all restriction, 
I would prefer the former. Suppose either would 
bring the enemy to our terms; even in their vic- 


tory they are unequal. By restriction you have: 


nothing but the success; but the assertion of onr 
national, rights. by arms. creates those qualities 
which amply compensate for the privation and 
expense incidental to that state. Admit that the 
Tripolitans could have been coerced to terms by. 
non-importation acts, and that we had resorted 
to restriction rather than arms; could we have 
this day boasted of our naval victories? The 
Mediterranean war was the school of our naval 
virtue. It has elevated the hopes of our country. 
We may now look forward to the day with con- 
fidence, when we shall be no longer insulted and 
injured on the high road of nations with impu- 
nity. Besides, the non-importation, as a redress 
of wrongs, is radieally defective. You may meet 
commercial restrictions with commercial restric- 
tions; but you cannot safely confront premedi- 
tated insult and injury with commercial restric- 
tions alone. I utter not this from the fervor of 
my feelings, but it is the deliberate result of my 
best judgment. It sinks the nation in its own 
estimation ; it counts for nothing what is ulti- 
mately connected with our best hopes—the union 
of these States. Our Union cannot safely stand: 
on the cold calculation of interest alone. It is 
too weak to withstand political conyulsions. We 
cannot without hazard neglect that which makes 
man live to be a member of an extensive .com- 
munity—the love of greatness—the consciousness 
of strength. So long as an American is.a proud 
name, we are safe; but that day we are ashamed 
of it, the Union is more than half destroyed. 

The Committee rose, reported progress and ob- 
tained leave to sit again. And the House ad- 
journed. , 
12th Cox. 2d Szss.—11 


WipnEsDAY, December 9.. 
BONDS OF THE MERCHANTS. 


‘The House again resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole, on the report of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, on the subject of mer- 


chants’ bonds. ` 


-Mr. Bins said he was sensible of the unfavor- 
able circumstances, both in relation to himself 
personally and to the Committee, under which he 


-should endeavor to present his views of the sub- 


ject before them. His strength, enfeebled, as it 
was, would not enable him to discuss the ques- 
tion in the manner, and to the extent he desired; . 
nor, considering íhe time already occupied in de- 
bate, could he be unmindful of the regard which 
was due to the patience of that body. . But, be- 
ing a member of the Committee of Ways and, 
Means, and concurring in their report, it'became 
his duty to aid in its defence to the extent of his 
ability. “Yes, [ did concur if this report; a re- 
port which has been denounced as unprecedented. 
and alarming; as vesting legislative powers in 
the Secretary of the Treasury over forty mil- 
lions of property; as degrading to. the parties 
whose interests are concerned ; and, as calculated 
to alienate the affections of one third of the peo- 
ple of this country. - Sir, I admire the eloquence 
with which the report has been. assailed; but 
neither the argument, nor the temper in which 
they have been urged, are calculated to convince 
or to conciliate. . While gentlemen demand the 
rejection of the report, upon the ground of con- 
ciliation more than for any otlier reason, they 
present a spectacle too often witnessed—precept 
and example at war with each other. The in- 
terest of your citizens residing. on the seacoast 
are arrayed against those of the people of the 
interior, and the Representatives of the nation 
are charged with having sacrificed the one for 
the benefit of the other. We are told of the im- . 
position of double duties during the last session 
of Congress, without, at the same time, resorting 
to internal taxes; and it-is said, that as the peo- 
ple on the seaboard pay more than their propor- 
tion, the operation of this species of taxation, is 
unequal and unjust. Admitting that, in.propor- 
tion to population, more of foreign articles are 
consumed in your seaport towns and their vieini- 
ties, and of course a greater proportionate amount 
of the duties paid than in the interior, yet when 
we inquire for whose immediate benefit the rev- 
enue thus collected is expended, the subject as- 
sumes a different aspect. For whose immediate 
benefit, let me ask, are the millions annually ex- 
pended on fortifications, ships, &c.? Is it for the 
defence of the people of the interior? No, sir; 
and yet they never have complained. lam un- 
willing to’ pursue these unpleasant distinctions, 
but I assert, as a fact which cannot be contro- 
verted, that if the relative propottions of daties 
paid by the different districts of the country be 
fairly estimated and compared with the objects 
of the public expenditures, your citizens on the 
seaboard would be debtors to a very large amount, 


‘But, says the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
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(Mr. Ricuarpson,) the National Legislature has 
been pouring out vials of wrath upon the mer- 
chants, while the planter and the farmer have 
been prosperous and happy. The interest of the 
merchantalone, he contends, has been disregarded 
and abandoned. Does the-gentleman recollect. 
that we are at war, and for what we are at war? 
Are the interests of the merchants not concerned 
in the contest we are prosecuting? For what 
object, and for whose immediate benefit, I ask, 
do the blood and treasure of the nation at this 
moment flow? For the maintenance of our na- 
tional rights on the ocean; for the immediate 
benefit of the merchant. With such evidence 
before them, the charge of hostility to commerce 
will not be believed by the American people. 

I will now proceed, Mr. Chairman, to exam- 
inethe question which is directly before the Com- 
mittee. I shall endeavor to show that the report 
upon your table involves no new principle ; vests 
no new powers in the Secretary of the Treasury; 
affords no reasonable ground of complaint to the 
parties whose interests are concerned; and that 
it proposes the proper and only practicable mode 
of attaining the purposes of justice. 

To make out this case, I must be permitted to 
recapitulate the circumstances connected with it. 
For yar past, the indisputable rights of the na- 
tion have been habitually violated by the bellige- 
rents of Europe. As a means of security and 
retaliation, the restrictive system was adopted, 
and has been pursued under diferent modifica- 
tions. The non-importation act is now in oper- 
ation. The penalty annexed to the violation of 
its provisions, is a forfeiture of the vessel and 
cargo, and treble their value. The President was 
authorized to discontinue the act whenever Great 
Britain should revoke or so modify her edicts, as 
that they should cease to violate the neutral com- 
merce of the United States. Such was the ẹx- 
tent of distress produced by this exclusion of 
British merchandise from the American market, 
that on the 23d of June last, the Orders in Coun- 
cil were so modified as that they would have 
ceased to violate the neutral commerce of this 
country. But war having been preyiously de- 
clared against Great Britain, and, consequently, 
being no longer a neutral nation, the authority 
formerly vested in the Executive to put an end 
to the restrictive system had ceased to exist. 
Immediately after the modification of the Orders 
in Council, however, merchandise to a very large 
amount was shipped from Great Britain, and has 
arrived within the ports of the United States. 
Such merchandise was seized and libelled by the 
collectors in conformity to law, but has been re- 
stored to the claimants by the courts, on their 
giving bonds for its appraised value. In this sit- 
uation, the importers ask of Congress a total re- 
mission of the penaities and forfeitures they have 
incurred. "Those whose goodsleft England before 
the declaration of war was known there, urge, as 
an equitable consideration in their favor, the ab- 
sence of intention to violate the law. Those who 
shipped afterwards rely solely on the mercy of 
Congress. I readily admit, sir, that there are 


extenuating ‘circumstances, which may be plead 


in behalf of the first class; but the plea of no in- 
tention to violate the law cannot be sustained, 


except upon the ground of ignorance of the law, 
which is at all times inadmissible, aud which 


especially cannot be presumed in the present case. 


The statute provided, that whenever Great Brit- 
ain should so revoke or modify her edicts, as that 
they should cease to violate the neutral com- 
merce of the United States, the President should 
declare the fact by proclamation, and the non- 
importation act should cease and be discontinued, 
not from the time of the modification or revoca- 
tion of the British edicts,) but “from the date of 
such proclamation? The law also provides that 
the putting merchandise on board any vessel in 
a British port, with intent to import the same, 
shall subject the party to all its penalties. It is 
obvious, therefore, that as the merchandise lately 
imported was shipped from a British port before 
intelligence could reach this country of the modi- 
fication of the Orders in Council, and conse- 
quently before the President could issue his proc- 
Jamation, no rational expectation could be enter- 
tained that the importations would be lawful. 
Such an expectation would have had for its 
foundation an impossibility. Yet, there was rea- 
sonable ground to expect that the modification 
of the Orders in Council would produce a cor- 
responding departure from our restrictive system, 
and that, having attained its object, the Govern- 
ment would readily remit all forfeitures and pen- 
alties that might be incurred. On this part of 
the subject, however, I shall speak hereafter. The 
law which has been thus violated by the petition- 
ers, gives discretionary power to the Secretary of 
the Treasury to remit or mitigate all penalties 
and forfeitures which should be incurred under 
it, if unaccompanied with fraud or wilful negli- 
gence. Thesame power was vested in the Treas- 
ury Department, under the Administration of 
General WasniNcTox, in relation to all viola- 
tions of the revenue laws, and it has been con- 
tinued ever since. In consequence, however, of 
the magnitude of the present case, the Secretary 
of the Treasury thought proper to suspend the 
exercise of his authority, until an opportunity 
should be afforded to Congress of giving the sub- 
ject whatever direction they pleased. Your Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, aiter the most ma- 
ture deliberation, have submitted, as their report, 
that, “on a view of the whole subject, the Sec- 
t retary of the Treasury has full power to remit or 
‘ mitigate the penalties and forfeitures incurred, 
* should an interposition in either way be called 
t for by the circumstances of the case ; and that it 
‘is inexpedient to legislate upon the subject.” 
This course of proceeding, so far from being un- 
precedented or novel, is sanctioned by the uni- 
form practice under every Administration. Soon 
after the commencement of this Government, it 
was found indispensable to vest, somewhere, the 
power to remit or mitigate forfeitures and penal- 
ties incurred under the revenue laws, according 
to the extenuating circumstances of the case; and 
that power has been vested in the Secretary of 
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the Treasury. From the nature of his duties, he 
necessarily becómes acquainted with the arts em- 
ployed: to elude. the laws, whose execution he 
superintends; he is, therefore, the better quali- 


fied to detect the motives which may have led 


to a violation of those laws, and, consequently, to 
determine correctly in what cases relief ought to 


be, extended. |. Another advantage is attained 


which is highly:important in all cases affecting 


private rights—uniformity of decision. Under 
this system, your laws have hitherto been exe- 


cuted without objections or complaint. And are 


terms.to be so perverted now, that the power to 
remit or, mitigate a penalty legally incurred, is to 
be construed into an odious species of legislative 
power over the property of your citizens? Sir, it 
possesses no more the character.of a legislative 
power than does the pardoning power vested in 
the Executives of the respective States, nor in 
any point of view is it more objectionable. In 


both instances, the power is vested in an individ- 


“ual, and surely the principle cannot be varied by 
the title of the officer. Gentlemen appear to have 


forgotten the acknowledged fact, that the peti- 


tioners are violators of law, and have incurred its 
penalties; and they blend the discretionary au- 
thority of the Secretary of the Treasury to remit 
or mitigate those penalties, with the power to in- 
flict punishment, which, in its nature and object, 
is.totally distinct. It is, however, contended, that, 
notwithstanding the power of.remission and mit- 
igation has been vested in the Treasury Depart- 
ment under.all administrations, yet the law giv- 
ing this general authority never contemplated. 
cases like the present. Permit me to remark, 
that the fallacy of this suggestion is proved by 
the fact, that a provision of the very statute which 
the petitióners have violated, does, in express 
terms, delegate to the Secretary of the Treasury 
the same remitting power over fines, forfeitures, 
and penalties, incurred under it, with which he 
is clothed by a permanent law in relation to vio- 
lations of the revenue laws generally. It is true, 
as has been said, that the President has referred 
this case to Congress ; but what does he say? 
“A. considerable number of American vessels, 
* which were in England when the revocation 
* of the Orders in Council took place, were. laden 
* with British manufactures under an erroneous 
‘impression that the non-importation act would 
* immediately cease to operate, and have arrived 
‘in the United States. It did not appear proper 
* to exercise on unforeseen cases of such magni- 
‘tude the ordinary powers vested in the Treas- 
* ury Department to mitigate forfeitures, without 
* previously affording to Congress an opportunity 
* of making on the subject such provision asthey 
‘may think proper.” Here the power of the 
Secretary of the Treasury over the case is admit- 
ted, and it is distinguished from other eases, not 
by a difference of principle, but by its unforeseen 
magnitude alone. . 

No opinion is expressed, or fairly deducible, 
that we ought to legislate upon the subject. . The 
President has oniy said that, for the reason as- 
signed, he deemed it respectful to the Represent- 


SSS 7 
atives of the nation to suspend the exercise of the 
authority vested in the Treasury Department. 
No obligation is imposed on this body; other than 
to determine whether. or not it be expedient to 
adopt any new provisions for the case ; dnd, in 
deciding that question, we are left to the dictates 
of our own judgments. The unforeseen magni- 
tude. of the case may-have: justified the-course 
pursued by the President; and yet furnish no sub- 
stantial arsument against the report of the com- 
mittee. Because the Executive has thought 
proper to manifest his respect for the will of the 
Legislature, it does not follow, therefore, that thé 
Secretary of the Treasury-should be divested of- 
the power. he ‘has so long possessed, and which 
has been exercised to the satisfaction of all par- 
ties. We are not called upon to decide whether 
the President ought to have referred the subject 


‘to Congress, nor should the fact of his having 


done so.influence our decision. He determined 
what was his duty, and we are the judges of ours. 
Without, therefore, questioning the propriety of 
his conduct, the committee. have submitted the 
Opinion, that the present case should take the course 
which has been uniformly given to all others of a ` 
like nature, We consider the rights of an individual 
as sacred as the rights of thousands; the prop- 
erty of the one entitled to as much security as 
the property of the many. We say the magni- 
tude of the case does not vary the principle—uni- 
formity of decision is essential to the purposes of 
justice.. If, therefore, it be no invasion of. the 
rinciples of civil liberty, that the power vested 
in the Treasury Department is exercised in rela- 
tion to violations of law committed by one, the 
number cannot make it otherwise. And, allow 
me to add that, if any further evidence of the 
correctness of the report could have been desired, 
it has been fully supplied by the discussion in which 
we are engaged. Gentlemen urge the necessity 
of taking this case from the established tribunal; 
and yet, if they shall succeed, scarcely any two. 
agree how it should. be decided. It is obvious,’ 
therefore, that a majority cannot be had in favor 
of any decision which conforms to their ideas of 
justiee individually, or which is not, according 
to their respective views of the subject, necessa- 
rily compounded of right and wrong. Iam, in- 
deed, astonished that this debate. alone has not 
produced the conviction that a legislative body 
is not calculated for the investigation and deter- 
mination of cases like the present. If; however, 
we are to Investigate in this way on the estab- 
lished usages of the Government, it is apparent. 
that our session must be perpetual; and that the 
enforcement of the laws of the country, so far 
from being directed by any uniform rule, will 
depend on the party feelings and party circum- 
stances of the day., From the extraordinary di- 
versity. of sentiment exhibited on the present oc- 
casion, we may.infer what would have been the 
situation of Congress, had they undertaken to 
decide the numerous cases of a similar nature 
heretofore determined by the Treasury Depart- 
ment. And yet those cases have been decided, 


unquestionably, by some uniform rule, and, cer- 
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tainly; without murmur or complaint. ' But, sir, say, therefore, that the construction wliich has 


itis contended by the gentleman from South. 
Carolina (Mr. Carnoum,) that the reference 
proposed by the report. is to vest the Secreta- 
ry of the "Treasury with unconstitutional legis- 
lative power to levy a tax. If I understood the 
course of his argument, it was this—that, on 
application by 2 party who has incurred fines, 
penalties, or forfeitures, to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, he is authorized to inquire only into 
the fact whether there be wilful negligence or 


fraud, and to decide accordingly ; that he is to’ 


look at the character of the violation of the law, 
and not at its consequences upon the community. 
The gentleman infers from the points particular- 
ly investigated by the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and the letter of Mr, Gallatin to that com- 
mittee, tbat the question of fraud or wilful negli- 
gence constitutes no part of the inquiry ; that the 
question appears to be, what extra profits have 
accrued to the petitioners in consequence of the 
existence of the law they have violated ; that it 
is in the nature of the assessment of a tax, and, 
therefore, belongs exclusively to the Legislature. 
I must be permitted, Mr. Chairman, to deny the 
premises and the conclusions of the gentleman 
from South Carolina, and I shall be sustained by 
the statute delegating the power of remission to 
the Treasury Department. After direeting the 
mode in which cases may be brought before that 
tribunal, it provides: “who (referring to the Sec- 
t retary of the Treasury) shall thereupon have 
* power to mitigate or remit such fine, forfeiture, or 
* penalty, or remove such disability, or any part 
* thereof, if, in his opinion, the same shall have 
* been incurred without wilful negligence or any 
* intention of fraud in the person or persons incur- 
‘ring the same.” Now, sir, what is the plain, ob- 
vious construction of this provision? The Sec- 
retary of the Treasury is vested with a conditional 
pardoning power. He is authorized to exercise 
in the first place the judicial function of deter- 
mining from the facts and circumstances whether 
there has been wilful negligence or any intention 
of fraud; and upon the decision of that question 
depends his subsequent authority. If he believes 
there has been wilful negligence or fraud, he has 
no power under the law to remit or mitigate ; 
and it is in the absence of these only he is per- 
mitted to extend relief. The expression of wil- 
ful negligence or fraud, which is so construed as 
to constitute the delegation of power, is in facta 
limitation upon the power which would have 
been given, had that expression been omitted. To 
prove this position, I will recur to the law. 
* Who (referring to the Secretary of the Treasu- 
“ry) shall thereupon have power to mitigate or 
* remit such fine, forfeiture, or penalty, or remove 
‘such disability or any part thereof.” Here, 
there is unquestionably the delegation of an un- 
qualified, unlimited power of mitigation or remis- 
sion; and the following concluding part of the 
sentence imposes a restriction upon it: “If in his 
t opinion the same shall have been incurred with- 
* out wilful negligence or any intention of fraud 
t jn the person or persons incurring the same.” J 


been given to the law is perfectly inconsistent 
with its provisions; that, so far from the fact of 
wilful negligence or fraud, or the character of the 
Offence, constituting the only question for the 
consideration of the Secretary of the Treasu- 
ry in the exercise of his pardoning power— 
that power does not commence until after the 
ascertainment of that fact. It being ascertained 
that the party who has incurred a penalty is 
not guilty of wilful negligence or fraud, then 
the condition of the discretionary authority vest- 
ed in the Secretary of the Treasury 1s fulfilled, 
and he *shall thereupon have power to miti- 
gate or remit,” &c. Thea it is he has the 
“power” of pardon, but is still the judge whether 
it shall be exercised at all, and to what extent. 
If it were intended that in the absence of wilful 
negligence and fraud he should have no discre- 
tion, the words of the law would have been im- 
perative. Instead of giving “the power,” they 
would have directed under such circumstances à 
remission of all fines, forfeitures, and penalties in- 
curred. So very different, however, is the provi- 
sion of the law, that the Secretary of tlie Treas- 
ury is not only the judge whether he will inter- 
pose his merciful authority at all; but whether 
it shall be exercised in the form of total remis- 
sion or of mitigation. This latter discretion is 
inconsistent with the idea, that in the absence of 
wilful negligence or fraud he is bound to remit. 
In determining, therefore, on the extent of relief 
which shall be afforded, it is not only his right, 
but his bounden duty, to examine the circum- 
stances of the case in all these relations. 

Sir, neither the inquiries of a committee nor 
the letter of Mr. Gallatin can affect the provi- 
sions of your statute. The Secretary has, or he 
has not, a discretionary power under the statute, 
and that must be decided by the provisions of the 
statute alone. If I have shown that the pardon- 
ing power is vested in the Treasury Department 
in eases only where the parties have not been 
guilty of wilful negligence or fraud, and that it 
is a discretionary power, it follows conclusively 
that the character of the offence is not the only 
subject for consideration ; but that the benefit the 
offender has derived from his offence, and its con- 
sequences upon the community, are to be regard- 
ed. The object of punishment is the prevention 
of crimes; and it is essential to that object that 
the pardoning power should not be so exercised 
as to make the violation of a law profitable to the 
offender. To avoid this, it necessarily becomes 
the duty of the Seeretary of the Treasury, in the 
exercise of his mitigating power, to have refer- 
ence to the profits which the party has gained 
from his disobedience. The distinction which 
has been drawn between this case and others of a 
like nature, by the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, in consequence of the course of the proceed- 
ings of the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
of the letter from Mr. Gallatin, is fairly resolva- 
ble into this: that the Secretary of the Treasury 
may, or may not, remit or mitigate as he shall 
thiak proper, provided his decision be influenced 
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by a particular train of reasoning; that the legal- 


ity or rather constitutionality of the act of remit- 
ting or refúsing to remit depends on the precise 
course of reasoning which the Secretary's mind 
happens to employ ; that, because the present pe- 
tiutoners have made enormous profits, amounting 
to a heavy tax: on the people, in consequence -of 

' the existence of the Jaw which they have violá- 
ted, therefore the Secretary is bound to remit the 
penalties they have incurred. 

Sir, the distinction of the gentleman is in my 
-apprehension utterly without foundation. The 
question is, have these violations of law been the 
result.of-wilful negligence or fraud ; if they have 
‘not (and it is on this plea that the cause of the 
‘petitioners is defended) then their case is fairly 
before the Treasury Depattment; is precisely 
such a case as is contemplated by the statute to 
which I have referred, and is distinguished in no 
way (except by the number of individuals con- 
;cerned) from hundreds of cases which have been 
. decided by that tribunal. On this part of the sub- 
ject, Mr. Chairman, I must be permitted to go 
further. I contend, not only that the ‘Secretary 
of the Treasury has full powers over this case; 
but that Congress have not, and therefore ought 
not to legislate upon it. The revenue laws and 
.the act of non-importation vest one-half of the 

"fines, forfeitures, and penalties; incurred under 
them, in the persons who shall give information 
-of their infraction, and in certain officers; That 
half, I shall endeavor to show, is beyoud the legi- 
timate -control of the National Legislature. -In 
England the King has.thé general power of par- 
doning, and yet he cannot remit that part of any 
fine, forfeiture, or penalty, which is to accrue to 
informers. It is a principle of the common law, 
that the party giving information acquires a pri- 
vate property in the reward offered by penal stat- 
utes, and it is this principle alone which limits 
the pardoning power of the King in relation to 
the rights of informers. The doctrineis, that “he 
." cannot pardon an offence against a popular or 
‘penal statute after information brought, for 
* thereby the informer has acquired a private pro- 
‘perty ın his part or penalty." Shall it be said 
that private rights are less protected in this coun- 
-try than in England? The correctness . of the 
doctrine in its fullest extent has been adrnitted by 
the Speaker and the gentleman from South Ca- 
rolina, (Mr. Cugves,) but they have urged distin- 


guishing circumstances which, in their apprehen- | 


sion, render it inapplicable to the present case. 
The gentleman from South Carolina contends 
that itis distinguished from the cases in which 
the Crown cannot remit the informer’s part, by 
the circumstances, that the penalties in this case 
are to be recovered for the United States in the 
names of their officers, and that it is only in the 
- event of absolute recovery they acquire any pro- 
perty. Ifthe gentleman will refer to the siatute 
he will find prosecutions are not confined to the 
officers of Government, but that they may be in- 
stituted at the instance of informers. And if 
: they were so confined, I know of no principle of 
- law or reason which, under such circumstances, 


| power is reserved. 


^would make a distinction between the rights of 


an officer and an informer. The form of. prose- 
cution prescribed by the statute cannot affect the 
question. The fact that the right of property in 
the proportion of fines, penalties, or forfeitures, 
accruing to informers or collectors, isnot perfeeted 
until after’ absolute recovery, so far from being 
a distinguishing circumstance, is necessarily the 
case under all penal statutes, whether in England 
or in this country. But it does. not- follow that 
because the right of property is not perfect until. 
the prosecution is concluded, no right accrues 
from its commencement. Nor will it be contend- 
ed that a citizen can be arbitrarily divested of a 
qualified right with more propriety than of a per- 
feet right. But, says the gentleman, if the power 
of Congress is not complete, why delegate to the 
Secretary of the Treasury the disposition of that 
half of the penalties accruing to the United States. 
Sir, we do not propose to delegate any authority 
to the Secretary of the Treasury; we barely say 
it is inexpedient to take from him that which’ he 
already possesses. n d 

In our turn, we. ask, why take the case from 
the established tribunal which alone has compe- 
tent and ample jurisdiction, when your authority 
is thus limited? It is said by the honorable 
Speaker that, in England, the Crown cannot re- 
mit the informer’s part of a penalty; because the 
power of remission is not reserved in the law de- 
nouncing the penalty, but that, in our laws, ‘the 
This is an admission. that the 
persons. claiming one-half of a penalty or forfeit- 


. ure do acquire a private property from the com- 


mencement of prosecution, and that there is no 
power to divest them of it, except what is re- 
served by our laws. The question, therefore, 
which we have to examine is brought within very 
narrow limits— What power is reserved: by our 
laws? It is found in the provision which I have 
already had occasion to notice.in the course. of 
my remarks. It is the provision which delegates 
to the Secretary of the Treasury the power to 
remit, in whole, or in part, all fines, forfeitures, 
and penalties, * if, in his opinion, the same shall 
have been incurred without wilful negligence 
or any intention of fraud in the person or persons 
incurring the same.” The statute, of which this 
provision is a part, previously directs the mode by 
which cases shall be brought:-before the Treasury 
Department, and guaranties to.the parties in 
whom one-half of such penalties is vested, the 
right of being heard. An opportunity is afforded 
them of showing “ that there has been wilful neg- 
ligence or fraud ;” and if they establish that fact, 
their right to the proportion allowed them by law 
is consummated. There being no power of re- 
mission reserved in cases where, in the opinion 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, there has been 
fraud or wilful negligence, it results, according to 
the admission of gentlemen, that, in such cases, 
to remit would be to invade the sanctity of pri- 
vate rights. The position I take is this: that so 


soon as‘an informer gives information of the vio- 


Jation of a penal statute, he acquires an inchoate 


rightto his proportion of the fine, forfeiture, or 
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penalty incurred, subject only to the qualified duration, and itis not known that any violations 


controlling authority vested in the "Treasury De- 
partment; he commences his claim under the 
then existing laws of the land and protected by 
their provisions; and no new conditions impair- 
ing that claim can be imposed on the prosecution 
of his right, without being ex post facto in their 
nature and operation. Hisright to the legal pro- 


portion of the penalties incurred by the petition- 


ers is perfect against all persons or authorities 
whatsoever, except the conditional power of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. But, says the hon- 
orable Speaker, the Secretary of the Treasury is 
a mere Executive officer, and whatever Congress 
can do by him they may do themselves. It is 
true that Congress may abolish the Treasury De- 
partment, or may direct the duties to be perform- 
ed by whomsoever and in any manner they may 
ps provided they legislate prospectively; but 

deny the correctness of the position, as intended 
to be understood, 


of the officer neither increases nor diminishes the 
‘controlling power of Congress. In relation, how- 


ever, to the subject now before us, he presents 


himself in the twofold character of Judicial and 
Executive. He is authorized to judge whether 


there has been wilful negligence or fraud, and, in 
their absence, to exercise the power of pardon. 
He derives his appointment from the same source 


‘whence the judges receive theirs, and the control 
of Congress over each is the same. What would 
be said of a proposition submitted to this House 
for taking from the courts of Jaw any depending 
cause embracing the case of individuals, for the 
purpose of deciding it ourselves? And i humbly 
conceive there is no substantial distinction be- 
tween such a case and the present, whether you 
regard the power of Congress or the private 
rights of the citizen. If, under the idea of the 
power to do ourselves what we can do by others, 
retrospective laws can be enacted, disregarding 
rights already accrued; then, indeed, is private 
property subject to the whim and caprice of every 
succeeding Congress. Can it be said that it isa 
mere change of remedy and not of right, to take 
this case from the Treasury Department, when, 
in your investigation, or rather decision without 
investigation, the parties who have acquired a 
property in the matter to be decided, have not 
been heard? No, sir, it is to deprive them of all 
remedy, and consequently io destroy their right. 
So far as we are furnished with precedents in the 
Jegislation of this country, they confirm the view 
of this subject I have endeavored to present. On 
an examination of our statute book, it will be 
found that, in every act which has been passed, 
where the only object of legislation was the re- 
mission of fines and penalties, the rights of in- 
formers are expressly recognised. It is true, as 
was stated by the Speaker, that certain acts have 
passed repealing penal statutes generally, and 
which contained a clause remitting all penalties 
incurred under them, without expressly reserving 
whatever rights might have acerued to inform- 
ers, Those statutes, however, had been of short 


Whether he be an Executive 
officer is not material, inasmuch as the character 


had taken place, without which no rights could 
have accrued. But, while it must be admitted 
that the examples, to which I have referred, are 
indicative of the regard paid to private rights by 
our predecessors, the honorable Speaker cannot 
seriously urge his cases as precedents upon the 
subject. He is too well acquainted with the cir- 
cumstances which are essential to give authority 
to precedents, and too well convinced that they 
do not exist in the examples to which he has re- 
ferred, to make it necessary for me to draw the 
proper distinctions. c 

But, Mr. Chairman, gentlemen have inferred, 
from circumstances, what will be the decision of 
this ease, if left to the ordinary tribunal ; and, if 
I am not mistaken, their real objection applies to 
the nature of that decision, rather than to the ref- 
erence proposed by the Committee. If it were 
understood: that the Secretary of the "Treasury 
would remit unconditionally the penalties and 
forfeitures that have been incurred, J apprehend, 
the report would have been considered perfectly 
proper by some of those, at least, who are now 
most opposed to it. Is this a sufficient reason for 
wresting the case from the established tribunal, 
and especially when scarcely any two agree pre- 
cisely how it should be decided ? As well might 
any party, having a cause depending before a 
court, claim the right to be tried by some other 
tribunal, because, he apprehends, the honest opin- 
ion of the judge is not so favorable to his views 
as he could desire. If gentlemen have anticipated 
correetly what will be the decision of the T'reas- 
ury Department, I confess it is more favorable to 
the petitioners than would be my decision, if I 
should be ealled upon to decide. But that being 
the tribunal to which the case properly belongs, 
and it being competent, in every way, to do jus- 
tice to the parties concerned, I will not consent 
to change it. 

The alarm which has been excited by the fol- 
lowing paragraph, contained in the letter of Mr. 
Gallatin to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
I consider totally groundless, In speaking of the 
forfeitures and penalties incurred by the petition- 
ers, he remarks that ; 

** With respect to the one-half belonging to the Uni- 
ted States, justice to the community requires that, 
when remitted, at least an equivalent may be secured. 
to the public for the extra profit beyond that on com- 
mon importations which arises from the continuance 
of the non-importation act.” 

The word “ equivalent” has been construed to 
imply a loan of money to the Government, and it 
is odious and abominable. Whether the inter- 
pretation be correct, it is not for me to determine 5. 
but, supposing it to be so, it does not follow that 
there exists any foundation for the degrading im- 
putations which have been so lavishly bestowed. 
The annexation of fines, forfeitures, and penalties, 
to the violation of law, is authorized by the fun- 
damental principles of society, and sanctioned by 
the practice of all Governments; it is intended 
to prevent the commission of offences. The res- 


ervation of a power to remit or mitigate, accord- 
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ing to extenuating circumstances, has also been 
found expedient. In the présent case, the parties 
have incurred the penalties of a. law not of an 
ordinary character; of a law which appeals to 
the patriotism of the country, which was enacted 


with the sole object of affecting the interest of 


the enemy, and thereby enforcing due respect for 
the rights of the nation. The petitioners plead 


extenuating circumstances ; but, the fact is incon- | 


trovertible that, by their violation of your law, 
the distress it was inflicting on the enemy has 
been alleviated, and they enriched to an unexam- 
. pled extent. The question is, shall they be re- 


lieved from the penalties and forfeitures they 


have incurred, either in whole or in part? It is 
„admitted by all, that there is nothing dishonora- 
‘ble or unjust in the idea of mitigation; or, in 
other words, of remitting only a part of the legal 
` punishment; and, indeed, the statute giving the 
pardoning power to the Secretary of the Treasu- 
Ty, provides for eases in which justice may re- 
quire that a part of a penalty should be remitted, 
but not the whole; he has the discretion of re- 
mitting, or mitigating, or removing disabilities, in 
whole or in part. To mitigate a penalty legally 
incurred; to require the payment of a ‘sum less 
than what is legally due, is a relaxation of strict 
right, which may be, and often is, called for by 
extenuating circumstances, which would ren- 
der thé enforcement of the whole penalty op- 
. pressive. Having determined what part in justice 


and equity you ought to. exact, the changing of | 


the sum which it has been determined right to 
demand, for the loan of a larger sum, (leaving it 
optional to the party to pay the one or lend the 
other,) is only the continuation of the same prin- 
ciple. .It is money in one shape for money in an- 
other shape. It is not the commutation of a for- 
feited life for money ; it is not the substitution of 
a punishment of a different nature ; it is only one 
of the modifications of which the same punish- 
ment is susceptible. The whole of the argument 


on either side rests on the justice or injustice of 


exacting aay portion of the penalties and forfeit- 
ures incurred. Admit that we have a right in 
equity to the whole or a part, and the commuta- 
tion of the sum thus equitably due for the loan 
of a larger sum, (at the option of the party,) is 
nothing more nor less than an extension of the 
mitigating principle; it is a further relaxation 
and not an act of oppression. Where, then, I 
ask, is the foundation for the abominable charac- 
ter which has been attributed to the supposed idea 
of the Secretary of the Treasury? Is there any 
analogy between such a course of proceeding and 
the oppressions of the avaricious Henry VII, and 
his vile instraments, Empson and Dudley? Were 
the compositions, during his reign, not the result 
of illegal and oppressive prosecutions? Is the 
possession of money the only offence of which 
the present petitioners are guilty? Have they 
violated no law constitutionally passed, and in- 
curred no penalties? Have they been prosecuted 
without the sanction of statute, and for the sole 
purpose of exacting compositions? The intelli- 
gent mind of the gentleman from South Carolina 


(Mr. CnEvEs) cannot fail to perceive the distinc- 
tion; and I rely on his candor for a correction of 
the unnatural association he has presented to the 
House. NE 
Sir, it has appeared to me, that, in the exercise 
of conscientiousscruples, gentlemen have forgotten 
the rights of all excepi the violators of your law. 
The spirit of the Constitution has been invoked in 
their behalf, and yet, in granting them a total re- 
mission of the penalties and forfeitures they have 
incurred, no Constitutional difficulties. are felt in 
relation to the rights of the community.- The 
very gentlemen who denied theautliority of Con- 
gress, on a former occasion, to grant a bank char- 
ter, on the ground of its being a monopoly, and 
of monopolies not being sanetioned.by the Con- 
stitution, will, by the unqualified remission they 
propose, constitute the petitioners monopolists to 
all intents and purposes. A law is in operation 
forbidding the importation of British merchan- 
dise; a few merchants import such prohibited 
merchandise, and, in consequence of the exclusion 
of competition by the law, demand what prices 
they please, and obtain what they demand. Now, 
if Congress shall sanction their act, by giving 
them the enjoyment of their gains, they wil 
have granted a monopoly in every sense of the 
term. Suppose a proposition had been made at 
the last session of Congress, to give the petition- 
ers the exclusive right, for a limited time, to im- 
port British goods, is therea man who would not 
have said it is unconstitutional? Ifit would have 
been unconstitutional, then, to grant a monopoly, 
it must, be equally so to sanction it now. There 
can be no rational distinction between granting 
it beforehand, and sanctioning it after the fact. 
The Constitution expressly forbids any regula- 
tion of commerce, which shall give a. preference 
to the ports of one State over those of another, 
and the spirit of that instrument equally forbids 
any preference to one class of merchants over 
another. Should the late importations be legal- 
ized, you do sanction.a preference to the ports of 
one State over those of another, in the. precise, 
proportion that the importations to such ports 
have been greater relatively to other ports than 


-they would have been, had your probibitory stat- 


ute not been in force. Unquestionably you will 
havé secured to a few individuals the benefits of 
a trade from which the rest of the nation is ex- 
cluded, and by which exclusion those benefits are 
greatly enhanced. . ae i 

Sir, there is another view of this question, to 
which I beg leave to call the attention of the 
Committee. The total remission, which has 
been so eloquently urged, involves a new princi- 
ple, unheard of in the history of any country ; a 
principle hostile to the primary objects of Govern- 
ment, and subversive of the best interests of so- 
ciety. It is not to pardon the offenders only, but 
to give them a premium for their disobedience ; 
to place them in a better situation than they 
would have been, had they, like other citizens, 
obeyed the law. Although a difference of opin- 
jon exists as to the extent, yet it is admitted by 
the petitioners themselves that their profits have 
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been enhanced in consequence of the existence of 
the law they have violated. To allow them these 
profits is an alarming innovation on the ordinary 
principles of pardon; it is to make it the interest 
of every man to disobey the laws of his country. 
"You cannot pursue this course without abandon- 
ing the rights of the community, and endanger- 
ing the majesty of the laws.. Either repeal the 
zion-importation act, or do not permit a few indi- 
viduals to disobey its express provisions with im- 
punity, and then. convert that disobedience and 
the continuance of the prohibitory statute into a 
monopoly in their favor. 

It is not my intention, Mr. Chairman, to exam- 
ine the evidence which has been presented by the 
Committee of Ways and Means. That task has 
been performed, and ably performed, by the two 
members of the committee (Messrs. JonNsoN 
and Roserts) who have preceded me. Icon- 
sider the introduction of any testimony wholly 
unnecessary; but, if it be necessary, that which 
has been collected is totally insufficient, and 
ought to have no weight in support of the pre- 
tensions of the petitioners. To determine the 
proposition of the committee for referring the 
case to the decision of the ordinary tribunal, I 
cannot perceive the possible necessity of evidence 
of any sort, but if it be material I protest against 
that which is now before you. J assert, without 
the fear of contradiction, that such testimony 
never was admitted in a case of private right 
before any tribunal whatsoever. In what does it 
consist? The statements of the petitioners and 
of parties interested, many of whom were not 
even sworn. I personally attach as much credit 
to those statements as I would to the statements 
of respectable men generally under similar cir- 
cumstances. But no one of any experience can 
be ignorant of the imperfections of human na- 
ture, and of the powerful influence of interest 
over the minds of the best of men. The anal- 
ogy which has been drawn by the gentleman 
from South Carolina (Mr. Curves) from the 
testimony lately taken before a committee of the 
House of Commons in England, on the subject 
of the Orders in Council, cannot be sustained. 
What was the nature of that case, and of the 
evidence taken? The Orders in Council had 
been adopted as a measure of great national con- 
cernment and it became a question whether, as 
a measure of policy, its effects were beneficial or 
injurious to the nation. A committee was ap- 
pointed to investigate the subject, and in the per- 
formance of their duty they took the testimony 
under oath of persons residing in different parts 
of the Kingdom, and particularly of that class 
whose interests had been said to be most affected, 
and who consequently could afford the most ac- 
curate information. What is the case of the peti- 
tioners? They are not called upon to give infor- 
mation of the operation of any national measure 
on the respective portions of country in which 
they reside. Fardifferent isthecase ia which their 
testimony has been taken ; it is a case on the decis- 
ion of which their immediate interest depends; itis 
a question of private right—of private property. 


The distinction is so clear, so irresistible, that I 
am persuaded further illustration would be super- 
fluous. I might here, Mr. Chairman, close my 
defence of the report of the committee; but as 
other gentlemen have discussed the question 
whether the petitioners are entitled to relief, and 
the extent of such relief, I may be permitted 
to express. my opinion also. I have before ad- 
mitted that the shipment of merchandise from 
England, after the repeal of the Orders in Coun- 
cil, and before a knowledge of the war, was, un- 
der all the circumstances, an act of rational spec- 
ulation; that, although the parties cannot plead 
the absence of intention to violate the law, and 
are not guiltless, yet that they may plead proba- 
ble ground for the impression that the policy of 
the law was attained, and that they would be re- 
leased from its penalties. It should be remarked, 
however. that this act of speculation was not 
without known risk, because the proceedings of 
the last session of Congress, from 1ts commence- 
ment, were of such a character as at least to ren- 
der war not an improbable event. And the re- 
fusal at that time to permit the introduction of 
American funds said to be in England, was a 
clear manifestation that in such an event the 
non-importation act would be continued. The 
intervention of war, and the continuance of that 
act, have disappointed the expectations of the 
petitioners, and at the same time enhanced the 
value of the articles they have imported; the 
distress of the enemy has been alleviated, and 
the war probably prolonged. Under these cir- 
cumstances, should Congress undertake to decide, 
(which I hope they will not,) we are bound, in 
the language of the President, to “consult equal- 
ly what is due to equitable considerations, and to 
the public interest.” With that view, I would 
grant indemnity to the petitioners; I would re- 
linquish to them the original cost of their mer- 
chandise, and the charges thereon, and I would 
rigidly exaet the payment of the difference be- 
tween that sum and the value of the articles in 
this country. The principle I adopt is this: that 
whatever extenuating circumstances may be 
urged in behalf of the late violation of law, they 
cannot render it a meritorious act, and therefore 
it ought not to be rewarded ; that to remit the 
profits of such violation, would be to give a pre- 
mium to the parties for their disobedienee, by 
placing them in a better situation than if they 
had obeyed the law. Sir, neither a liberal spirit 
of conciliation, nor any injunction of equity, can 
demand for the petitioners more than indemnity; 
beyond that, justice to the community forbids 
you to go. With respect to those who shipped 
after a knowledge of the war, they are withouta 
rational excuse, and merit the penalties of the 
law. The refusal of Congress at its last session 
to repeal or suspend the non-importation act, be- 
fore and after the declaration of war, was suffi- 
cient warning of the policy that would be pur- 
sued during the war; and, therefore, they have 
knowingly violated the provisions and the policy 
of the law. They plead the fear of a confisca- 
tion of their property, had it remained in Eag- 
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ting.a trade by which their funds are accumula- 
ting in.that country. No man. believes-that a 
nation, commercial -aas ijs "England, will set the 
example of confiscation ; nor has it ever been 
her course of policy to do so. ` Release this class 
of importers now, and you cannot consistently 
refuse the same measure to those who may im- 
port hereafter; having been restrained by respect 
for law ‘until after your decision, they. will, in 
equity, have a stronger claim on the merciful in- 
terposition. of ‘Congress. In this way you will 
be forced to abandon the restrictive system. The 
advocates for’ unqualified remission, aware of 
this consequence, and fearing its influence on the 


minds of a majority of this body, have ‘assailed. 


. the system with unusual acrimony. It is repre- 
Sented as operating with more severity upon our- 

‘selves than upon the enemy, as more terrible to 
the American people than pestilence; more per- 
nicious than the plagues of Egypt. 

Sir, is it the policy of this Government to be 
forced into an abandonment of a measureof great 
national concernment by a few individuals, who, 
influenced by motives of private interest, have 
subserved the views of theenemy ? This House 
has determined, over and over again, that they 
would not abandon the system, and now we are 
called upon to do so, in, point of fact, under com- 
pulsion. I say the petitioners have subserved the 

"views of England. Why, in shipping British 
thanufactures to this country, after a knowledge 
of the war, were they furnished with licenses pro- 
teéting them from British captures? Was this 
an act of British moderation; of British justice ? 
No. It was dictated by her interest; it was to 
alleviate the miseries of their starving manufac-, 
turers. Of the effects of the non-importation 
act upon the enemy and on the country, I need 
to say but little. That topic has been ably and 
eloquently discussed by the honorable Speaker. 
He has presented facts and circumstances which, 
while they prove indisputably that this act has 
carried misery and wretchedness into the heart of 
the British nation, it is not the cause of the partial 
distress which is felt in the United States, He 
has shown that the effects here, which are attrib- 
‘uted to the restrictive system, have resulted from 
the unjust measures of England, against which 
that system has been directed. But, in what does 
the distress of the peaple of this country consist ? 
` Do your cities present thousands of poor wretches 
begging employment; begging a little food to 
prevent their starving in the streets? No, sir. 
: Andis such not the unhappy condition of hun- 
- dreds of thousands of the people of England? The 
fact is undeniable. But, says the gentleman from 
‘South Carolina, (Mr. CHEvES,) this unprecedent- 
ed distress in England is not owing to the restrict- 
ive system; the United States never received 
more than one-fourth of the whole exports of 
‘British manufactures, and. therefore the distress 
must have resulted from other causes. Sir, the 
gentleman should recollect that Hoagland is now 
deprived of her other customers: and that, al- 
though the loss of our market, during the exist- 


ence: of her former prosperity, might not have 
been so distressing, yet that, under existing cir- 
cumstances, it may be ruinous. To.a man who 
has an abundance of the necessaries and comforts - 
of life about him, partial losses are unimportant ; 
but, take from him who is reduced to bare sub- 
Sistence, and his -situation becomes deplorable. 
The market of the United States is at this mo- 
ment to England what bread is to a starving man. 
On this point it was my intention: to .have pre- 
sented to the Gommittee a view of the testimony 
lately taken before a committee of the House of, 
Commons, and which is now in my possession, 
proving the injurious operation of our act of non- 
importation upon the enemy. But my strength 
is exhausted, and I will only recapitulate, ver 
briefly, some of the facts which were established. 
It was proved, by the concurrent testimony of 
witnesses called from different parts of the king- 
dom, that the distresses of the people are unpre- 
cedented and alarming ; that the manufactnring 
poor are, to a great extent, without employment 
and tolerable subsistence, and that the effects of 
hunger were visible in their countenances ;. that 
those who had given employment to thousauds 
from motives of humanity alone, were anxiously 
awaiting the decision of Parliament; and if that 
should be in favor of continuing the Orders in 
Council, they would be compelled to abandon 
them to their fate—inevitable starvation; that 
this awful state of ‘things was owing principally 
to the American non-importation act, and would 
be removed if the American market could be 
again opened to them. It was also proved that 
South America had been tried as a substitute for 
the American market, but that, in every instance, 
it was a losing business; that experiments had 
been made of Amelia Island and Canada, in the 
hope tbat their manufactures might, by smug- 
gling, find their way into the United States, and 
that such adventures never returned their original 
cost. ORAT 

Sir, the consequence of this testimony was the 
annulment of the Orders in Council, so asto meet 
the provisions of your statute directing the Pres- 
ident, in such am event, to discontinue the non- 
importation act. It is true, the Prince Regent, in 
announceing this annulment, pretends to make it 
a consequence of an act of the French Govern- 
ment, declaring the Berlin and Milan decrees at 
an end so far as they related to the United States. 
But this is proved ‘to: be a. mere pretext by the 
official declaration of the Prince Regent himself 
in April last, in which he pronounces, that be- 
fore the Orders in Council should be repealed or 
modified, France must revoke her edicts in rela- 
tion to all the world; that to revoke them in rela- 
tion to the United States only would not be suffi- 
cient. In the same month (June last) in which 
the Orders in Council were modified, the British 
Minister here, in a letter to Mr. Monroe, expli- 
citly declared, in obedience to the instructions of 
his Government, that. such. were the obligations 
by which the Regent was bound to his allies, that 
he must and would continue the Orders in Coun- 


'eil in full force, until there was a general and 
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unqualified repeal of the French edicts. There 
has been no such repeal, and yet the Orders in. 
Council are modified, and that, too, immediately 
after the testimony to which I have alluded was 
taken. he € 
your restrictive system, to repeal it directly, or to 
do that which will lead to its repeal, would be, in 
my opinion, an act of unexampled imbecility and 
folly. Prosecute the war vigorously, add non- 
exportation and non-importation, and I do verily 
believe you will have aa honorable peace before 
the end of the ensuing year. 

Mr. Lownpes said, that he should not at so 
late a period engage in debate, if he did not sup- 

ose that some views of the subject had been 
Ditherto-unnoticed, which although less interest- 
ing than those taken by the gentlemen who had 
preceded him, were perhaps not entirely unwor- 
thy of attention. But he concurred in so many 
of the arguments of his colleagues, that in rising 
after them he should not encroach much upon 
the time of the Committee. Before he entered, 
however, upon the consideration of the resolu- 
tion immediately in question, he begged to be al- 
lowed, in imitation of those who had addressed 
the Chair before him, to say something on the 
general policy of the non-importation law. 

The effect expected from this law must have 
been a loss of employment and of income to those 
manufacturers of England whom the American 
market previously maintained. No restrictions 
were imposed upon the supply of that country 
with the productions of this, and the framers of 
the law must have calculated upon our mer- 
chants continuing to sell in England a consider- 
able proportion of the abundant exports of the 
United States. But of this state of trade the ac- 
cumulation of American property in England 
was the necessary consequence. The inconve- 
nience which we should feel from losing the em- 
ployment of our capital must have been foreseen, 
but it was supposed to be, and it was, less to us 
than the injury to England from the loss of a 
considerable part of her manufacturing income. 
But it was obvious that the proposition between 
the injuries suffered by the two countries under 
this system must continually change. However 
long the system might continue, the loss to Eng- 
land could in any one year beonly the loss of that 
income which a year’s sales of her manufactures 
here would have produced. 'To America, the 
Joss depending upon the detention of her capital 
must increase in proportion to its accumulation. 
This result must have been expected by the fra- 
mers of the law. They must have seen, that if 
it continued to be rigidly enforced, the mere in- 
terest on our capital detained might at length 
equal or exceed the value of English manufac- 
tures of which it prevented the sale. They must 
have seen that if peace continued to permit their 
accustomed direction to our exports, this change 
in the relative effect of the law on the two coun- 
tries must in time produce either its modification 
or suspension. Ard after this time, if it continued, 
its injurious effect on England must have been 
expected to result chiefly from that irregular ac- 


With such evidence of the efficiency of- 


tion on her commerce and manufactures (of 
which his colleague had spoken during the last 
session) which an alternate execution and suspen- 
sion of it was calculated to produce. The man- 
ufacturer, it might be expected, would continue 
to view with anxiety and interest a market which 
he would occasionally enjoy, and would condemn 
the impolicy of his own Government in denying 
him its.regular and beneficial custom. But if 
the temporary suspension of the law might have 
been supposed, even if peace had continued, not 
entirely to impair its utility, much less would the 
remission of the penalties which the committee 
were considering impair it. The future accumu- 
lation of our capital in England would be pre- 
vented by the laws and circumstances of war. 
Those who should hereafter place their funds 
there could have no claim to our interposition in 
their favor. 

The honorable Speaker, Mr. L. said, had yes- 
terday introduced his observations by a general 
panegyric on what he called the restrictive sys- 
tem. But what was this system? He had 
supposed it in all its different shapes of non-im- 
portation, non-intercourse, and embargo, to be an 
expedient to coerce foreign nations without the 
employment of military force. An exclusion of 
the manufactures of an enemy might indeed be 
resorted to in war. He did not deny that it might 
be right that we should exclude those of England 
now. Butsuch an exclusion is a part of a very 
different system from that which the honorable 
gentleman applauds. It does not prevent the 
employment of the force of the nation. It is not 
the substitute of war, but itsauxiliary. His friend 
from Kentucky was indeed tlie zealous and elo- 
quent advocate of a system which in common 
with a majority of the House he had abandoned. 
In respect to the subject immediately before the 
Committee, Mr. L. said, that the first question 
seemed to be, whether the act of importing mer- 
chandise prohibited by our laws was, under the 
circumstances of the petitioners, such as to jus- 
tify its confiscation. To decide whether there 
ought to bea forfeiture it seemed necessary to 
inquire had there been a crime? But the Speaker 
had anticipated nearly all that he could have 
been disposed to say upon this subject. He had 
shown conclusively the injustice of punishing 
those whose property had left England before 
our declaration of war was known there. But 
the same principles applied to the property which 
had left England since, and the numerous class 
of petitioners interested in this property would 
have had at least the argument of the Speaker, if 
they could not have his vote. 

What was the justification of those whose pro- 
perty was shipped before a knowledge of war? 
That it was in general the act of their agents— 
that their instructions were to ship only when it 
should belegal—that they had reason to expect the 
suspension of the non-importation law—that their 
shipments were made by the advice of our high- 
est diplomatic agent in England. Every one of 
these considerations applies to the cases which 
the Speaker excludes from remission. It was 


341 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


342 


Decemner, 1812. 


< ' Merchants? "Bonds. 


H. or R: ` 


indeed said by. Mr. Russell- that after'war the re- 
peal of the non-importation law. was no longer 
expected. But he still advised the shipment of 
American property. It was still his opinion 
“that such shipments might be made with safety;? 
“that if the law should not-be annulled, the spe- 
* cial circumstances under which the shipments 
‘ were made. would entitle them-to an exemption 
‘from its penalties". Here was the opinion of a 
man with the best information to direct his judg- 
ment, with no interest that has been suggested to 
prevent it, In saying that the property shipped 
after war would be exempt from the penalties of 
the: non-importation law, Mr. Russell said, sub- 
stantially thàt the law would be suspended as to 
that property. On the probability, and still more 
upon the occurrence of war, the merchants of 
“every. country are accustomed to receive with 
deference the instructions even of their Consuls. 
They confide in their opinions without expecting 
to learn their precise grounds, and it would not 
be the least of the evils which would grow out 
of the proposed policy that your citizens in for- 
eign countries could. no longer be expected to 
confide in the instructions of the foreign repre- 
sentatives of the nation. ; 
‘But not only the cases of those whom the 
Speaker would consign to unmitigated forfei- 
ture appeared to me (Mr. L. said) to be enti- 
tled to equal favor with those -classes of cases 
. which he had proved to be innocent; but if there 
were any room for discrimination, the shipments 
wlrich had been made after knowledge of war, he. 
thought more susceptible than any other of strict 
justification. l 
Was the property which an American citizen 
had acquired in England in violation of none of 
your laws to be sacrificed without any possible 
advantage to his country? When he could no 
longer bimself remain in England consistently 
with his allegiance, was he to intrust his fortune 
to agents over whom he could have no superin- 
tendence or control?—against whom by law he 
could not maintain a suit? And if he were ob- 
liged to leave England with his property, what 
other ports in the civilized world but ours eould 
have been expected to admit him ? Wherever 
else he had gone, his cargo would have been con- 
fiscated as American property, or burned as Eng- 
lish merchandise. Suppose him to bave known 
that by the letter of your law his property would 
be liable to confiscation when brought into your 
country ? By the letter of English law it was no 
less liable to confiscation while it remained there. 
To the mercy of one or the other Government 
he was obliged to trust. To which should he 
have trusted? Toa declared enemy, or to his 
. natural protector—his own Government ? 
Those who shipped before war, shipped, as the 
Speaker contended, on the reasonable expectation 
- that their voyage and their profits would be law- 
ful. But with those who shipped after war it 
was not merely the expectation of lawful profit. 
It was their only refuge from ruin. — — : 
Mr. L. said, that he already found himself fa- 
tigued, and should be able to give litle more than 


`| enemy or enforcing the law, 


—Á — 
an outline of the further views which he had iri- 
tended tooffer, With the exception of the Speak- 
er, the opponents of unconditional. remission ap- 
peared none of them to wish the exaction of the 
whole amount of any of the bonds, Hence the 
inquiry into the usual rate of mercantile profit, - 
into the fine which the merchants might afford 
to-pay, and yet make a reasonable profit'on their 
violation of the law. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, who first spoke, and the gentleman from . 
Pennsylvania; appear entirely to-coincide in the ' 
wish that the merchant may not be a sufferer 
from his importation; but cautiously to abstain 
from rendering the situation of him who violates 
worse than of him who obeys the Jaw, is a policy 
better calculated to procure than to prevent its 
violation. Let the enforcement of laws once cease 
to be the object for which ‘penalties are intended, 
and those penalties become in principle a tax. 
The “sacred principle” which the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania so devoutly maintains, of exacting 
the extraordinary. profits of the merchants, is the 
principle of filling the Treasury as conveniently 
as possible, and cannot (whatever its advocates 
may mean) be considered as that of injuring the 
He would dismiss 
therefore the subject of adherence to law, and in- 
quire for afew moments into the propriety of 
exacting the extraordinary profits of the mer 
chants on the principle of a tax. 

To render. a tax on importation fair, it seems 
essential that the time of laying it, and the rate, 
should be such as to allow the merchant to in- 
demnify himself from the consumer. Although 
half of the goods, of which he was speaking, had 
been sold by the importer, this would not prevent 
the tax from raising their price upon the farmer— 
but it would be raised not so as to indemnify the 
importing merchant, but to enrich the intervening 
purchaser. ai 

It had been said by the two gentlemen who first 
spoke against remission, that the extraordinary 
profits of the merchants were a tax upon the 
country, and that the Government ought at least 
to share in its receipt. But surely the importa- 
tions of the last Fall were not so much a tax, as 
the remission of a tax upon the people. Had 
they not been made, we should have paid much 
more for the articles we purchase, than we now 
do. His friend from Georgia, however, contended 
that every monopoly was a tax upon the com- 
munity. It was less so, however, than an entire 
exclusion of the article. But there was nothing 
like monopoly in these importations. If the bold 
speculator had imported, and the cautious regular 
merchant refrained, there would have been some 
room for tlie observation. But the urgeney of 
the ease, and the advice of your Minister, forced 
the most timid toship. Had notice been received 
of a suspension of the law, they could only have 
loaded such American vessels as happened to be 
in port, and this they had done. An advance in- 
deed in freight would have been the result of such 
a suspension, and a deduction from the profits of 
the importers; and an advance was the result 
of that general exertion of the merchants to bring 
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home their property, which could not have been 
greater though our act had been suspended. 

In respect to the calculations which have been 
made of the extravagant profits of our merchants, 
the attention of the Committee could hardly be 
‘expected to their details, but it might be to their 

rinciples. : 

-The two gentlemen who first argued against 
remission, contended that in the estimate of the 
profits of the importing merchant, those derived 
from the state of exchange were fairly to be added 
to those on the sale of the imported goods.. But 
the profit on bills of exchange is a distinct mer- 
cantile speculation, which has its risks and ought 
to have its profits. If an importing merchant, 


instead of obtaining funds in England by bills of 


exchange, effected the same purpose by the ex- 
portation of produce, is there any man who would 
propose to combine the profits of the two adven- 
tures, and carry both to the account of the last? 
The exporters of some of our produce would 
show you that the losses on the cargoes which 


they have shipped to Europe, consume much of 


the profits on their recent importations. 

In respect to the policy of the exaction, in the 
cursory view of the question to which he was 
obliged to confine himself, he would say little ; 
and nothing of its effect on the attachment and 
confidence of a considerable proportion of our 
citizens in their Government. He did not believe, 
however, that the interest of the Treasury would 
be permanently advanced by such an expedient. 
Were these eighteen millions a sum which the 
mercantile capital of the country could spare, 
would they be withdrawn from commerce even 
without this exaction? There could on this sup- 
position be no doubt but that the merchants, who 
could not otherwise employ, would readily loan 
them to the Government. Butif they were not 
a surplus beyond the amount of capital required 
for the commerce of the United States, how im- 
provident must be the policy which, to obtain 
eighteen millions for the exigencies of the present 
year, would sacrifice that regular income of four 
or five millions which their employment in active 
commerce would otherwise produce. If the mer- 
eantile capital of the nation belonged not to pri- 
vate citizens, but to the Government, the most 
speculating financier could not invest it in a mode 
which would yield to the Treasury half the in- 
come wbich the duties oa that capital now pro- 
duce, and the politician who should impair this 
capital would exhaust in its source the future 
revenue of his country. . 

Mr. L. said, that he had attempted to show that, 
even in the class of cases which the House was 
perhaps least disposed to favor, the error of the 
petitioners could not justify confiscation, and that 
1f the plan of confiscation and of a rigid execu- 
tion of the law, were dismissed, no just prineiples 
of policy, and not even the interest of the Treas- 
ury could sanction an exaction which would re- 
solve itself into a tax. But whatever disposition 
of the property of these merchants might be right 
—whether exaction or remission, or discrimina- 
tion—he could see no reason why the power of 


taxing or fining any portion of the community, 


to an amount of eighteen millions, should be lett 


‘to the Secretary of the Treasury. The Legisla- 


ture, which prescribes the rule, properly leaves to 
the Executive the power of relieving from. the 
penalty in particular ‘cases, distinguished by pe- 
culiar circumstances from that class, within which 
they are included by the general terms of the law. 
But when not separate cases too minute for legis- 
lative inquiry or interposition, but a large class of 
cases is involved, embraced by the general terms 
of the law, but distinguished by circumstances 
which could not have been foreseén at its passage, 
the rule which is to- relieve. or condemn them 
should be preseribed by the power which can alone 
be safely intrusted with a control over the finan- 
ces of the State. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania had indeed said that the amount did not 
vary the principle. But in polities this was a 
strange opinion. Was it in principle quite as pru- 
dent to intrust the decision of a question of eigh- 
teen millions of dollars to the uncontrolled dis- 
cretion of one man, asa question of a hundred 
ora thousand dollars? Was it in principle not 
more objectionable to give to one man the com- 
mand of a standing army of a hundred thousand 
soldiers, than of a company? In politics, the 
most important of all principles was not to give, 
without necessity, even to the best man, a power 
which in the hands of the worst could be danger- 
ous to public liberty. But it was evident from 
nearly the whole tenor of the debate, that gen- 
tlemen considered this measure as an important 
financial resource. If it be so, the plainest prin- 
ciple of our Constitution requires that it should 
be determined by the Legislature. The power of 
providing for the financial support of Govern- 
ment, exclusively exercised by a popular assem- 
bly. is the only adequate security for freedom, 
which the genius of man has yet discovered. 
This power of remitting penalties, even in the 
limited operation which could alone have been 
reasonably expected from it, at the passage of the 
first law upon the subject, was seen with suspicion 
and alarm by many of the ablest advocates of pub- 
lic liberty in that House. Among those whom 
an aversion to arbitrary power induced to vote 
against the law, was the present Secretary of the 
Treasury himself. Can it be supposed that this 
gentleman can undertake without reluctance and 
pain the exercise of a power, over eighteen mil- 
lions of dollars, which he thought too great to be 
prudently intrusted to any man, when its proba- 
ble operation was perhaps expected to be confined 
toa few thousands? The exaction of any por- 
tion of these bonds on any of the plans proposed, 
could, on no fair principle, be discriminated from 
a tax, and he would not vote to delegate to any 
department of Administration the most valuable 
prerogative of that House, 

Mr. Srow.—Mr. Chairman: I always find my- 
self considerably embarrassed when I attempt to 
address this House; and in the present case that 
embarrassment is much increased by a full sense 


of the importance of the subject, and of the 
splendor of the talents which have gone before 
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me. If the views which have been presented by 
others had appeared satisfactory to me, I would 
not for one moment. trespass on your patience, 
of that of the House ;. or, had. this been like the 
ordinary subjects which come before the Legisla- 
ture, which relate to future actions to be done or 
not.done, and whether the law be wise or foolish, 
the subject-may guard himself accordingly. I 
say, sir, if it had been of this kind, I would not 
have spoken ;-but in the present case, I feel my- 
self'acting not so much in the character of a 
legislator, as-that of a juror, sworn to pass be- 
tween. my country and. certain individuals in.a 
cause of immense magnitude. 

When it was first presented to me, I thought 
the case a simple one; bat when I observed the 
wide range taken by tbe respective speakers, I be- 
gan to doubt the correctness of that opinion, and I 
examined it again and again. From these ex- 


aminations, and from a careful consideration of 


what has been said, I am confirmed in the truth 
of my first impression. And here let me remark, 


that the very variant opinions which have been. 


maintained in this House, become in themselves 
an argument in favor of the ground I shall take. 
What, sir, is the question before us? Not about 
the efficacy or non-efficacy of the embargo, for 
that has long since passed away. Not whether 
the restrictive system .ought to. be pursued or 
abandoned. It isnot an inquiry whether Great 
Britain profits much or little by our reception of 
her goods. The goods are actually here, and I 
presume no man proposes to send them back; 
nor ought it to be an inquiry, whether the mer- 
chants have made much or little by the transac- 
tion. What, then, is the inquiry? It is simply 
this: Under certain circumstances, twenty mil- 
lions of dollars worth of goods have been im- 
ported from Great Britain ; the question is, who 
owns them, (or the bonds which have been taken 
in lieu of the goods,) the United States or the 
importers? What, then, is our title? I have 
heard three dístinet claims set up: 1st, that they 
were forfeited as a penalty ; 2d, that a part was 
fairly ours in consequence: of an unusual profit, 
growing out of our restrictive laws; 3d, that 
policy required that we should seize upon them 
to preserve the non-importation law; and, lastly, 
the most difficult to convince or persuade—the 
most tenacious of all claimants—are those who 
found their right on no one title in particular, but 
on alltogether. Sir, let me address a few words 
to this class of persons first; let me urge them to 
examine their own breasts, and see if selfishness 
does not lurk there; let me warn them against 


being swayed by a principle alike destructive of 


liberty and justice; against using a weapon to 
which they themselves may one day fall the vic- 
tims. Let us not array our prejudices against 
the merchants—the fruits of their. toils are as 
dear to them as ours are to.us. They have fam- 
ilies, wives, and children whom they love, and 
are bound to provide for—they are men like our- 
selves. f 

But, sir, to return to the specifie grounds on 
which this sum is claimed—does it not rest on 


this, that they have violated a law? Is this, . 
then, a fact? I will not spend a moment in. 
guarding gentlemen against so absurd a construc- 
tion of law, as would subject a person ‘to its let- 
ter. regardless of its spirit; sueh a construction 
would, under the law of -Rome to. prevent assas- 
sinations, which denounced death to the person 
who should draw blood in the street, have exe- 
cuted the surgeon who bled a man. dangerously 
bruised! A person who violates à penal stat- . 
ute, I admit, justly incurs its forfeiture; but, sir, - 
I deny that the persons before you have violated 
any law of their country. Their property was 
in England, and knowing the terms of the non- 
importation law, and the course which has been 
taken with France, they could not have enter- 
tained a doubt of its becoming- imperative after, 
the British revocation of the 23d of June. To 
make.a penalty just, there must be a crime. Are 
there any evidences of a crime.in this case? Is 
it to be found in keeping the goods so long in . 
England lest they should violate the law? Is it 
in coming openly to the bosom of their country ? 
Look at the men—many of them the most, re- 
spectable merchants in your country. Their 
agents in England; instructed not to ship goods 
so as to contravene any law. of their country. 
These and others, the most intelligent. men in 
England, Mr. Russell, the American Minister, all- 
uniting—for what? To commit a crime l—a: 
cerime deserving the forfeiture of twenty mil- 
lions! Gracious Heavens! It is utter!y impos- 
sible. Task any gentleman in this House to put 
bimself. in the situation of the merchant, and lay 
his hand on his heart, and say if he would not 
have done the same? Iam sure he will answer 
yes. And is every man in this House ready to 


acknowledge to himself that he would be guilty 


of a crime? Most certainly not. How, then, 
can he consent to punish that as a crime in 
another. which he is conscious he would have 
done himself? Suppose, instead of a forfeiture 
of goods, the Legislature had made the sanction ` 
of this law corporeal punishment, what would 
the advocates of forfeiture have said then? ds 
there a man in this House who would have seen 
his neighbor imprisoned or whipped for. what he 
has done? Certainly not. Then, sir, how hap- 
pensit that so many are ready to infliet a pecu- 
niary punishment? Have we not reason to fear 
that it.does not spring so much from saered re- 
gard to the law, as from the love of that which 
was long ago declared to be “ the root of all evil ?? 
Perhaps it may be urged, that all persons are 
bound to know the law: that may be generally 
true; but they are not bound to know, that a law 
passed with reference to one set of circumstances 
is to apply to a ease where the circumstances are 
entirely different. "They are bound in such a case 
to follow the principles of general lawandthe dic- 
tates of sound sense. These will be plainin many 
cases—they are,as I may sir, engraved by the 
hand of nature in the heart of man. Was this 
sucha ease? Was the merchant bound to know 
that to avail himself of the privilege secured by 
treaty of removing property from an enemy's 
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must be millions of Ameriean property in Eng- 
land; there must be a repeal of orders known 
there, to be unknown to the Legislature here; 
and, last of all, a war which will oblige the citi- 
zen to remain with his property in an cnemy?s 
country—to return penniless to his own, or to 
trust himself. and his property to the magna- 
nimity of his country. When all these things 
shall have happened, the case will be like, and 
the men who shall conduct like your petitioners 
will be innocent. And, sir, who is there that 
would punish an innocent man for fear that at 
some future time one might become guilty ? 
Such an idea shocks every feeling of justice—it 
would become an infernal rather than a man. 

The seizing of these goods is highly impolitic 
in another point of view. Itis this: Your enemy 
ealeulates better than any other nation the dura- 
tion of the resources of her enemy. Will she 
believe you in earnest, and come to just and hon- 
orable terms, while she sees you shrink from lay- 
ing a broad and solid basis for revenue, and re- 
sorting to such petty expedients as fines and for- 
feitures, with which to carry on war? Certainly 
not. We oughtto show to her and to the world, 
that we are able and willing to carry on the war 
till we can obtain ample justice. We are at the 
beginning of an arduous contest—a contest in 
which we want the whole energies of the coun- 
try. Is it then a time to plunder one class of our 
fellow-citizens and alienate their affections ? 
Surely not. But, say some, the merchants are 
alienated already ; they will do nothing for their 
country. Away with these dictates of prejudice. 
They are totally unfounded. True it is, that 
when driven from their livelihoods, they have 
shown a restlessness which all men would show; 
but they are as upright, as patriotic, as their fel- 
low- citizens. They are ready tojoin you for the 
honor of their country—to lend you money, and 
furnish every means in their power. "They only 
beg of you to receive them as brethren, and not 
to plunder them as enemies. Besides, what will 
you get by the attempt ? The informers get fifty 
per cent., leaving you but fifty; the duties amount 
to as much as to leave but fifteen per cent. And 
for this paltry sum you are about to give up the 
duty bonds, and attempt the collection of the 
penalty bonds. Mark my words, sir, you will 
not get near as much by way of penalty as you 
would by duty. 

Again, what an extraordinary spectacle does 
our Government exhibit on this occasion! The 
President (who is to be considered as speaking 
the united counsels of the Cabinet) recommends 
the subject to the consideration of the Legislature 
for their decision. On the other hand, according 
to the friends of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
he stands with eager eyes, saying, "let me have 
it—let me have it”? And will you transfer what 
is your duty to any other hands? Wili you de- 
liver over hundreds of your fellow-citizens to re- 
i de viola- | ceive their doom at the hands of any individual? 
tions of the law, and giving up the restrictive | Suppose an analogous case had occurred in fede- 
system at once. Sir, it can be no precedent but | ral times, and suppose the applieants had been 
for like cases; and to make a like case, there farmers, would you have endured it? No; the 


country was a crime? By what force of reason- 
ing—by what magic—could an American eiti- 
zen in England learn, that bringing away his own 
property—things. much wanted at home—was 
enriching his enemy, and ruining his country ? 
How could he comprehend that it was wise and. 
lawful to fit out privateers at a vast expense to 
take British goods on board a’ship, and yet that 
it would be injurious to his country, and highly 
penal to take for nothing goods from the ware- 
house? How could he know, that if the. priva- 
teer take goods from a store it is commendable ; 
but that if the citizen should take his own from 
the same store, it would be criminal? It would 
be hard, indeed, to punish the citizen for not per- 
ceiving what is only perceived in this House, for 
nowhere else does such. sublime philosophy pre- 
vail! No person, who has learned to reason out 
of the restrictive school, can clearly comprehend 
that the taking away from an individual, or a 
nation, enriches the individual or the nation; 
and, therefore, that it would be highly unlawful 
to enrich Great Britain by bringing away her 
goods. 

But, sir, there has been an attempt to show that 
those who shipped after the declaration of war 
was known were criminal, although the other 
classes were not. As the question here is about 
punishing most severely, and which can be justi- 
fiable only where the law is clear, perhaps it 
would be a sufficient objection to any such dis- 
erimination to say, that, to perceive the distinc- 
tion required all the acuteness of intellect which 
distinguishes the honorable Speaker, and which 
enables him to preside over this House with so 
much reputation. Some, by fine-spun reasonings, 
have thought they had made out one class more 
guilty, and some another. The obvious infer- 
ence from this is, that none are guilty in such 
a manner as to deserve a severe punishment. To 
subject a man to this, the law ought to be so 
ése “that he who runs may read.” It cannot 

e a rule of conduct, the discovery of which re- 
quires the aid of the most subtle metaphysics; 
one about which, as we have seen, the ablest 
speakers differ, and sometimes lose, or change 
the thread of their own reasonings. 

I shall pass over the claims set up to a part of 
the profits, because what I have said goes to show 
that, if we have any title, it is founded on for- 
feiture, in consequence of a crime, and therefore 
is applicable to the whole, if any; and because 
the impolicy and absurdity of the United States 
becoming partners in trade, and allowing their 
laws to be violated as part of the stock, have been 
so fully exposed by yourself and others, that I 
can add nothing to the clearness of the subject. 

If, sir, I have been correct in my reasoning 
relative to the penalty, little will need be said as 
to the poli:y of taking the goods or money, be- 
cause nothing can be politie which is unjust. 
But, say some, if these goods are allowed to es- 
cape, it is setting a precedent for all other viola- 
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country would have been in a flame, from Georgia 
to New Hampshire, and. justly so. Does the 
Secretary want such a tremendous power over 
his fellow-citizens? That of itself would be to 
me a sufficient reason for withholding it. Does 
he shrink from it, as I trust he. does? I would 
not ask him to perform. an act which will send 
him down to posterity loaded with the curses of. 
his fellow-citizens. ` 
' Sir, this is not a question about future policy, 
but one of property. .The inquiry is, do the mer- 
chants own these goods, or does the nation? The 
only title we have to them is that of penalty. To 
make. a. penalty just, there must have been a’ 
crime; but here there has been no crime. They 
bave done what all prudent men would have 
done, and now rely with manly confidence on the 
justice and magnanimity of their country. 
“When Mr. Srow had concluded, the Com- 
mittee rose, reported progress, and obtained leave 
to sit again. 


IMPRISONMENT OF AMERICAN SEAMEN. ` 


` Mr. Bassett offered to the House the following 
resolution: ; . 

Whereas, It is represented, that Great Britain has 
seized sundry persons fighting under the American flag, 
laying claims to them alike incompatible with justice 
and the rights of the United States as an independent 
nation: i à 

Resolved, That the President be requested to lay 
before this House the information he has received on 
that subject, and the measures taken to redress an evil 
which violates the rights and interests, and outrages 
the feelings of a freé and independent people. 


` Mr. Bassett stated that several cases had 
come to his knowledge in which the British naval 
commanders had seized persons taken on board 
of American armed vessels, and confined them, in 
one instance, in irons, and in another had trans- 
ported them to England for trial. It was not his 
Intention now to go into an examination of these 
cases. Such an examination was not necessary 
to authorize the House to cal! for the information 
required, He had given its present form to the 
motion he had offered, because its adoption would 
go to show that the Councils of the nation were 
notindifferent to this subject." It would, he trusted, 
further enable the Executive to show that it never 
slumbered on any occasion in which the rights 
of the people were concerned; and he had no 
doubt the information to be received would show 
it. When it was received, the House might take 
what courseit pleased; perhaps no legislative act 
would grow out of it. But it was proper, in any 
event, that the House should be in possession of 
information required. EE 

Mr. MiLNoR said he had no objection to the 
call for information, but he excepted to the form 
of the resolution, for two reasons. It was pre- 
faced by a preamble, which was not usual in such 
cases, which preamble, moreover, assumed, as fact, 
circumstances of which the House had no official 
or authentic information. His other objection 
was, that it expressed an opinion on a point on 
which he was not ready to express one. Mr. M. 


said he knew not the extent of the evil of which 


the gentleman complained. If it was merely 
that Great Britain laid claim to her own subjects 
fighting our battles against her, he would atleast | 
not say that this was'an act on the part of Great 
Britain deserving all those severe epithets which 
the gentleman had thought proper to attach to it. 
The resolution stated facts not before-the House, 
and expressed an opinion on an act the degree 
of enormity of which depended on the circum- 
stances respecting which it was proposed to ask 
for information. Mr. M. wished that the House 
should not lightly be compelled into a discussion 
of this subject, and especially as the gentleman 
had intimated the probability that no legislative 
act was to grow out of the information called for. 

Mr. Seyserrt said, as his colleague’s principal 
objection to the motion appeared to be a difficulty 
as to facts, he hoped to. procure. his vcte for ‘its 
adoption by stating at least one which had come 
to his knowledge. I, said Mr. S., had the honor 
to have a nephew on board the ship Wasp. He 
informed me this morning that after they had 
been carried into. Bermuda several of their crew 
were taken and confined in irons; that he saw 
them in that situation; and that their crime was, 
having fought the battles of our country. What 
may be my colleague’s feelings on this occasion, 
I know not—I hope they are honorable to him- 
self and the House—for myself I wish the subject 
investigated. Mr. S. concluded by expressing 
his hope that the resolution would pass. 
` Mr. Macon said he was anxious to obtain in- 
formation on this subject, but doubted the pro- 
priety of the preamble. After the information 
was received it would be time enough to express 
an opinion on the subject. He had no doubt 
that we must at last come to the determination 
to protect every man that is on board of a ship of 
the United States. It is what Great Britain her- 
self does; and in this respect we ought to follow 
her example. If these people undertake to fight 
our battles we ought to protect them. Mr. M. 
said he was opposed to the preamble, because he 
did not wish to give reasons to the departments 
of the Government for any call for information 
the House thought proper to make; it was enough 
that the House should ask for it, and the Presi- 
dent should give or withhold it. The practice 
heretofore was against the course now pursued. 

Mr. BiagLow said he had no objection to the 
call for information, divested of the preamble and 
the opinion expressed in it, except that it did not 
gofar enough. He proposed to amend it by add- 
ing thereto the following words, “accompanied 
* with all the evidence in his possession, which 
‘will tend to: show whether such persons are 
* American citizens or British subjects.” 

Mr. Bassett said he was indifferent as to the 
form provided he obtained the substance; he, 
therefore, should submit to such ‘modification as 
the gentleman from North Carolina should think 
proper to make. Bat, said Mr. B., as it has been 
said that there is no information before the House, 
I state that I understand and it is my belief that 
six men of the crew of the United States brig’ 
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and found on board of one of ours, was to be con-. 
sidered as entitled to be treated asa prisoner of 
war? Could this doctrine be asserted by any 
gentleman? .He presumed not. The resolution, 
as it now stood, would not elicit the facts mate- 
rial as to this point. He, therefore, moved to 
amend it, by inserting, after the word “ persons,” 
the words “other than British subjects.” 

Mr. Sevzerr said he was happy to hear the 
declaration last made by his colleague (Mr. Miz- 
won.) He hoped the amendment first. offered 
would be rejected with disdain. [The SPEAKER 
declared that such language was not proper in 
debate, the expression being too strong, and such 
as sometimes led toa personal altercation, al- 
waystobeavoided.] Mr. S. thanked the Speaker 
for his caution ; he meant no personality ; but he 
thought it did not become this House to debate 
whether the persons in question were British 
subjects or not, when they had been put in irons 
for fighting the battles of the country. Let the 
proof rest on the aggressor on national law and 
the violator of the rules of war. He hoped the 
House would without hesitation reject the amend- 
ment. l may go too far, said he, by stating too 
much ; but I will say thus much without risk of 
contradiction: that the boatswain of the Wasp, a 
warrant officer of the United States, had been 
twelve years within the United States and ‘has 
a wife and children here. These, I hope, are 
sufficient characteristics to insure him our sup- 
port: I will give him mine, and have no doubt 
the House will do the same. : 

Mr. Ranpotpu said, that the proposed amend- 
ment brought strongly to view the impropriety. 
of the House, on the rud? suggestions of any mem- 
ber, committing itself hastily by a definite deter- 
mination which to-morrow they might be dis- 
posed to retract.” He believed this was one of 
those cases in which there was no necessity for 
haste. The House would be as competent to-mor- 
row, to decide on the subject of the resolution 
and the proposed amendment, and in a manner to 
redound, at least, as much to the credit of the 
Houseand the national good; as now. With regard 
tohisown opinions,ifthey were of any importance 
with his worthy colleague, he would at once say 
they wereon this subject the opinionsof that man, 
from whom he never did dissent but upon one 
question, without being wrong—that man who 
was emphatically called for eight years our Com- 
mander-in-Chief—the founder of this nation— 
the author of the Constitution—our first Presi- 
dent—the man who was made for the office, and 
the office for him—the man who diseharged all 
its duties so perfectly, as if it had been only to 
show those who come after him their incompe- 
tency. Mr. R. said he would ask his worthy 
colleague, what he supposed would have been the 
fate of a certain. Benedict Arnold, had he been 
brought alive to the American camp, after his 
desertion from it? On that subject there can 
be but one opinion. On another question, if 
his opinion was of any value, he would state it. 
Tt was not a loose thought, taken upon the im- 
pulse of the moment; but the result of medita- 


Nautilus, were detained and sent to England for 
trial; and that Commodore Rodgers had detained 
as hostages for their safety twelve British sub- 
jects. I state also to the House that I understand 
‘and believe that six seamen of another armed 
vessel have been detained, and that General 
Pinckney had detained a like number of British 
subjects. Istate that I have received information 
that the boatswain of the Wasp had been put in 
irons after she was taken. These violations of 
humanity and the law of nations I believe to re- 
quire retaliation. When I voted against a bill 
on this subject (Mr. WnicuT's) it was not be- 
cause I was opposed to retaliation. No, sir; re- 
taliation in war is often mercy—it puts an end 
to those cruelties which would otherwise fre- 
quently disgrace parties at war, and is indispen- 
sable in the conduct of hostilities. 

Mr. B. having withdrawn his motion, it was 
substituted by the following, offered by Mr. 
Macon: 

*« Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to cause to be laid before this House any 
information which may be in his possession touching 
the conduct of British officers towards’ persons taken 
in American armed ships.” 


Mr. RanpoLra said he trusted that the resolu- 
tion now before the House would meet with no 
objection; although against the resolution as first 
proposed, be must have voted for it, notwithstand- 
ing all the odium which might have attached to 
such a vote. He hoped, he said, that rigorous 
retaliation would take place if our countrymen 
found in arms had been treated as criminals and 
not as prisoners of war. He hoped we should 
have ample atonement for every drop of Ameri- 
can blood which should be spilt in such manner. 
Having taken occasion to pay a handsome com- 
pliment to the gallantry of our Navy, which was 
not heard with sufficient distinctness to be re- 
ported, Mr. R. concluded by hoping there would 
be no objection to the resolution. 

Mr. Minor said he thought it due to the gen- 
ieman from Virginia (Mr. BasseTT) to state 
that, owing to the noise which prevailed in the 
House, he had not before heard the statement 
which the gentleman had now been kind enough 
to make. He had heard of no such case as that 
allnded to by his colleague; but he trusted he 
had been sufficiently guarded not to commit him- 
self, even to the most invidious construction, as 
opposed to a proper investigation of this subject. 
To the present motion he yielded his perfect ac- 
quiescence. "Mr. M. said he trusted that in any- 
thing that related to the bonor of the country in 
tlie contest in which we are now engaged, what- 
ever might have been his opinion of the propriety 
of entering into it, he should not be found more 
backward than other gentlemen in sustaining the 
just rights of the nation. 

Mr. Suerrey said, if American citizens had 
been treated in the manner represented, he was 
clearly of opinion that severe retaliation ought to 
follow. But did gentlemen pretend that a Brit- 
ish subject, running away from a British vessel, 
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tion and reflection. As long as foreigners, nat-- 


uralized by our laws, remain on our soil, he was 
ready to throw over them the. mantle of the 
Constitution—he would’ protect them, as he 
would protect the native. citizen, at the hazard 
of the last shilling of the public revenue, and the 
last drop of the blood of our people. Bat, when 
they go abroad on the high seas; when they come 
to this country to acquire a neutrality of charac- 
ter, now indeed no longer to be found here; 
when they come here only to neutralize goods in 
the Baltic, at Heligoland, in the Black Sea, the 
White Sea, and the Red Sea, 
aud fro on the highway of nations; if it please 
God, their old master George the Third, or Napo- 
leon, or Alexander of Russia, should lay his hand 
on.them, they were welcome, Mr. R. said, for 
him. He would notspend one shilling, one drop 
of American blood, to redeem sucha man; much 
less would he have retaliation executed on sub- 
jects of the nation claiming him, with whom-we 
should happen to come in collision, which might 
have to be ex piated by the native blood of these 
States, I would not, said Mr. R., have the New 
England man or old Virginian executed by any 
despot, limited or unlimited in authority, in order 
to secure to us the worthless property in the man 
who isa Christian in Christendom and a Mus- 
sulman in Turkey.: But, Mr. R. asked, did not 
this question assume a different shape, when this 
man was not going to and fro on the high seas 
in search of plunder, which he calls patriotism, 


but, when he is found in a public ship of war of 


the United States? On that subject—for it was 
a new question—be was not prepared to decide. 
It was not, Mr. R. said, and the House might 
rely on it, the sentiment of the people of these 
States—it might be of some comparatively small, 
and therefore only insignificant section of the 
community—that we should enter into a contes- 
tation with France and England for property in 
their subjects. 

Mr. R. here drew a comparison between. the 
practice of harboring slaves in some of our North- 
ern cities, Philadelphia for instance, and the coun- 
tenance given in this country to European emi- 
grants. As to these foreigners, Mr. R. said he 
owed them nothing. He was sorry they had ever 
found refuge here—he wished we had driven them 
from our shores—or have permitted them, as we 
have the merchants, to go out where they 
pleased, without attempting to protect them. 

Mr. Quincy rose, he said, simply to express 
his regret, that a debate in this form and manner 
should have arisen. The question which had 
been touched, was one which required all the in- 
formation and light which could be shed on it. 
The principles connected with it were so nume- 
rous and critical, that it required all the reflection 
of which gentlemen were capable, to enablethem 
to discuss and decide it in a proper manner. He 
rose also to express his regret that a motion for 
amendment should be made, by a gentleman with 
whom he frequently coincided in opinion, which 
went to exclude information of the manner in 
which officers treated persons other than British 
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subjects. He could not vote against receiving 
information of any- kind—particularly on a sub- 
ject so interesting. . Mt. Q. was proceeding in: 
his remarks, when—/ ME 

Mr. Suerrey withdrew his motion. 

Mr. Basser explained his ideas of expatria- 
tion. He would not protect the man who had 
left the country with an intention not to return, 
&e., but he would protect the man who went ou 
to fight the battles of the country, ^ - : 

Mr. Ranpotra rose for the purpose of moving 
an amendment. He adverted to the language of 
the resolution, and drew a distinction between 
the character of privateers and of our public 
armed vessels, Was it competent, he asked, to 
the Government to receive as testimony the state- 
ment of the commander or crew:of an American: 
corsair? It was well known too, he remarked, 
that the high wages which had been paid to the: 
crews of the privateers, was one of the. reasons 
why the American Navy was in some degree un-. 
manned. And, was it nota different question, 
whether we should interpose our authority be- 
tween the subject of a foreign nation and. his 
Government, when that subject is fighting your 
battles, bleeding on the deck of your public ship, 
at twelve dollarsa month, and when he is decoyed 
into a corsair: by the temptation of eight , fifty, 
or forty dollars a month? There isa di erence, 
sir, said Mr. R, I trust, said he, if-we-receive the 
information-we are about to ask; we shall get it 


from a pure’ and authorized source, such as no 
man can question. ‘I mean the commanders of 
our public ships of war. Mr. R. concluded by 


moving to strike out “American,” and insert 


“ public,” so as to read “ publie armed ships.” 


Mr. WipczRY expressed his surprise at the va- 
rious expedients resorted to, to embarrass this 


question; and hoped this would have the same 


fate as the other, He said he could tell the gentle- 
man that mauy privateers had been manued with- 
out a centof wages. But, suppose they had been 
manned in other ways, were not privateers as 
usefal in annoying the enemy aspublicships? No 
man that knew anything-about maritime affairs 
would deny it. Wherever our privateers had 
come across an armed vessel of the enemy, of'any- 
thing like equal force, they had done their duty 
like American tars. Weare at war, Mr. W. said, 
and:ought to check the enemy wherever we come 
in contact with them. He believed the priva- 
teering carried on had been of great advantage 
to us and injury to our enemy. As to the objec- 
tion which had been offered to receiving the state- 
ment of their commanders, what were gentlemen 
afraid of ? No disparagement to the comman- 
ders of the Navy, (for he respected them all) he 
knew gentlemen commanding privateers whose 
opinions were entitled to as great respect as that 
of any other, and whose word could not be ques- 
tioned. In relation to the cases referred to in the 
resolve, particularly that of the boatswain, Mr. 
W. said we were bound by every principle of the 
law of nations to support him to the last cent of 
our money, more especially as he had a warrant 
under the seal of the United States. The con- 
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düct of our enemy was the less justifiable, as she 
manned: her own ships with people of all nations. 
Mr. RaNpoLPH/s proposed amendment was 
negatived by a large majority and:the resolution 
was agreed to without further debate or oppo- 
sition. : ' 


‘THURSDAY, December 10. 


On motion of Mr. Harper, the Committee on 
Military Affairs were instrueted to inquire into 
the expediency of adopting an elementary treatise 
for the discipline of the Army and militia of the 
United States. , 

MERCHANTS' BONDS. 


The House again resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the report of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means on the subjeet of mer- 
chants’ bonds. 

Mr. Grunvy observed, that it was not his in- 
tention to enter into a minute and detailed exami- 
nation of the subject; it was the duty of the mem- 
bers of the Committee of Ways and Means to 
doso,and they had certainly performed it in a 
manner highly satisfactory to the House. There 
were,however,some general principles involved in 
this discussion, on which the decision of the ques- 
tion must ultimately depend; to these he should 
confine the remarks which he was about to make, 
except so far asa reply to the observations of oth- 
ers, from whom he differed in opinion, might be 
deemed necessary. What,sir,is the true character 
of the question before you? and who are the men 
who ask relief? The answer is an obvious one: 
by the violation of the penal laws of the country, 
the sum of twenty millions of dollars has been 
forfeited to the people of the United States. The 
infractors of the laws (acknowledged ‘to be such 
by the very act of petitioning) now ask an entire 
remission of the penalties incurred. Before this 
is done, you will certainly look at that course of 

olicy which the Government has pursued in re- 
[ation to this subject, as well as the conduct of 
the petitioners. To show the first, we need only 
look to the occurrences of last session: at an 
early period, a proposition to suspend the non-im- 
portation act was made by a gentleman from 
South Carolina; after a full discussion, it was 
either abandoned by the proposer or negatived by 
the House. To permit the entry of the British 
manufactured articles of which the late importa- 
tions consist, was the avowed object. Some time 
afterwards, an attempt to modify the law, so as 
to effect thesame object, was made; this was also 
disapproved of. After the declaration of war, a 
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. RICHARD- 
gon) moved an entire repeal of the restrictive 
system: this met the fate of the two former pro- 
positions. Thus did this House, on three differ- 
ent applications, declare that the non-importation 
act should remain the law of the land, and per- 
haps no case has ever occurred upon which this 
House pronounced so decisive an opinion; for 
the subject was presented in every shape of which 
it was susceptible, and the result was the same. 

What, sir, has followed? The petitioners have, 


‘in point of fact, repealed the law which you re- 


fused to repeal ;.they have trodden under. foot 
that policy which you declared should be pre- 
served as sacred; and they now ask you to give 
an after sanction to their conduct. You had 
their casesas fully before youat the lastsession asat 
present; for all remember, that your table groaned 
beneath the weight of their petitions. After a 
full examination, you rejected their applications; 
and if the prayer of these petitioners is now grant- 
ed, may it rot be said, with truth, that these men 
haveoverruled the law and thelawmakers? "This, 
sir, is a state of things which in a Republic can 
never be permitted. We justly boast this is a 
Government of laws; and unless you cause the 
laws to be respected, and the will of the people to 
be regarded, when expressed through the medium 
of their legitimate organs, there is no way by 


| which the refractory members of the community 


can be kept within the proper limits, and pre~ 
vented from disturbing the harmony of society, as 
well as the just and necessary poliey of the 
country. 

Let us now inquire, what has been the conduct 
of the petitioners and how far that entitles them 
to the favorable interposition of this House? "The 
non-importation law was adopted for the purpose: 
of bringing Great Britain to a sense of justice. It 
was intended that its operation should be felt by 
the subjeets of that nation, and that, by their suf- 
ferings, the Ministry should be brought to yield 
to our just claims; in fact, the great object was 
to produce a pressure upon the manufactures of 
that nation, and thereby produce a change of 
measures towards us. How was this to be effect- 
ed? Only in one way: which was by prevent- 
ing as far as possible the purchase of British man- 
ufactures ; for it was in making the purchase and 
payment, that the relief was afforded, which was 
intended to be withheld. In attaining this object, 
our Government was compelled to consult the 
means within its power. To have declared it 
penal to purchase British manufactures in Eng- 
land would have been idle; the law would have 
been inoperative; to say nothing of the doubful- 
ness of tbe question, how it is competent in a na- 
tion to punish an act which has taken place be- 
yond its limits and withil the jurisdiction of a 
distinet independent sovereignty. In practice, 
the effect of such a law would have been defeated 
by the remoteness of the place at which the act 
was committed, and the difficulty of procuring 
testimony. There wasthen left that method only 
which was adopted, to declare by law that those 
articles should not be imported to this country, as 
the means by which to prevent their purchase in 
England. I have stated, and no reflecting man 
will, I am sure, controvert it, that to produce 
a pressure upon the manufactures in England 
was the object of the law, and every commercial 
man so understood it. How far have the peti- 
tioners co-operated with their own Government ? 
Sir, instead of endeavoring to give efficacy to your 
measures, they have, from the day when you de- 
signed that the effects of this law should be felt 


by the enemy, been engaged in vesting their capital 
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in British manufactures, and thereby furnishing | 
that relief which was intended by this Govern- | 
ment to be withheld. '. This. fact is fully mani- 


fested upon the face of their own petitions. Do 
the circumstances present the applicants in such 
a point of view to this body as to entitle them to 
the relief claimed by them? Not content with 
that profit which. the fair merchant gains in times 
of peace and unembarrassed trade, they ask per- 
mission to enjoy that extraordinary profit which is 
produced by ther having violated the laws of the 
country, and thereby procured a monopoly in the 
Market. Ifthe non-importation law had not ex- 
isted, instead’ of the value of twenty millions, 
"near three times that amount would have been 
‘imported. Of course the quantity being greater, 
the competition among the importers would have 
‘been increased, and the profits on any given sum 
would he less. | . 

Tt is required of us, not only to give to these 
men their capital invested in British goods, under 
the circumstances I have named, with the ordi- 
nary profits of trade, but. we are asked to give 
them a bounty for their transgressions. In short, 
they solicit permission to tax the community at 
discretion, and this privilege is to be bestowed on 
them for the sole reason, that they have violated 
the laws of their country. That the importers, 
who have already made sales, have laid’ an un- 
reasonable and unprecedented advance on the 
prime cost of 'evéry article is admitted, and that 
those who have not sold will have it completely 
in their power to do so, no man can controvert. 
I wish gentlemen to reflect who is to pay. this 
hitherto unheard of profit of the importer. The 
consumers, we all know, pay this when they pur- 
chase of the retailers, Already then has thecom- 
munity been taxed to a considerable amount, and 
these petitioners, if this bill shall pass, are to have 
the whole benefit. : 

Suppose, as the honorable member from New 
York (Mr. MirchILL) has stated, “That had the 
Orders in Council been repealed, and the intelli- 
gence had reached this country before the 18th 
day of June, last, that war would not have been 
declared," I ask, whether it may not fairly be in- 
ferred from occurrences which have taken place, 
but that for the relief afforded by the American 

merchants to the manufacturers in England, the 
Orders in Council would have been repealed at 
at an earlier period and of course the war would 
not have been declared. It should be recollected, 
for the evidence taken in the House of Commons 
clearly proves it, (and it is presumed that each 
member has examined that testimony,) that the 
Ministry of England did not abandon their Orders 
in Council voluntarily, but were compelled to do 
so by the sufferings of their own people, and sure- 
ly that distress which at last produced their re- 
peal would have operated so as to produce the 
effect at an earlier period, had no supplies been 
furnished from this country. If the gentleman 
from New York be correct in his hypothesis, I 
do not think it too harsh to say that the conduct 
of the petitioners and others in similar circum- 
stances has produced this war. Let it, however, 


be distinctly ‘understood, that I differ entirely 
from, that. gentleman in the opinion by him ex- 
pressed, “that the Orders in- Council were the 
only cause of war.” Independent of them, there - 
were other great causes which demanded an as- 
sertion of our rights by force, causes which still 
exist and, require a vigorous prosecution of the 
war—but this. is not a proper-time to go into a 
discussion of the points in difference between the " 
two nations, and I therefore forbear to detain the 
House by an examination of them. ` j 
Gentlemén have assumed a strange highminded 
position in this arsument, the force of which I 
confess is beyond my comprehension. They say 
you must remit the whole of these forfeitures or 
exact the utmost farthing, or the consequence 
will be, that you prostrate the dignity of your 
laws. I appeal to you, sir, whether it be not pos- 
sible to mingle justice and mercy together. Can 
you not punish without destroying? Can you 
not save from ruin while you do away the mo- 
tives to a repetition of an offence? And on the - 
score of preserving your laws from future viola- 
tions, which is most likely to succeed, the inflic- 


tion of a mild punishment, or none at all? A 


man of plain common sense would answer, with- 
out hesitation, the former. In the event of an 
entire remission of the forfeitures, you invite, 
nay more, you hold out a strong temptation to 
others to violate the non-impoitation law. But, 
if you enforce the penalties to a certain extent, 
you deprive them of the prospect of gain, and 
of course leave no inducement for either the pe- 
titioners or others to act in a similar manner. Sir, 
let us examine the nature of the claim which 
these men affect to have on the Government. 
They allege that they had funds in England to 
the amount of the prime cost of the goods im- 
ported, and that it was not possible to withdraw 
these funds in specie. Be itso. If the specie 
could have been procured, no argument in their 
favor, it is admitted by their advocates, could 
have been urged with propriety. How, then, does 
the subject present itself for a fair decision? The 
petitioners have funds in England; ihey desire 
to get them to their own country, but cannot do 
so without introducing articles prohibited by law; 
they do import goods forfeited the moment they 
arrive in an American port; the Government 
seizes them, but says to. the importer, although 
the whole of this property is forfeited to the 
American people, yet the amount in specie which 
you had in England shall be restored to you, but 
you shall not lay the citizens of the United States 
under contribution. You may enjoy your capi- 
tal unimpaired, but. both the extraordinary and 
ordinary profits shall be withheld from you. By 
acting in this way, you guard your laws from 
future infractions; you teach those who are dis- 
posed to aet improperly, that they cannot profit 
by it. *I entreat those who are friendly to the 
non importation law to lock at the consequences 
which must follow the passage of this bill. It 
is stated by the New York committee, that Amer- 
ican property,situated precisely like thaton which 
we are legislating, still remains in England. If 
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the present petitioners succeed, how can you re- 
fuse the ‘same thing to others equally deserving 
the indulgent consideration of the House? The 
arguments of those who hereafter import will be 
stronger, because, in addition to those now used, 
they can urge the decision on this bill as a pre- 
cedent in their favor, and under the pretext of 
property purchased in England by American citi- 
zens, British goods, (I mean goods belonging to 
British subjects,) will be brought to this country 
equal to the demand in the market; and let not 
gentlemen imagine they can prevent this by re- 
quiring evidence of the time of purchase. Men 
in England, starving for want of employment, 
will find testimony to help them to a market; and 
Jam sorry to admit it, but the fact is so, they will 
find men in this country disposed to assist them. 
The gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. CaL- 
Houn,) for whose opinions no member on this 
floor entertains a higher opinion than 1 do, has 
said that, by not passing this bill, we are author- 
izing the Secretary of the Treasury to impose a 
tax on these men at his discretion. Sir, this view 
of the subject is a mistaken one, if I know any- 
thing of the principles of taxation. It may be 
considered as the assessment of a sum of money 
upon the community, or particular portions of it, 
without regard to their past conduct; it falls 
-alike upon the virtuous and vicious; upon those 
who have observed, as those who have violated, 
the laws of the country; the past is not regarded, 
it operates prospectively altogether. Far differ- 
ent is the case before you; here, tlie property has 
already been forfeited, and has, under existing 
laws, been vested in the American people, and 
the attempt made by those who are opposed to 
the remission is not to clothe the Secretary with 
any new powers, but to prevent these men from 
depriving the community of that which is at this 
time public property. 

The Jaw vesting the Secretary with the power 
to remit fines and forfeitures is strangely misun- 
derstood. It is represented as a law of rigor and 
severity—this is not its true character. It con- 
tains those provisions only which are calculated 
to mitigate the punishment inflicted by penal 
laws. No man is bound to apply to the Secre- 
tary ; if he chooses to submit to the operation of 
the laws, he can do so. It is only in cases where 
the party is of opinion that the laws ought not to 
be enforced to their full extent, that an applica- 
tion to the Secretary of the Treasury for a remis- 
sion or mitigation is contemplated, and this power 
of softening the rigor of the laws in every well- 
regulated society exists in some department of 
the Government. 

This law is now complained of as being tyran- 
nical in its principles, but gentlemen have cer- 
tainly failed to prove this in argument; it rests 
on assertion only. On the other hand, it pas the 
strongest reasons in its favor. It was passed in 
Federal times. This should give it the sanction 
of a certain class of politicians. No attempts 
were made to repeal it when the Republicans 
came into power; so far from it, they have ac- 
quiesced and practised under its provisions for 


twelve years, and never before the present session 
basa complaint been heard. Gentlemen, I ap- 
prehend, on reflection, do not find much cause for 
exultation in having.discovered that the present 
Secretary of the Treasury voted.against this law 
when a member of Congress, and having urged 
that asa reason why he was an improper person 
to act under it. True, this disclosure excited a 
smile on the countenances of some, but it was 
evident, that it was not-the smile of benevolence 
or good humor, but proceeded from very different 
feelings. What, sir, does all this amount to? 
Mr. Gallatin, when a member of Congress, voted 
against a particular bill; it, however, became a 
law. Several years afterwards he is called to an 
important office, the duties of which require liim to 
execute this law. It certainly does not follow, 
that because he voted against the law, that he 
will not execute it faithfully. Might it not with 
much more propriety be urged, that he who voted 
against a declaration of war, should not be trusted 
with the sword of his country under any cireum- 
stances? Or, that he who voted against any in- 
crease of the Navy, should never be permitted to 
fight for his country on the ocean? Or, that the 
member of a Legislature who had voted against 
any important measure which had to be enforced 
by the judiciary, should never sit as a judge 
when questions under such a law were to be 
decided on? 

The gentleman to my right, (Mr. Lownpes,} 
had, without well considering the import of what 
he was saying, declared, that the Government 
will profit more by returning this twenty millions 
of dollars to the merchants than by retaining it, 
and appears to have convinced himself that we 
shall annually get five millions in duties from 
them for this twenty millions. If, sir, I could 
believe this, I would certainly vote with him; 
and not only would I do this, but I would be in 
favor of borrowing to the full amount of the na- 
tion’s credit, and give it to the merchants. We 
could no doubt borrow at eight per cent., and if 
we could then, by giving it away to that class of 
men who seem, in the opinion of some gentle- 
men entitled to all favor, obtain twenty-five per 
cent, the war, and all the expenses of the Gov- 
ernment, would not be felt. But, sir, this plan of 
making money is too favorable to be well-founded, 
and, before I can accord with it, my judgment 
must be better satisfied. I am afraid to make the 
experiment. 

Weare told, if a remission does not take place, 
great dissatisfaction will prevail among the mer- 
chants; they will not lend their money, and will 
embarrass you in the prosecution of the war. 
Sir, believe me, it is not by doing injustice to the 
rest of the community, in order to keep the mer- 
chants in good humor, that you will be enabled 
to get on in the war advantageously. As to ob- 
taining money on loans, make it the interest of 
the money-holder to lend to the Government, and 
he will do so; and, when he is deliberating on the 
subject, the great inquiry generally is, whether 
this is the most profitable way of disposing of 
his capital. 
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Were Í disposed. to intimidate gentlemen on 
this occasion, I could tell them of another class 
of citizens who hare an interest in this question. 
A class. of men composing nine-tenths of the 
community, who, when they do speak, will and 

- must be heard with effect. - 

Mr. Boyn, Mr. Ruza, and. Mr. Cray, spoke in 
opposition to a total remission of the bonds—each 
however advocating a partial remission of a cer- 
tain description of’ the bonds. 

The Committee then rose, reported progress, 

‘and obtained leave to sit again. 


v Frivay, December 11. 


/. , Mr. Pornpexrer presented petitions of the Leg- 
Aslature of the Mississippi Territory, praying that 
further time may be granted to complete the pay- 
. ments for publie lands; that the Indian title to 
certain lands in that T'erritory may be extinguish- 
_ed; and that a divisio. of that Territory may not 
take place. The first was referred to a Commit- 
tee of the Whole, the second to the Secretary of 
War, and the third ordered to lie on the table. 
On motion of Mr. PrrkKiN, the Committee of 
Commerce and Manufactures was instructed to 
inquire into the expediency of making provision 
by law for placing beacons and buoys on two 


rocks in or near the harbor of New Haven, in Con-. 


necticut. 
MACEDONIAN AND FROLIC. 
"The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT or THE UNITED STATES: 
` To the Senate and House v 
l Representatives of the United States : 

I transmit to Congress copies of a letter to the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, from Captain Decatur, of the frig- 
ate “United States,” reporting his combat and cap- 
ture of the British frigate Macedonian. Too much 
preise cannot be bestowed on that officer and his com- 
panions on board, for the consummate skill and con- 
spicuous valor by which this trophy has been added to 
the naval arms of the United States. 

I transmit, also, a letter from Captain Jones, who 
‘commanded the sloop of war Wasp, reporting his cap- 
ture of the British sloop of war, the Frolic, after a 
close action, in which other brilliant titles will be seen 
to the public admiration and praise. 

A nation feeling what it owes to itself and to its 
citizens could never abandon to arbitrary violence on 
the ocean, a class of them which gives such examples 
ofcapacity and courage, in defending their rights on 
that element; examples which ought to impress on the 


enemy, however brave and powerful, a preference of 


justice and peace, to hostility against a country whose 
prosperous career may be accelerated, but cannot be 
prevented, by the assaults made on it. 
. JAMES MADISON, 
Wasarneton, December 11, 1812. 


U. S. sur» UNITED STATES, AT SEA, 
October 30, 1812. 
Sır: I have the honor to inform you that, on the 
25th instant, being in the latitude 29? north, longitude 
39? 30 west, we fell in with, and, after an action of 
one hour and a half, captured His Britannic Majesty's 
ship Macedonian, commanded by Captain John Car- 


den, and mounting forty-nine carriage guns, (the odd 
gun shifting.) She is a frigate of the largest class, two 
years old, four months out of dock, and reputed one 
of the best sailers in the British service. The enemy 
being to windward, had the advantage.of engaging us 
at his own distance; whith was so great that, for the 
first half hour, we did not use our carronades, and at 
no moment was he within the complete effect of our 
musketry or grape. T'othis circumstance, and aheavy 
‘swell which was on at the time, I ascribe the unusual 
length of the action. : EU UE A f 

Theenthusiasm ofevery officer, seaman, and marine, 
on board this ship, on discovering the enemy, their 
steady conduct in battle, and the precision of their fire, 
could not be surpassed. Where all have met my 
fullest expectations it would be unjust in me to dis- 
criminate. Permit me, however, to recommend to your 
particular notice my first lieutenant, William H. Allen 
he has served with me upwards of five years, and to his 
unremitted exertions in disciplining the crew is to be 
imputed the obvious superiority of our gunnery exhib- 
ited in the result of this contest. E ' 

Subjoined is a list of the killed and wounded on 
both sides. Our loss, compared with that of the ene- 
my, will appear small. Amongst our wounded you 
will observe the name of Lieutenant Funk, who died 
a few hours after the action; he was an officer of great 
gallantry and promise, and the service sustained a se- 
vere loss in his death. ` 

The Macedonian lost her mizzenmast, fore and 
main-topmasts, and main-yard, and was much cut up 
in her hull. d f 

The damage sustained by this ship was not such as 
to render her return into port necessary ; and had I 
not deemed it important that we should see our prize 
in, should have continued our cruise. 

` With the highest consideration and respect, I am, 
sir, your obedient humble servant. 

STEPHEN DECATUR, 


Hon. Paci HAMILTON. 


List of killed and wounded on board the United 
States. 


Thomas Brown, New York, seaman; Henry Shep- 
herd, Philadelphia, seaman; William Murray, Boston, 
boy; Michael O’Donnel, New York, private marine; 
John Roberts, private marine—z/ied. 

John Mercer Funk, Philadelphia, lieutenant, (since 
dead ;) John Archibald, New York, carpenter's crew ; 
Christian Clark, ditto, seaman; George Christopher, 
ditto, ordinary seaman: George Mahar, ditto ditto; 
William James, ditto ditto; John Laton, ditto, private 
marine—wounded. 

On board the Macedonian there were thirty-six 
killed, and sixty-eight wounded; among the former, 
were the boatswain, one master’s mate, and the school- 
master; and of the latter were the first and third lieu- 
tenants, one master’s mate, and two midshipmen. 


New Yonx November 24, 1812. 
Sır: I here avail myself of the first opportunity of 
informing you of occurrences of our cruise, which ter- 
minated in the capture of the Wasp, on the 18th of 


| October, by the Poictiers, of seventy-four guns, while 


a wreck from damages received in the engagement 
with the British sloop of War Frolic, of twenty-two 
guns, sixteen of them thirty-two-pound carronades, 
four twelve-pounders on the main deck, and two twelve- 
pound carronades on the top-gallant forecastle; making 
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her superior.in force to us by four twelve-pounders. 
The Frolic had struck to us, and was taken possession 
of two hours before our surrendering to the Poictiers. 

We had left the Delaware on the 18th; the 16th 
had a heavy gale, in which we lost our jib-boom and 
.two men; half past eleven on the night of the 17th, in 
latitude 37 degrees north, and longitude 65 degrees 
wést, we saw several sail, two of them appearing very 
large; we stood for them for some time, then short- 
ened sail, and stecred the remainder of the night the 
course we had perceived them on. At day-light, on 
Sunday the 18th, we saw them ahead ; gave chase, 
and soon discovered them to be a convoy of six sail, 
under the protection of a sloop of war; four of them 
large ships, mounting from sixteen to eighteen guns. 
‘At thirty-two minutes past eleven A. M., we engaged 
the sloop of war, having first received her fire at the 
distance of fifty or sixty yards, which space we grad- 
ually lessened until we laid her on board, after a well 
supported fire of forty-three minutes ; and although so 
near, while loading our last broadside, that our ram- 
mers were shoved against the side of the enemy, our 
men exhibited the same alacrity which they had done 
during the whole of the action. They immediately 
surrendered upon our gaining their forecastle, so that 
no loss was sustained on their side after boarding. 

Our maintop-mast was shot away between four and 
five minutes from the commencement of the firing, 
and falling, together with the maintopsail-yard, across 
the larboard fore and fore-topsail braces, rendered our 
head-yards unmanageable the remainder of the action. 
At eight minutes, the gaff and mizzen topgallant-mast 
came down, and at twenty minutes from the. begin- 
ning of.the action every brace and most of the rigging 
was shot away. A few minutes after separating from 
the Frolic both her masts fell upon deck; the main- 
mast going close by the deck, and the foremast going 
twelve or fifteen feet above it. 

The courage and exertions of the officers and crew 
fully answered my expectations and wishes. Lieuten- 
ant Biddle’s active conduct contributed much to our 
success, by the exact attention paid to every depart- 
ment during the engagement, and the animating ex- 
ample he afforded the crew by his intrepidity. Lieu- 
tenants Rogers, Booth, and Mr. Rapp, showed, by 
incessant fire from their divisions, that they were not 
to be surpassed in resolution or skill. Mr. Knight, 
and every other officer, acted with a courage and 
promptitude highly honorable, and I trust have given 
assurance that they may be relied on whenever their 
services may be required. 

I could not ascertain the exact loss of the enemy, as 
many of the dead lay buried under the masts and spars 
that had fallen on deck, which two hours’ exertion had 
not sufficiently removed. Mr. Biddle, who had charge 
of the Frolic, states that, from what he saw, and from 
information from the officers, the number killed must 
have been about thirty, and that of the wounded about 
forty or fifty; of the killed, is her first lieutenant and 
sailing-master; of the wounded, Captain Winyates, 
and the second lieutenant. 

We had five killed and five wounded, as per list: 
the wounded are recovering. Lieutenant Claxton, 
who was confined by sickness, left his bed a little pre- 
vious to the engagement, and though too weak to be 
at his division, remained on deck, and showed, by his 
composed manner of noting its incidents, that we had 
lost by his illness the services of a brave officer. 

Tam, respectfully, &c. JACOB JONES. 

Hon. Paur Haxirrox. 


. TheMessage and documents having been read— 
On motion of Mr. RauporPH, they were re- 


ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, with 
instructions to report a suitable expression of the 
Legislative approbation of the services detailed. 


b 


Mr. R. said he did not wish by this motion to- 


limit the Committee to reporting a resolution ; 
or to preclude them from expressing approbation 


in a more substantial manner, 

; MERCHANTS’. BONDS 

The House again in Committee of the Whole 
on this subject. i 


After some debate— i 
The question was taken on the adoption of the 


report of the resolution recommended by the 


Committee of Ways and Means, in the following 
words: ` ! , 

« Resolved, That it is inexpedient to legislate upon 
the subject, and that the petition, with the accompany- 
ing documents, be referred to the Secretary of the 
Treasury"— . 

And negatived: for the resolution 49, against 
it 52. 

Several motions were then offered by different 
gentlemen, in accordance with the ideas advanced 
by them in debate, and negatived. j 

Mr. Cusves proposed the following resolution. 
to the Committee. ` . 

“ Resolved, on viewing all the facts which have been 
presented, and considering them in connexion with 
the proper policy of a just, free, enlightened, and con- 
sequently lenient Government, under the circumstan- 
ces of this country at this crisis, that, in all fair cases: 
of bona fide American property, the penalties and for- 
feitures incurred by the late importers of British man- 
ufactures be unconditionally remitted.” 


This motion was negatived by a majority of 
eight votes. 

Mr. H. Cray then proposed the following reso- 
lution: 

“ Resolved, That so far as respects the case of citi- 
zens of the United States who purchased goods, wares, 
and merchandise, the growth, production or manufac-. 
ture of Great Britain, prior to the 2d February, 1811,. 
and of citizens of the United Status who shipped sim- 
ilar goods, between the 23d day of June and first of 
August, 1812, on board of vessels which actually cleared 
out of British ports prior to the said first day of Au- 
gust, the petitioners ought to be relieved by a remission. 
of the forfeitures and penalties which they have in- 
curred upon payment of legal costs; and that in all 
other cases of the petitioners, a recovery of the for- 
feitures and penalties incurred ought to be enforced.” 


Mr. RaEA moved to amend the same by strik- 
ing out all the resolution to the words * prior to," 
and inserting the following words in place there- 
of, viz : 

‘To the second day of March, 1811—the petitioners 
ought to be relieved, by a remission of the forfeitures 
and penalties which they have incurred, upon payment 
of legal costs, and that on all other cases of the peti- 
tioners a recovery of the forfeitures and penalties ought 
to be enforced.” 

Mr. Ruea’s amendments, and afterwards Mr. 
Cay’s motion, were negatived by large majorities. 

Mr. HarL then offered a resolution declaring 
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that the law ought to be rigidly.enforced; which 


motion. also was.negatived, seventeen members 


only rising in fayor of it. 


.. The Committee then rose and reported their 
“disagreement. to the repoyt,of the Committee of 
‘Ways and Means, without. having come to any 


other determination. : . 
P - vt 


Monbay, December 14, 


D 


On motion of Mr. Bassert, the resolution ex- 
ptessive-of the sense of the House on the subject 
of the capture of the Guerriere. by the Uni- 


ted, States frigate Constitution, was recommitted 


to the Committee on Naval Affairs, with a view 
to incorporate therewith the cases of capturé of 
„the Frolic and Macedonian, referred to their con- 


‘sideration on Friday last. 


MERCHANTS’ BONDS. 


The Speaker announced the order of the day 
-on the report of the Committee of the Whole on 


the report of the Committee of Ways and Means 


on the subject of the merchants? bonds. 

Mr. Bacon, after adverting to the bill before 
the Senate, which would probably in a day or 
two place the subject now under consideration 
more definitely before the House, moved to post- 
jone the further consideration. of the report to 
Wednesday. 

- Mr. Biss opposed the motion. He said that 
the decision of the House on the report now be- 
fore them would: not preclude them from again 
acting on the subject, if brought before them in 
any.other form. 

The motion to postpone the report was nega- 
tived—54 to 46, 

The question then recurred on concurring with 
the Committee of the Whole in their disagree- 
ment to the resolution reported by the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

Mr. Newron said the subject under considera- 
tion, in his opinion, occupied but little space; and 
that he should, in the observations he had to offer, 
be as concise as possible. To keep within the 
rule which he had laid down for his observance, 
he should avoid entering into an examination 
and comparison of invoices; nor should he in- 
quire what were the profits or losses, which the 
merchants had made or suffered. With due def- 
erence for the opinions of other gentlemen, he 
could not perceive the bearing such subjects had 
on the resolution reported by the Committee of 
Waysand Means. That resolution recommends 
to the House a plain course, not to legislate on 
the cases of the merchants. Mr. N. thought the 
report stood-on firm grounds. lam, said Mr. N., 
of opinion that as the law has provided a proper 
tribunal for the decision of such cases, they should 
be left to the ordinary course of law. This opin- 
ion was the result of conviction on an investiga- 
tion of the subject. I find that the law which 
authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to miti- 
gate or remit forfeitures, penalties, &c., incurred 
in certain cases, passed the 3d of March, 1797, 


under the Administration of the illustrious WAsn- 


INGTON: that, under the Administration of Mr. 
Anaus, it was made perpetual; and that it has, 
to this day, without any modification whatever, 
continued in operation, The power of mitiga- 
ting or remitting forfeitures and penalties incur- 
red under the law regulating the collection of 
duties on imports and tonnage; under the law 
laying an.embargo, and the supplemental acts 
. When in force; under the late non-intercourse law; 
and under the present.nón-importation act; has 
been constantly exercised by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. For sixteen years this power has 
been exercised by the different Secretaries of the- 
Treasury Department, without any complaint; 
even the merchants during that period of time 
have acquiesced in the exercise of it, without. 
ever uttering the feeblest note of dissatisfaction 5 


| and the members of Congress never attempted, 


until the present session, to take from the juris- 
diction of the Secretary of the Treasury a soli- 
tary case. During the period of sixteen years 
the. different Secretaries have decided „on cases, 
in which forfeitures and penalties have been in- 
curred, amounting, as to the value of the property, 
to'about fifty millions of dollars. Individual 
cases of forfeitures, during that period, not un- 
frequently occurring, as to the value of the pro- 
perty, equal to any case in the class of cases now 
under consideration. The investiture of this ex- 
traordinary, equitable jurisdiction, in the Seere- - 
tary of the Treasury, was; designed by the Na- 
tional Legislature to prevent—despateh being an 
all-important consideration in the decision of 
mercantile.and revenue cases—that delay in the 
proceedings of the courts, too often and'too justly 
complained of. "The courts, jealous of encroach- 
ments of their jurisdictions, have never consid- 
ered the.power of mitigating or remitting for- 
feitures, &c., as being unconstitutionally invested 
in the Secretary ef the Treasury. They have 
uniformly, in prosecutions pending before them, 
for forfeitures, &c., incurred, received the re- 
leases of those forfeitures.executed by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, as legal acts, have directed 
them to be read and entered of. record, and have 
ordered the prosecutions to be forthwith dis- 
missed, This view which I have taken, said 
Mr. N., of the subject under consideration, proves 
to the satisfaction of my mind that the power of 
mitigating or remitting forfeitures, &c., is a 
power legally belonging to the Secretary of the 
Treasury. Iam nota little astonished to see an 
effort made to wrest from the Secretary of the 
Treasury the power which the law has conferred 
on him, to take cognizance of the cases which 
have arisen under the non-importation act. Dif- 
ferent grounds have been taken by different gen- 
tlemen; some objections have been made to the 
reference of the cases now before the House to 
the Secretary of the Treasury, on the ground 
that the law does not give any jurisdiction over 
them. This position, I think, is not tenable. 

The argument of my ingenious friend (Mr. 
Biss) is, according to my apprehension, not only 
sound but conclusive. 

The law declares “that the Secretary of the 
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- Treasury shall have power to mitigate or remit 
t such fine, forfeiture, or penalty. or remove süch 
* disability or any part théreof, if, in his opinion; 

' t the same shall have been incurred without wil- 
‘ ful negligence, or any intention of fraud in the 
£ person or persons incurring the same.” 

My friend (Mr. Biss) very justly contended, 
in his exposition of the law, that no limits are 
assigned to the exercise of a sound discretion, 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, over forfeitures 
incurred, except such as the acts of the parties con- 
cerned may have assigned to it. If itbe apparent 
that persons have incurred forleitures through 
wilful negligence, or by a clear and manifest 
commission of fraud, the Secretary cannot grant 
relief. But if forfeitures be ineurred through 
missions or mistakes, in which not the slightest 
shade of fraud is visible, or from circumstances 
not foreseen and in their nature unavoidable, the 
power of the Secretary of the Treasury to extend 
relief has no limitations. Another answer to the 
objections already stated, and in itself conclusive, 
is, that the non-importation act gives the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury the same power over forfeit- 
ures under that law, that he has over forfeitures 
incurred under the law regulating the collection 
of duties on imposts and tonnage. JI like to see, 
said Mr. N., stability in whatever appertains to 
jurisprudence. The standard of justice should, 
at all times, be the same; it should not vary ac- 
cording to circumstances. The same measure 
should be meted alike to all, high and low, rich 
and poor. - Unless this rule be observed and in- 
flexibly adhered to, a Republican Government 
loses one of its best characteristics, that of being 
a just guardian of the rights of the citizens. The 
rich and magnificent, by a relaxation of the prin- 
ciples which ought to be invariably observed in 
the dispensation of justice, would have the cer- 
tainty of impunity for all their acts; their op- 
pressions of the laborious classes of societ would 
be without limitation or restraint; and although 
the legal forms of prosecutions may be preserved, 
yet against such offenders the trial would end in 
a mockery of everything like substantial justice. 
My friend (Mr. Cueves) has said that the re- 
ference of the cases of the merchants to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury would be highly impro- 
per; that it would be striking at the foundation 
of the Government to refer such matters to that 
officer; and that it would be taking the cases 
from the cognizance of the proper tribunals. To 


these objections I answer that the tribunals of 


law are open to the parties, they have it in their 
choice to go into the courts for redress, and even 
pending the actions at law to apply to the Treas- 
ury for a mitigation or remission of the forfeit- 
ures incurred. Should he refuse to mitigate or 
remit the forfeitures which have been incurred 
under the non-importation act, the cases of the 
merchants would then be, in the last resort, de- 
cided by the judiciary. Ifthe course of procedure 
recommended by the Committee of Ways and 
Means, be levelling a fatal blow at the principles 
of a Republican Government, I hesitate not to 
say that the blow has, long since, been struck, 


cand that the Government has survived it, and is 
flourishing in health and vigor. The reference 
of cases every way similar to these, now before 


the House, to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
under the successive Administrations of a Wash- 
ington, of an Adams, of a Jefferson, and of a 
Madison, prove clearly to my mind, that no dan- 
gerous consequences can possibly ensue by giving 
to the present cases the same direction. I can- 
not, said Mr. N., persuade myself that these Ex- 
ecutive Magistrates, that Congress, and that the 
people, the intelligent people of the United States, 
would have so long acquiesced in suffering a law 
to exist, to be every day in action, which should 
threaten the subversion of the Government. 

The most fatal blow that could be struck ata 
Republican Government would be that which 
should destroy the prineiples which insure a cor- 
rect and impartial administration of justice. The 
principles of impartial justice will never sanction 
a practice, which, while it subjects the poorer 
classes of society to the rigorous application of 
the penal laws, allows relaxations and suspensions 
of those laws in favor of those classes whose pros- 
pects are prosperous and splendid. . 

Whenever discriminations take. place in the 
distribution of justice, the Republic is demolished. 
I am, sir, in favor of giving to all parties, be their 
circumstances prosperous or adverse, the like 
remedy, the same redress. If equal justice be 
rendered to all persons, this vital and animating 
principle of a Republican Government will pre- 
serve to it vigor and duration, and insure to the 
Administration thereof the affections of the peo- 
ple. Opinion, sir, in a popular Government, is 
a desideratum of much moment. Let us not forfeit 
its support by a departure from those principles 
which it delights to honor and to cherish. Opin- 
ion carefully nurtured is political strength. 

To tbe Constitution it will give stability ; to 
the magisterial arm, nerve; to the laws, energy ; 
and to the execution of them, promptitude and 
certainty. 

Iam therefore, for these reasons, unwilling to 
withdraw the cases of the merchants, which have 
arisen under the non-importation act, from the 
direction which the law has given them. 

Iam not, sir, alarmed for the issue; Iam fully 
persuaded that every mitigating circumstance 
will receive due attention and consideration, and 
that such a decision will be made as shall com- 
port witli the public good—such a decision as the 
most refined and enlightened equity can dictate. 

The debate on the resolution before the House, 
has been extended to other subjects, supposed to 
have some connexion with it. Asthe part which 
I have taken, however humble it may have been, 
in bringing those subjects to notice, has been hon- 
ored with some attention, and has given rise to 
some remarks, I feel myself bound to vindicate 
the opinions which I expressed in support of the 
proposition which did not originate with me, as 
well as that of which I was the mover. 

Soon after the commencement of the present 
session, my friend.(Mr. HanPER) moved a resolu- 
tion, directing the Committee of Commerce and 
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Manufactures to. inquire into:the poliey.and ex- 
pedieney of prohibiting the exportation of pro- 
visions. . Some time after the- decision of the 
House on that resolution, which expired at the 
: instant of its birth, I did myself the honor of pre- 
. senting a resolution, which is still reposing on the 
table, directing the same:committee to institute 
an inquiry into the-expediency of restraining 
under certain conditions the exportation in vessels 
belonging to-nations in amity with the. United 
States of provision and all such articles as came 
under the denomination of military stores, and 
which might. be considered as useful and neces- 
sary for naval equipments. These resolutions 
were, by my friend (Mr. Cuzvzs,) for whose in- 
.telligence and patriotic worth I entertain a sin- 
cere respect and esteem, compared to a comet 
with along tail, alarming and threatening the 
‘nation with calamities and afflictions dire. The 
enlightened citizens, sir, of these United States 
are not to be dismayed or terrified at real disas- 
ers, much less is it to be apprehended that the 
equanimity of their minds will be disturbed by 
. the appearance of such signs and portents as have 
of late been visible in the political horizon. To 
the revival of letters and the arts, man owes his 
regeneration—enlightened by their cultivation, 
he feels with pride his liberation from the domin- 
ion of ignorance and superstition. No longer 
does he tremble or quake with fear at the predic- 
tions of augurs, or the infuriate ravings of a Par- 
ish or an Osgood. He cares not now, whether 
.Sacred chickens feed kindly or not; nor does he 
deign to look whether the crows in their flight 
take a direction to the East or to the West, 

For the pious, modest and meek expositors of 
the Gospel, he feels awe, reverence, and love; 
their examples illustrate and give force to their 
precepts; and they are justly viewed as the ben- 
efactors of the humanrace. But for the apostles 
of anarchy and civil war, enlightened and civil- 
ized man feels unutterable contempt—apostles 
who prostitute and pollute the altars of the just 
and living God, to promote the low and petty 
purposes of ambition: such apostles are not of the 
right stock ; they are of the stock of Judas Isca- 
riot, and like him are ready to betray their Saviour 
and their country. In the acquisition of wisdom, 
man finds an accurate standard, according to 
which he forms a just appreciation of the things 
of this world ; in the exercise of fortitude, a ref- 
uge from the calamities and adversities of this 
life; and in his eourage—when his conscience 
does not pronounce him a criminal—a shield ! 

Taking, sir, a different view of the state of 
public affairs, from that taken by my worthy 
friend, (Mr. Cngvzs,) I am apprehensive, that 
the resolutions, which he compared to a comet 
foreboding ill, have disappeared from the horizon 
too soon for the speedy restoration of peace and 
the future prosperity of this nation. 

The calamities and afflictions which those res- 
olutions portended, and with which they were 
supposed to be fraught, would have fallen on the 
heads of our enemies and oppressors. I wish to 
God I was endued with the power of creating 


a comet—that I was potent enough to give it 
impetus and to direct its course. The prostrate 
nations of the earth should rise and greet it as the 
sign of their deliverance. Warmed and enlivened 
by its rays, joy and prosperity should again glad- 
den those regions which ambition and the insa- 
tiate spirit of mereantile monopolies have de- 
spoiled of their wealth,and deluged with the blood 
of their unoffending people. ~The plaintive cries 
of misery no more should agonize the heart, No 
more should tears bedew the pallid cheeks of the 
widow or the orphan. No more should. ruthless 
and savage war and piracy roam over earth and 
seasin quest of victims—in every direction spread- 
ing devastation and ruin. ts l : 

Anthems and songs should announce the re- 
turn and restoration of the empire of peace, Man 
should be permitted to manage, in his own way, 
his own concerns. Without care he should sow 
and reap, with a countenance speaking gratitude, 
the harvest of his labor. These, sir, are the bles- 
sings that a-comet, of my creation, should dis- 
pense. ae 

In the smiles of nations I should feel the con- 
scious luxury of doing good. 

But, sir, let me not presume to claim the praise ~ 
of originality for resolutions which my worthy 
friend (Mr. Cuseas) compared to a comet—jus- 
tice and truth forbid-it—to wiser heads the inven- 
tion is due. Signs and portents, like these, are 


coeval with the independence of this nation. 


The throes which gave birth to the Revolution 
of America—to liberty, exiled from every region 
ofthe globe, an asylum—and to an oppressed and 
insulted people, freedom—the same throes gave 
existence also to such legislative acts as have 
been dignified with the appellation of comets, 
The Revolutionary Congress, composed of men, 
I ought to have said a galaxy of worthies and 
patriots, such as the astonished and admiring 
world never before saw-—worthies whose wisdom 
and valor fitted them to be the saviours and deliy- 
erers of a young people, from the blighting op- 
pression of an Egyptian bondage—those worthies, 
at that new and eventful era, did not disdain to 
create such legislative comets, and make them 
efficient orbs of their political system. 

Did not those illustriouss statésmen recommend 
the non-importation and non-consumption of Brit- 
ish manufactures—ata time, too, when thesupplies 
of the American people were drawn wholly from 
Great Britain—at a time when the nation could 
boast of no established manufactories—when the 
nation was destitute of military resources, and 
when war was raging—and even at a time when 
the Treasury of the Union had nota dollar at 
command. At that eventful and ever memo- 
rable period of our history, Congress recom- 
mended, for the power of coercion did not belong 
to Congress, the non-importation and non-con- 
sumption of British manufactures—the people 
heard the voice of Congress, and with cheerful- 
ness and alacrity obeyed it. Like men inspired 
with a high and dignified sense of national rights 
and national honor, they magnanimously suffered 
in their country’s cause every privation. 


371 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


372 


H. or R. 


`- Merchants Bonds. 


DECEMBER, 1812, 


-Can I etr, sir; is it possible for me to etr, when 
for my polar star I follow such illustrious exam- 
ples of wisdom and patriotism ? LE. 

My friend (Mr. Curves) has expressed with 
warmth and energy his opposition to the non-im- 
portation act, and to every sort of restriction. 
He considers thé non-importation act a system of 
self-torture, producing, by its paralyzing effects, 
in our cities, a gloomy stillness, such as that 
which is produced by the visitation of a pestilence. 
Such a description, deriving no. little advantage 
from the graces of elocution, would naturally fill 
the mind with apprehensions, and infuse into it 
a belief that nature herself was brought to an 
awful pause, the aspect of things portending dis- 
solution“ the wreck of matter, and the crush of 
worlds!” S 

Recovering from the despondency into which 
I was thrown by the animated speech of my 
friend, I was pleased beyond description to behold 
so many cheerful countenances, so many une- 
quivocal signs of content, self-complacency, and 
composure. 

As our Eastern brethren are the bitterest ene- 
mies that the non-importation act has, as their 
lamentations have been loud and incessant since 
the first restrictive measure was adopted, my im- 
apination has been constantly picturing the effect 
which real and corroding grief, long suffered, 
would have on their minds and bodies. I was 
trembingly alive for their temporal happiness. I 
expected to see them pale, emaciated, mere mov- 
ing skeletons—a bare-bones Parliament. But 
how agreeably am I disappointed ! the reverse of 
this picture is the true representation. From the 
constant exercise which they have been taking 
on the electioneering hobby-horse, the restrictive 
system, they have grown sleek, ruddy, and robust, 
so plethoric that the skilful physician, ifconsulted, 
would without doubt recommend ‘either absti- 
nence or depletion. 

The power of imagination improperly exercised, 
or artificially stimulated, brings, on individuals 
as well as on bodies politic, evils which are in- 
calculably mischievous. 

But to the point. The observations of my 
friend (Mr. Cueves) have constrained me, con- 
trary to my wish, to take a concise view of the 
causes which have depressed commerce. I trust 
I shall be enabled to show that the depression of 
our commerce is not fairly attributable to the 
operation of the restrictive system, nor to any 
other act of the Government of the United States. 
A plain succinct statement of historie facts, will 
place this subject in its proper light. 

When Great Britain in the year 1793 took the 
attitude of a belligerent Power opposed to France, 
her commerce became of course circumscribed. 
The United States continuing neutral, had opened 
to them a more extensive trade than that which 
they had heretofore enjoyed. The expectation of 
enjoying the advantages of a neutral position was 
not in all instances realized. The British Gov- 
ernment, intending to starve the new Republic 
of France into a compliance with its views, pro- 
hibited the exportation of provisions to that coun- 


try. That Government succeeded in instigating 


the Russian and other Governments to pursue 


the same policy. American vessels performing 
their voyages to France were by the orders of 
theBritish Government captured and carried into 
British ports and those of her allies, thereby de- 
priving the United States of the best market, 
which was France, for the sale of their produc- 
tions. : The events of the war changing the rel- 
ative state of the nations of Europe as to each 
other, Spain, Holland; and other Powers, succes- 
sively became parties in the war against Great 
Britain. The change of attitude among the Pow- 
ers of the Continent, heretofore supplied by the 
British with their manufactures in their own bot- 
toms, opened a trade to the United States in every 
respect extensive and lucrative. Our merchants 
availed themselves of it, but the embarrassments it 
had to encounter were great, as the British Gov- 
ernment pretended that, according to the rule 
which that Government had adopted in the year 
1756, neutral vessels were liable to capture if they 
were engaged in carrying on a trade from ihe 
colonies directly to the mother country, and from 
the mother country directly to the colonies. In 
other words, that a trade not allowed in peace 
could not be prosecuted during war. This dec- 
laration was made in direct contravention to the 
practices of that Government, which never fails 
to relax the rigor of the navigation acts during 
war, to procure through neutrals from the ene- 
mies’ country articles necessary for their manufac- 
tories. This conduct of the British Government 
caused the capture and condemnation of maay 
American vessels and cargoes. The Government 
of the United ‘States protested against this proce- 
dure ; negotiations were resorted to, explanations 
took place, and the British Government at last 
conceded that the right belonged to the United 
States, as a neutral Power, to import into the Uni- 
ted States the produce of enemies’ colonies, and 
to re-export the same to the mother country, and 
also to import into the United States the manu- 
factures of the mother country—and to re-export 
the same to the colonies. This trade was lucra- 
tive, it gave activity to commerce, and immense 
profits to the American merchants. They sup- 
plied the most wealthy nations of the Continent 
of Europe with the productions of the West In- 
dia islands and South America, and also with the 
costly manufactures of the East Indies. 

The colonies of France and Spain were sup- 
plied with whatever they required by the mer- 
chants of the United States. The British Gov- 
ernment did not foresee the effect this concession 
to justice and neutral enterprise would produce. 
The moment it discovered the great advantages 
arising from the concession, then its jealous and 
selfish policy became alarmed. Asa rival, this 
nation is treated and dreaded. If opportunities 
do not spontaneously occur, they are artificially 
produced, to justify acts with no other object In 
view, but to contract or to cireumscribe within 
the narrowest compass the commerce of the Uni- 
ted States. To do away all advantages accruing 
to the United States from the concessions alluded 
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to, the British Government, fruitfal in devices, 
but not always successful in concealing the injus- 
tice they are designed to-sanction,-pretended that 
the trade from the United States in the produc- 
-tions of enemies’ colonies, could not be considered 
in any other light, than a'direct voyage (making 
a deviation to: save appearances) from the ene- 
mies’ colonies to the United States, and from 
thence to the mother country: "This change of 
policy, unworthy ofan honest and enlightened 
Government; was made in violation of the conces- 
sion already mentioned. and which had been of- 
ficially notified to Mr. King, our Minister‘at the 
Court of London, as a concession made with de- 

'iberation by the British Government. "When 
"the British cabinet altered its views, in respect 
to neutral trade, the merchants of the United 
States had afloat on the ocean merchandise 
to an immense amount. : This: property, in pur- 
suance of British orders, was captured by British 
cruisers and condemned by British courts of ad- 

xniralty. The Berlin decree of November 1806, 
was issued to retaliate on the British Government, 
for the blockade. which that Government had 

- ordered of all the. coast and ports from the river 

Elbe to Brest inclusive, in the early part of the 
year 1806. The British Order in Council of 
"November, 1806, was issued in retaliation for the 
Berlin decree, and the Milan decree of the 21st 

. of. December, 1807, was issued in retaliation for 
"the Orders in Council. MAY. 

: "These orders and decres put on neutral com- 
"merce a seal; the.execution of them proved fatal 
to the :American:/trade. Is trade, foreign trade, 
ata stand? Doesa gloomy stillness prevail in 
our cities? Is the merchant .disconsolate? If 
these misfortunes have fallen to our lot, the sources 
of them are to be found in the atrocious policy 
of the belligerent Powers towards neutral nations, 
particularly towards the United States of Amer- 
ica. In the acts of foreign Governments just 
enumerated, are to be found the instruments for 
torturing commerce—instruments which have 
pierced it to its vitals. I ask, with what region 
of the earth can trade be prosecuted with any 
prospect of success, orto any advantage? I boldly 
‘assert, for years past, with no nation on the globe. 

We cannot, sir, justly appreciate the lot of this 
nation but by comparing it with that which has 
fallen to other nations. If an Atheist, who as- 
cribes all things to the production of a blind fatal- 
ity, were- to take a view of the situation and con- 
dition of every State and Empire, and makea 
just estimate of the faculties and facilities of each, 
in administering to the happiness of man ; on the 
one hand he would behold Asia and Africa, and 

Europe, and the countries subjected to the dom- 
ination of Europe, afflicted with calamities and 
miseries seldom suffered, and’ never before sur- 

assed ; on the other he would behold the Uni- 
ted States of America, though suffering severely 
from the war raging.in Europe, under the aus- 
pices of a Goverament that consults better than 
any political institution ever known or extant, 
the happiness of man ; agriculture flourishing— 

a country abounding in everything that can pro- 


mote edse and comfort—manufactures springing 
up and fürnishing articles which but the other 
day were imported solely from foreign countries— 
their capaeity for furnishing supplies daily en- 
larging and extending; the raw: materials essen- - 
tial to keep them in operation the products of the 
land, and new resources explored and constantly 
increasing the means of internal prosperity and 
national force and energy. These multiplied ad- 
vantages, enjoyed by no nation but this, would 
strike his mind with force, and liberate it as by 
a charm from the contraction of prejudices arid 
pre-conceived errors. Under the influence of new 
and enlightened impressions, he would abandon 
his creed of a blind fatality, and acknowledge 
that the beneficent: providence of God presides ~ 
over the destinies of this nation. j 

Oh fortunate people, if you but knew your 
happy lot! ; 

The American Government, anxious to succor 
the suffering merchants, and. instigated by them 
to obtain redress for the wrongs they had suffered 
and were suffering, commenced a system of re- 
stfictive measures on the commerce of Great 
Britain and France. 

The history of the various restrictive measures 
adopted by Congress, and the manner in which 
their efficacy have. been defeated, is too well 
known to require elucidation. Have the restric- 
tive measures failed ? ; 

If they have, of the complete effect intended to 
be produced, let the opposition mashalled against 
them in the East answer for the consequences of 
tbeirfailure. Had one mind actuated the citizens . 
of the United States, those measures would have 
insured to this nation peace, and the fruition of all 
the blessings flowing from it. : The restrictive sys- 
tem failing, from the causes mentioned, war was 
resorted to with reluctance, as the last sad alter- 
native; a state of things forced on the national. 
Government from the want of union. The non- 
importation act, although it has had every disad- 
vantage, every difficulty to encounter, has pro- 
duced a sensation through the British Empire, 
never before felt. "The merchants and manufac- 
turers of Great Britain are in a condition less to 
be envied than that of any other people. To 
them the prospective is gloomy beyond’ concep- 
tion. I will not go further into this subject. 
You, sir, (Mr. Cray, the Speaker,) have, ina 
strain of impressive eloquence, shown the distresses 
of that nation. The evidence delivered to the 
House of Commons proves beyond doubt how 
much the merchants and manufacturers have suf- 
fered by its operation. f . 

You have done ample justice to the subject. My 
humble aid is not required to sustain the charac- 
‘ter of the non-importation act, or the efficacy of 
that and other restrictive measures, when in you 
they have found an Atias. Le 

With you, sir, Cp Cray, the Speaker,) I had 
the satisfaction of agreeing in opinion, as to the 
efficacy of the despised non-importation act, and 
also as to the necessity of continuing it in opera- 
tion as a measure very injurious to the enemy. 
It is with no little regret that I find you opposed 


375 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


376 


H. or R. 


Merchants! ` Bonds. 


.DEcEMBER, 1812, 


at this.time, to an embargo, principally for this 
' reason, that an embargo would prevent the im- 
portation into the United States of specie from 
Great Britain, through Spain and Portugal. The 


manner in which you supported this position was | 


ingenious and specious—the theory has. elegance 
and symmetry, but I am. apprehensive it will in 
.no respect be found susceptible of execution. 

Permit me to examine, to analyze the position ; 
to explore the resources of the British Empire. 
` Noobjection is entertained against an embargo, 

. but the prevention it would interpose to the im- 
portation of specie. You observed, that Great 
Britain would be compelled to maintain an army 
in the Peninsula, and that this object could no 
ways be effected but by purchasing provisions, 
with specie, of the Americans. 

Ientertain, with due deference, the opinion that 
Great Britain cannot furnish the specie. My 
reasons in support of this opinion are derived from 
the condition of that country. "The resources 
of the British Empire depend on commerce. 
When trade flourished, the precious metals were 
drawn from a thousand sources, and were to be 
found there in great abundance ; but the dura- 
tion.of the war, in which that Empire has been 
and is still engaged, has produced such a muta- 
bility in human affairs, so many revolutions in 
the actual and relative state of nations, in respect 
to each other, that commerce at this day has no 
activity, nor can it flourish and acquire the ne- 
cessary momentum, while the belligerent Powers, 
disagreeing in everything, agree in the proscrip- 
tion of every principle on which the support of 
it depends. The commerce of the world is re- 
duced almost to a mathematical point. The clam- 
ors and affictive cries of British manufacturers 
and merchants are heard in this hemisphere. The 
precious metals, we are told, have nearly van- 
ished from Great Britain ; and the paper medium, 
the substitute for them, has depreciated so much, 
that a guinea is equal in value to one pound ten 
shillings in paper currency. Gloomy as things 
appear, the prospective is still worse. The com- 
merce of the British Empire is rapidly sinking to 
the last point of depression. 

The armament which was sent some years ago 
to the island of Walcheren, was designed to have 
been employed, if accounts be credited, at a dis- 
tant point on the continent of Europe, to the 
north of Walcheren ; but that object could not be 
effected for the want of specie, to furnish it with 
necessary supplies. 

Since that expedition, the face of things has 
changed, greatly for the worse ; nor is it within 
the ken of man to say when the adverse tide in 
human affairs will slack, will stop, and when 
agaiu it will take a prosperous turn. "This pic- 
ture, sir, is not too highly colored—it exhibits a 
dreary prospect of getting money, for the wheat 
and flour of the United States, from Great 
Britain. 

I will now, sir, for the sake of argument, admit 
that the British Government has the command 
of specie ; and yet I will be so bold, in the very 
teeth of this admission, as to contend that the 


chance of getting it will be no better than it is 
at present. "The British Government may per- 
mit the grain and flour of the United States to 
be imported into Spain and Portugal in Ameri- 
can. vessels; but it will never suffer them to ex- 
port from those countries specie, during the exis- 
tence of war. The only effect which this trade 
will produce, is to nurture discontent and disqui- 
etude. The merchants, instead of receiving spe- 
cie, will be obliged to take bills on the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain. They must take bills or 
nothing. These bills are to be paid in Great 
Britain. The consequence will be that the mer- 
chants wil have the amount of their cargoes 
locked up there, as.the war ioterdiets all trade 
with the British Empire. The waat of those 
funds, or the apprehension that they may lose 
them, by the happening of some inauspicious 
event, whieh is within the chances of a fair cal- 
culation, will produce much dissatisfaction against 
and opposition to the Government, 

I cannot, with all the deliberation I have given 
to this subject, discern the wisdom of that poliey 
which makes it the interest of meu to obstruct 
the progress of the Government, while asserting 
and maintaining the national rights. Nor can 1 
perceive the wealth to be derived from a trade to 
the Peninsula. On the contrary, it isin my opin- 
iona losing trade. Noreturn cargoes are received. 
The capital of this country is employed to supply 
the enemy. The merchant, from his own funds, 
or the money he obtains on loan from the banks, 
purchases provisions which are exported to Spain 
and Portugal, and which are sold for bills on the 
British Government. The money for these bills 
cannot be obtained, and the war prevents the 
purchase of British manufactures with the bills. 
In the manner in which this trade is carried on, 
the enemy may be said to obtain a beneficial 
credit from our merchants. This trade places 
the British Government, although the debtor, 
upon better ground than the American merchant, 
inasmuch as it has the power of confiscating the 
bills as enemies property, if it chooses so to do. 
But, sir, all our hopes are visionary, if an expec- 
tation be indulged that American vessels will be 
employed in this intercourse. This trade will be 
carried on, not in American, but British bottoms, 
under cover of the Swedish, Spanish, and Portu- 
guese flags. The navigation of Great Britain 
profits by this order of things. The war gives 
1t security. 

I will now take, if I may be allowed the ex- 
pression, a birds-eye view of Spain aud Portugal, 
and of the commercial harvest, if any, that can 
be gathered or gleaned in those regions. Spain 
is the theatre of a war, marked with all the char- 
acteristics of cruelty, and devastation, and ruin. 
The greatest disorder and confusion prevail in 
that country ; the Government, if it has one, can 
boast of no energy ; and no temptation whatever 
is held out to commercial enterprise. The rev- 
olution which is progressing in South America 
will terminate, and God grant it, in the indepen- 
dence of that country ; the consequences are ev- 
ident. The streams which, flowing from Peru- 
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vian and Mexican sources, have heretofore poured 
into the bosom of Spain goldeti treasures, are re- 
turning to their natural channels; --The agricul- 
ture and commerce of those rich, extensive, and 
fertile regions, will acquire by this flow of things, 
in the course which nature herself ordains, reno- 
vated life, activity, and vigor. : 
The war has reduced Portugal to a condition 
equally deplorable with that of Spain. In her- 
self, Portugal has no: resources. To Brazil, Por- 
tugal looks in-vain for succors. The Court of 
Brazil; destitute: of the knowledge of political 
economy, and of method and sagacity in its fiscal 
operations, finds the resources of that country in- 
commensurate toits wants. It would bea happy 
cireumstance, if the misfortunes of the kingdom 
of Brazil originated in the want of enlightened 
_ policy in the Government; the hope and expec- 
tation of reformation in the abuses of the Gov- 
ernment might prevent the despair and despon- 
dency of the nation. This consolation is not-for 
them toindulge. On that ill-fated country, Brit- 
ish influence and intrigue have shed -their mal- 
edictions ; the throne totters, and the spirit of 
disaffection and disorganization threatens its.total 
subversion. Thus, sir, I have shown, after my 
manner, that the merchants of the United. States 
cannot cherish even a hope of receiving specie, 
at the markets of ‘Spain and Portugal, for the 
producticns of this country, either from the Span- 
idrds or Portuguese, or from the agents of the 
British Government. This commerce is there- 
‘fore productive of no advantage. It is detri- 
mental, inasmuch as.it contributes greatly to the 
relief of the enemy. eset 
It enables ‘him to wage war with less expense, 
and renders his means of annoyance much greater 
than they would. be with it. To increase, to 
double the expenditures of the British Govern- 
ment at this time, when its resources by the loss 
or circumscription of the trade of the British 
Empire have been greatly diminished, and are 
daily diminishing, would soon bring toa success- 
ful termination the war we are compelled to wage 
for national rights and privileges. From the 
present condition of trade, an embargo, in my 
opinion, could produce no injury to this country, 
but on the contrary would be the strongsst mea- 
sure that Congress could adopt to give energy 
and effect.to the war. The state of the British 
Empire is such as to make it a measure, in what- 
ever light it may be viewed, well adapted to in- 
crease and multiply the difficulties and pressures 
which the enemy has to contend with. Foreign 
supples of grain are required for the support of a 
numerous population, aud which necessary ar- 
ticle can at this time be furnished by no other 
nation than this. To make this clear and evi- 
dent, I beg leave to read a passage from a late 
.English author of great celebrity. Malthus, on 
Population, makes the following pointed, impres- 
sive, and judicious observations: 
“That we can readily turn ourselves from an’ im- 
porting to an exporting nation, in the article of corn, 
I would by no means pretend to say; but both theory 
and the experience of tho first half of the last century 


warrant us in concluding it practicable, and we can- 
not but allow that it is worth the experiment, as the 
permanence of our national prosperity: may. depend 
upon it. Ifwe proceed in our present course, let us - 
but fora moment reflect on the probable consequences. 
We can hardly doubt that in the course of some years 
we shall draw from America and the nations bordering, 
on the Baltic, as much as two millions of quarters of 
wheat, besides other corn, the support of above two 
millions of people. If, under these circumstances, any. 
commercial discussion or other dispute, were to arise . 
with these nations, with what a weight of power they 
would negotiate! Not the whole of the British navy 


| could offer a more convincing argument than the sim. ‘ 


ple threat of shutting all their ports. I am not un- 
aware that in general. we may securely depend upon 

people's not acting directly contrary to their interest. 

But this consideration, all powerful as it is, will some- 
times yield voluntarily to national indignation, and 
is sometimes forced to yield. to the resentment of a 
sovereign. It is of sufficient weight in practice when: 
‘applied to manufactures; because a delay in their sale 

is not of such consequence, and from their smaller bulk 
they are easily smuggled. But, in in the case of corn, 
a delay of three or four months may produce the most 
complicated misery; and, from the great bulk of corn, 
it will generally be in the power of a sovereign to exe- 

cute almost completely his resentful purpose. Small 
commercial States which depend nearly for the whole 
of.their supplies on foreign .Powers will always have 

many friends. They are not of sufficient consequence 

to excite any general indignation against them, and 
if they cannot bé supplied from one quarter, they will 
from another. But, this is by no means the case with 
such a country as’ Great Britain, whose commercial 
ambition is peculiarly calculated to excite a general 
jealousy, and, in fact, has excited it to a very great 
degree. ] 

“Tf our commerce continue increasing for a few 
years, and our commercial population with it, we shall 
be laid so bare to the shafts of fortune that nothing but 
a miracle can save us from being struck. The period- 
ical return of such seasons of dearth, as those which 
we have of late experienced, I consider as absolutely 
certain, upon our present importing system ; but, ex- 
cluding from the question. at present the dreadful dis- . 
‘tress that they occasion, which, however, no man of — 
humanity can long banish from his mind, I would ask, 
if it is politic, merely with a view to our national great- 
ness, to render ourselves thus dependent upon others 
for our support, and put it in the power of a combina- 
tion against us, to diminish our population two mil- 
lions.” ` : ; ; 

These observations, enforced as they are by 
weighty and strong reasons, render it unnecessary 
for me to make a single comment. They are 
replete with good sense; they are the result of 
deep.reflection: "Who will venture to say that the 
time for that verification and fulfilment has not 
arrived? If a peace, speedy and honorable to 
this nation, be an.object of desirable attainment, 
it cannot, I will boldly assert, be obtained but by 
a vigorous prosecution of the war. The whole 
strength of the nation should be put forth. It is 
the wisest policy so to act. It will not only pre- 
"went the effusion of much blood, but it will be 
found to comport best with a regard to economy, 
in the expenditure of the public treasure. No 
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measure within the compass of Congressional 
powers, if my judgment be correct, and it is sup- 
ported by able authority, is so likely to give the 
requisite vigor to the war, and thereby bring it to 
a happy termination, as that. of an embargo. I 
have deemed it proper, in justice to‘myself, to 
make these observations. I have not taken this 
stand, I trust, for reasons light and trivial. I 
could: enlarge on this subject, but I will not tres- 
pass longer on your patience and politeness, I 
may err; I am sensible of my frailtiesand weak- 
ness; but, in sustaining this opinion, I am per- 
suaded you will allow me the credit of acting in 
obedience to my conviction and sober judgment. 

Mr. BnicnaM said: Mr. Speaker, the subject 
of the merchants’ bonds, now under considera- 
tion, is of serious consequence, and has been ably 
discussed. Itis a question of great magnitude, 
and involves the rights and the interests of a re- 
spectable and intelligent class of our fellow-citi- 
zens, who have as much reputation for their in- 
dustry and’ integrity as any other class in the 
commpity. 

But ‘the honorable Committee of Ways and 
Means have reported to the House that itisinex- 
pedient to legislate on the subject, and that it 
should be referred to the Secretary of the Trea- 
sury. 

Sir, this is a subject of too much importance to 
be submitted to the decision of any one individ- 
ual. The question is now before the proper tri- 
bunal, and it is incumbent on this House to de- 
cide; we have a duty to perform, and I hope that 
the House will have the satisfaction resulting 
from a conscientious discharge of it. 

Mr. B. said that the chief duty and cause of all 
Governments was to protect the rights of proper- 
ty ; that personal security was the prime induce- 
ment for men to institute civil Government; that 
our Constitution provides expressly for the pro- 
tection of person and property, and we are sworn 
to support the Constitution; and, in his opinion, 
the House were as much bound, and by as high 
solemnity, to decide in this case, and to decide 
correctly, as ever a jury of the country, in a court 
of law, were holden to do justice between party 
and party. 

Mr. B. said that he had heard no satisfactory 
reason offered, why this House should avoid this 
question and throw the responsibility on the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. Could he better distin- 
guish between right and wrong; between justice 
and injustice, than this House? It will not be 
admitted. 

Sir, said Mr. B., we are the confidents of our 
constituents, and we ought to protect them in 
their rights, and to convince them by our acts of 
justice toward them, that we are worthy of their 
confidence ; and make it manifest to the world 
that we are really and practically, what we are 
nominally, an intelligent, a just, and a deliberate 
body; a terror only to evil-doers; and that we 
punish none but the guilty, and those who de- 
serve it. 

Sir, this is a question of property. The real 
question is, whether the goods, that are bonded, 


are the property of the Government or the prop- 
erty of those individual merchants, by whose 
Jabor and enterprise and at whose expense they 
were imported? 3 f 

Sir, the Government claim this property under 
the operation of the non-importation law, and 
their claim can arise on no other ground; and, to 
make out their ease, they allege that the import- 
ers of these goods have violated this law, and 
forfeited the property into the hands of the Gov- 
erament; and we are to say whether they are 
guilty or {not guilty. . Before we decide on this 
question, let us examine into the transaction and 
into the authority under which the merchants be- 
lieved they were acting, and also into the provis- 
ions and character of the non-importation law. 

Mr. B. said the non-importation law was intro- 
duced and enforced as a retaliatory measure, to 
retaliate on the British Government for her ob- 
noxious Orders in Council, and was intended to 
be coextensive with those orders, and when those 
orders ceased to operate, the demands of these 
laws were satisfied, and no longer to be in force. 
This appears from the special provision which 
was made, aüthorizing the President, on the event 
of the revocation of the Orders in Council, to 
issue his proclamation declaring the fact, and to 
set aside the operation of the law. — 

Mr. B. said that he had supposed it was the 
duty of the President, on receiving official in- 
formation of the revocation of the Orders. in 
Council, to have issued his proclamation, and to 
have exercised the power vested in him without 
delay. The merchants considered the power del- 
egated to the President, as a pledge of the repeal 
of the non-importation law, whenever those Or- 
ders in Couneil should be revoked; and they just- 
ly supposed that they might with safety ship their 
goods, 

Sir, said Mr. B., this is notall; these merchants 
have other public record evidence that this law 
would be repealed on the revocation of those or- 
ders. The Secretary of State, July 20, 1811, in 
his correspondence of that date with Mr. F'oster, 
the British Minister, states expressly, “that it was 
* in the power of the British Government, by one 
* single act of justice, to enable the President of 
‘the United States to set aside the operation of 
‘ the non-importation law ;” and he told Mr. Fos- 
ter what this act of justice was, namely, that if 
the British Government would cease to violate 
our neuual rights, by revoking her Orders in 
Council, the President alone had the power; and 
the Secretary of State said, that he was instruct- 
ed to inform him that the President would exer- 
cise this power without delay, and terminate the 
non-importation law. 

Sir, under these circumstances and with this 
information, the merchants had a right, on the 
revocation of the Orders in Council, to believe 
that they should be safe and justified in shipping 
their goods from an enemy’s country to their 
own. They were scrupulous and careful not to 
resist the laws of their Government, and gave no 
direction to have their goods shipped until those 
Orders in Council should be revoked, and when 
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they were revoked, they consulted. Mr. Russell,. 


our Chargé des Affaires at the Court of Great 
Britain, who gave them his opinion that it would 
be safe for them to ship their goods, that no pen- 
alties could be demanded under the non-importa- 
tion law ; indeed, he advised. them to ship their 
goods, and carry their.property home ; and now; 
shall they be punished for it? What else would 
they have done, unless they had abandoned their 
property and left it in.the. hands of the enemy? 
There ean be nothing wrong in the importers’ 
shipping their goods from an enemy’s country. 

.Mr. B. said that there was no fraud or blame 
attached to the merchants for shipping their 
goods; that it was their duty, a duty which they 
owed to themselves and to their country. He 
could not understand how the petitioners were 
guilty of any offence, nor chargeable with any- 
thing, but giving their confidence to the Govern- 
ment; to the highest authority of the nation; and 
certainly that could be no(crime, and we should 
not inflict the penalties of poverty on the inno- 
cent. The want of money can give us no claim 
to- this property. The high-sounding sum of 
twenty millions of dollars may increase the in- 
clination to get it, but never can increase our right 
to. take it. . 

Mr. B. said, he hoped that the House, on this. 
important question, would be governed by a mag- 
nanimous and just policy, cancel the merchants’ 


bonds, gain respectability to themselves, and af-: 


ford comfort and protection to the petitioners. 
Mr. Quincy said, thatin listening to the debate, 
what had impressed his mind the most forcibly 
was the simplieity of the question. He was less 
surprised at the arguments which were urged, 
than that any argument was necessary. À mere 
statement of the case, he should have thought 
would have settled the question. Twenty mil- 
lions of dollars were said to be forfeited to the 
United States;—an amount equal to one-third 
of the whole national debt. This sum was al- 
leged to be due, from comparatively a small class 
of men, in particular sections of the country, in 
the cities and on the seaboard. It was distributed 
among the individuals of that class, in various 
proportions. "To every one of them, the amount 
demanded is material. The greater part of the 
fortunes of some, is at. stake. To others it isa 
simple question of prosperity or ruin. The prin- 
ciples arising out of the case, and connected with 
a decision, are in their nature so complicated 
and delicate, that scarcely two men can be found 
on the floor of Congress who can agree by what 
scale remission shall be graduated, if remitted 
at all. A case of this magnitude, so important 
to the public, so critical to the individuals, so 
dubious in point of principle, and so consequen- 
tial in sectional alarm and interest, it is seriously 
contended should be referred to the decision of 
a single individual—that one man should be in- 
vested with the power to decide the fates of mul- 
titudes of his fellow-citizens, and decree riches 
or property ; not by any known rule or standard, 
but according to his absolute will and discretion ! 
Such is the power seriously contended for, in a 


country calling itself free, by men who. pretend 
to understand the nature of civil liberty, and to 
venerate its principles. 

Mr. Q. said, that the nature of the proposition 
was not more astonishing, than the main reason 
urged in its support.. And this was, that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury possessed this power al-' 
ready ; that the law now placed it in his hands. 
As if the greatness of a power, and its exceeding 
the trust which any man ought to possess, and 
its irreeoncilableness with the settled principles 
on which publie safety in a free country depends, 
were not conclusive, either that no such power 
$ver was invested, or that the possessor ought to 
be deprived of it. e : 

Mr. Q. then proceeded to investigate the general 
powers vested in the Secretary of the Treasury, 
for the mitigation, or remission of fines, penal- 
ties and forfeitures. He contended that no such 
power was invested in the Head-of that Depart- 
ment, as the Secretary had asserted in his letter 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. In 
this letter, the Secretary asserts that— the 
* power to remit the share of the United States, 
* and of all other persons, in whole or in part, 
‘and on such terms and conditions as may be ` 
* deemed reasonable and just, is by law vested in: 
‘the Secretary of the Treasury.” Mr. Q. said, 
that this was nothing less than the assertion of 
an absolute discretion in relation to the subject- 
matter. A discretion without limit or-principle, 
or measure of control, or rule of decision, except 
the sovereign will and pleasure of the individual 
possessing it. -For he, who ean do in relation to 
any matter or thing, in the whole or in the part, 
and fix such terms and conditions as he may 
deem reasonable and just, has as absolute an au- 
thority, in that matter or thing, as heart can de- 
sire. And if by any general law such power be 
invested in any person whatsoever, we have not 
much to boast, in this respect, either of the wis-. 
dom or of the freedom of our laws. 

The question then is, whether this power, thus 
asserted to exist in himself, by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, be vested in him by law. Mr. Q. 
said that he confessed, that on the first rending of 
the statute, being under the influence of theopin- 
ion thus unequivocally expressed by the Secreta- 
ry, and not at once perceiving how the terms ‘of 
law had been wrested to the purposes of official 
construction, he yielded a momentary and reluc- 
tant assent to the claim of the Secretary. Re- 
collecting, however, what a fascinating thing ab- 
solute power is, and how little implicit faith any 
man hasa right to claim, in a case where the: 
degree of his power is dependent upon his own 
construction ; recollecting, also, the character of 
the men, who, in the year 1797, when the law in 
question was passed, had the reins of power, he 
began to doubt of the construction, and set him- 
self carefully to investigate on what grounds this 
arbitrary discretion, thus obtrusively asserted by 
the Secretary as existing in himself, was founded. 
He said, that the men who, ut the time when the 
law in question was passed, presided over the 
construction of our laws, were not only learned 
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and able. men, and true lovers of their country, 
but they were men, also, deeply vested in the 
principles of civil liberty; they were natives of 
the soil, and had been educated in the arbitrary 
doctrines of the civil law, but had drank in the 
essential principles of the ancient Saxon common 
law,asit were with their mothers! milk. Such men 
were not likely to grant so enormous a power, by 
any general terms, even in an unguarded moment. 
For had reason failed tbem in a case of this 
nature, instinct would have come to their aid. 
.He determined, therefore, to investigate this 
question, aloof from the prejudices which the 
assertion of the Secretary of the Treasury and 
the corroborative opinion of the Committee of 
Ways and Means had created, and set. himsel 
to examine what were those essential principles 
of civil liberty, which lay as it were, at the base 
of: all statutes of this kind, and which were, in 
their nature, so predominant and inherent, that 
no friend of freedom could possibly forget them, 
- when framing such a statute. 

Mr. Q. said, that on turning this subject in his 
mind, he had found two principles of the nature 
which he sought. The first was, that the inno- 
cent should never be confounded with the guilty. 
Of consequence, that the law mast have been in- 
tended to be so constructed as that, as far as pos- 
sible, the former should always escape, and the 
Jatter should always be punished. The second 
was, that the object of the penalty was only the 
enforcement of the provisions of the law. Of 
consequence, that when this object was attained, 
there ought to be an end of the penalty which 
was ever to be considered as the sanction, or vin- 
dicatory branch of the law, and never be pervert- 
ed to the purposes of the ways and means of the 
Treasury. When the terms of the statute un- 
der consideration, were considered in reference 
to these principles, all doubts as to its true con- 
struction vanished. The character of the fram- 
ers of the law was vindicated. No such power 
as that asserted by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in relation to the subject of the penalties, was 
vested in him. On the contrary, the real grant 
of power was precise, limited, and perfectly con- 
sistent with the principles of civil liberty. 

The law contained two clauses, which eom- 
prehended al] the powers relative to this subject 
vested in the Secretary of the Treasury. The 
words are these: After prescribing the modes 
by which testimony concerning the circumstances 
of the case shall be collected and transmitted to 
the Secretary of the Treasury, the statute pro- 
ceeds: “Who shall, thereupon, have power to 
* mitigate, or remit such fine, forfeiture, or pen- 
‘alty, or remove such disability, or any part 
‘thereof, if, in his opinion, the same shall have 
* been incurred without wilful negligence, or any 
‘intention of fraud in the person or persons in- 
‘curring the same; and to direct the prosecution, 
* if any shall have been instituted for the recov- 
* ery thereof, to cease and be discontinued, upon 
' such terms or conditions, as he may deem rea- 
* sonable and just.” 

From these clauses in the statute, if from any, 


the Secretary of the Treasury derives that un- 
limited diseretion, which he asserts, in his report 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, to be 
vested in his department, Now, these clauses 
are distinet and substantive, having relation to 
two objects, also distinct and substantive. The 
first clause relates to the penalty incurred. "The 
sécond to the prosecution commenced. 

As to the first clause, relative to the penalty, 
fine, or forfeiture incurred, so-far from vesting an 
unlimited discretionary power, it vests, strictly 
speaking, no discretion whatever. It is, in truth, 
a power to mitigate, remit, or remove, according 
to a stated and specified statute standard. This 
authority is to exercise his judgment, upon the 
circumstances of the ease, touching the existence 
or non-existence of either of two particulars sta- 
ted in the statute—wilful negligence, or fraud. If 
neither exist, he has the power to. remit. If either 
exist, but in a partial degree, he has the power to 
graduate the penalty, fine or forfeiture, to the de- 
gree of guilt. And this is his whole power re- 
sulting from this clause. The head of the Treas- 
ury is a mere tribunal to decide whether the 
statute guilt has been incurred, or any part of 
it, and, according to that judgment, to graduate 
the fine, penalty, or forfeiture. If there be no 
guilt, his power of mitigation, that is, of gradua- 
tion, is at an end. In such case it cannot be ex- 
ercised. The single authority he has, is to re- 
mit altogether. He has no more right to talk of 
“ profits,” or “extra profits? or. “ equivalents,” or 
to intimate boons or “ loans,” as the grounds of 
remission, than he has to decree the whole pen- 
alty into his own pocket for his private use. The 
plain purpose of the law is, that guilt should suf- 
fer, and that innocence should escape. And by 
guilt and innocence, is only meant statute guilt, 
or statute innocence. Whatever is either wilful 
negligence or fraud, is statute guilt. Whatever 
is neither one nor the other, is innocence. Iris 
easy to see how perfectly reconcileable this is to 
the established principles of civil liberty. Instead 
of a sharp-scented statesman, invested with pow- 
ers to hunt among fines, penalties, and forfeitures, 
for the ways and. means of the Treasury, we find 
only a benignant and wisely constituted tribunal, 
with power to judge upon the circumstances of 
the case, how far any statute guilt has been in- 
curred, and to graduate suffering, according to the 
degree which shall appear. 

As to the second clause, relative to the prose- 
cution commenced, there is. indeed, a discretion 
invested in the head of the Treasury; but itisa 
discretion extremely limited in its nature, arising 
out of the necessity of the case, extending only to 
very subordinate considerations, and in exercise 
of which there is little or no temptation to abuse. 
It relates only to the terms and conditions on 
which he may direct the prosecution to cease. 
These he is permitted to fix “as he may deem 
reasonable and just." That such a power is ne- 
cessary is obvious, because, although the innocent 
has a right to be free from the imputation and 
penalty of guilt, yet the costs and expenses which 
have been incurred is a loss, which must fall 


385 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


386 


DECEMBER, 1812. 


Merchants’ Bonds. 


H. orR, 


somewhere. The nature of things has thrown 


it upon him, and no principle of justice can 
transfer it to another. But the discretionary 


power here given is, in the nature of things, ex- 
tremely limited, and extends only to those par- 
ticulars, which are incident to the prosecution, 


to costs, expenses, and sometimes compensation 
to custom-house officers for services rendered, 


either in their seizure, or in the care of the 


property. It is obvious, also, that in exercising 
such a discretion the danger of abuse is limited, 
not only from the circumscribed nature of the 
sphere, but from the circumstances in which it 
. ls exercised. He has no official inducement to 
abuse his power. The particulars which are in- 
cident to a prosecution are distinct, notorious, 
and easily to be ascertained; and as to compen- 
sation due to the custom-house officer, the Secre- 
tary having, by no possibility, any interest, per- 
sonal or official, in the decision, may safely be 
intrusted with it; and ought to be, out of regard 
to the indemnification of the officer. Here, again, 
there is no interference with the established prin- 
ciples of civil liberty. The question relative to 
the causing the prosecution to cease, has no con- 
nexion with guilt or innocence. It is merely as- 
certaining the inevitable loss, which he must 


bear, on whom the bolt of Heaven has fallen. If 


a compensation is decreed, it is for the custom- 
house officer, and not the Treasury. It is de- 
creed not as a part of the penalty, for this is in- 
curred only in consequenee of guilt, which is in 
this case out of the question ; but is decreed only 
as part of that inevitable loss, which some one 
must bear, and of course he on whom the lot is 
Cast. — 

When the statute is considered, it will easily 
be seen what are the means by which the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury grasps at this unlimited 
and arbitrary discretion, which he asserts in his 
letter to the committee. It is by confounding 
what is distinct, and associating what are separ- 
ate. By a sort of Treasury amalgam, he con- 
solidates both clauses of the statute into one, and 
attaches the power of annexing “terms and con- 
ditions which he shall deem reasonable and just," 
to the elause which has relation to the penalty, 
instead of restricting it to the clause which has 
relation to the prosecution. This may bea very 
happy construction for the Treasury, but it isa 
very ruinous one for the citizen. At least so it 
is likely to prove, judging by the proposition now 
under consideration. : 

If any oneasks why these powers are to be con- 
strued as though distinct and substantive, instead 
of amalgamated and consolidated, I answer, on 
four plain and solid grounds: The terms of the 
law—the policy of the law—the nature of the 
thing—and the established principles of civil 
liberty. 

The terms of the law are select and appro- 
priate. Those connected with the remission or 
mitigation, in whole or in part, not only give the 
power, but limit the exercise of it, by an express 
statutestandard: He is to do the one or the other, 
according to the non-existence, or the degree of 

12th Cox. 2d Szss.—13 


existence, of “wilful negligence, or intention of 
fraud.” Those connected with the causing the 


prosecution to cease, are equally precise. The 


power of annexing terms and conditions, such as 
he may deem reasonable and just, relates to that 
object, (the causing of the prosecution to cease,) 
and nothing else. : 

The poliey of the law is not less corroborative 
of this construetion. Itísa remedial statute—as 
such, it must be construed liberally. Its policy is, 
to suffer all the innocent, and none of the guilty, 
to escape. For this purpose, it has set up a stat- 
ute standard, by which the Secretary is to de- 
cide who is innocent, and the degree of inno- 
cence, and graduate the penalty accordingly. 
Therefore it is, that the power of affixing con- 
ditions is not annexed by the terms of the law 
to the power of mitigating and remitting. To 
the degree of statute guilt which a man has 
incurred, the Secretary is morally bound to pun- 
ish. But when of this degree there is none, he 
is then morally bound to acquit. Of “terms 
and conditions” here, there is no use. For guilt 
must be punished according to its degree, and 
innocence must escape. Now the law permits 
no “terms or conditions” to be made with the 
innocent; no “equivalent” is asked for not con- 
founding them with the guilty. It is the pol- 
icy, it is the delight of the law, that they should 
go free and unspotted, according to their innate 
purity. 

The nature of the thing shows also that the 
power of annexing such “terms and conditions 
as he may deem reasonable and just,” exclusively 
belongs to the power of causing the prosecution to 
cease. For, from the nature of the thing, the 
question concerning causing the prosecution to 
cease, is subordinate, in point of importance, and 
secondary in point of time, to the question con- 
cerning mitigating orremitting the penalty.. For, 
whether the decision of the Secretary be, guilty 
of a part, or not guilty at all, the Secretary’s 
power is in the same state. The degree of guilt 
or innocence is ascertained. The penalty is 
remitted, or graduated. The only remaining 
prerogative of the Secretary relates to the pros- 
ecution. Here he possesses the discretion before 
noticed. But it is a power which, from the na- 
ture of the thing, cannot retroact, and bring again 
innocence or guilt into view. That is already 
settled, at least in principle, and must be, before 
the question concerning the prosecution can be 
agitated. 

- But there isa stronger argument than all these, 
resulting from the established principles of civil 
liberty. What is the nature of that proud con- 
sciousness, which freemen feel and delight to 
acknowledge; and of what stuff is it composed ? 
What is it, but the certainty, with which each 
individual is inspired, that he holds life, liberty, 
and property, subject only to known laws, and 
aloof from the will of any individual? So long 
as he is innocent, he has no compromise to make, 
no equivalent to offer, no truckling to assume. 
He, on whom any fine, penalty, or forfeiture of 
the collection law has fallen, by any mischance 
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or by the act of God, has as much right to pos- 
sess this consciousness as the proudest mortal of 
usall, Hestands before the tribunal of the Sec- 
retary, not to chaffer for a pardon. He is inno- 
cent. If there be any portion of the statute guilt, 
graduate the punishment; but if there be none, 
cruel, wicked, despotic is that construction, which 
obliges him to compound for his escape, from 
a statute framed only to punish guilt; to pay 
“profits ;” to make "forced loans ;” to promise 
“equivalents!” For what? Why, truly that, 
though innocent, he should not partake the fate 
of guilt. 

When I speak of innocence and guilt, I mean 
always statute innocence, or statute guilt. I have 
nothing to do with the money dreams of the 
Secretary of the "Treasury, nor with the day 
dreams of the gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. 
Grunpy.) He did not pretend, no man has pre- 
tended, no man can pretend, tbat there was any 
intention of fraud, or any wilful negligence in 
the merchants, whose case is now before the 
House. But he told usat one time, that their 
crime consisted “in purchasing in Great Brit- 
ain ;" at another, that it consisted “in not co- 
operating with the policy of the American Gov- 
ernment.” Grant, for argument sake, all the guilt 
these charges include: Is that wilful negligence, 
or intention of fraud? Free of this, are they not 
innocent? Innocent, are they not entitled to en- 
tire remission ? 

This construction, for which I contend, I think 
I can safely state, is conformable to the practice 
of the Treasury, antecedent to the accession of the 
present Secretary. At least so it appears from 
the book of abstracts of the Treasury, entirely to 
my satisfaction, Yet, upon this point, I would 
nol be considered as expressing myself with ab- 


solute certainty, as I have not had an opportuni- 


ty to examine the original records of the cases, 
nor yet to converse with the Seeretary of the 
Treasury, although I have been twice at his of- 
fiee for that purpose. 
sury, antecedent to that period, do not indicate 
anything like a compromise with innocence, for 
the sake of profit to the Treasury. The judg- 
ments stated are, “remission,” or “mitigation,” on 
payment of fees, or duties on costs, and some- 
times of a sum certain; fifty or an hundred dol- 
lars to the revenue officers or to parties, other 
than the United States. Although I do not con- 
ceive the former practice of the Treasury very 
material on the point, yet it is some satisfaction 
to state, that the early decisions to which I al- 
lude seem to be guided by this principle: that 
the Treasury should never gain anything from 


fine, penalty, or forfeiture. except in case of 


guilt. 
may 
Robert Gillespie, in June, 1802, It was the case 
of an importation of porter in casks, of less capa- 
city than those required by law. The judgment 
of the Secretary of the "Treasury was: no wilful 
negligence or fraud—claim of the United States 
released on payment of costs and one-fourth net 
proceeds. 


The first case I could find, although there 


decided in February, 1812. 
imported in casks of less capacity than required 
by law. The judgment of the Secretary of the 
Treasury was: No wilful negligence or fraud— 
claim of the United States released on payment 
of costs and charges, and two cents per gallon 
for the United States. 
ly stated to he in addition to the duty established 
by law. Why, 
this? 1 
so many words; that the guilt specified in the stat- 
ute, to which the penalty is annexed, does not 
exist, yet mulets the individual at his discretion, 
as the condition on which innocence is not made 
subject to the penalty ! 
Treasury can lay a tax of “two cents per gallon,” - 
why not of twenty; if he can take “one-fourth of 

the proceeds,” according to his arbitrary will, 

why not the 
what has become of that essential principle of 
civil liberty, that innocence and guilt shall never 
be confounded? Both Gillespie and Armistead, 
though 
the legal tribunal taxed by the Secretary. Idare 
say it will be said, they were both satisfied. 
Doubtless, sir, the 


The abstracts of the Trea- 


have been others antecedent, was that of 


Another case was, that of Theodoric Armistead 
Brandy had been 


And this levy is express- 


Mr. Speaker, what a principle is 
A Secretary of the Treasury declares, in 


If the Secretary of the 


half, or the whole? In these cases 


clear by the statute, have gone away from 


Secretary had resolved him- 


self into an arbitrary tribunal; and what private 


individual dare question the opinion of the Sec- 
retary? But it is the business of the Legislature 
to consider subjects in their principles and con- 
sequences, and not by the convenience of this or 
that individual. The importance of withstand- 
ing the beginnings of oppressive encroachments 
could never better be illustrated than by the in- 
stances before us. These, and cases like these, 
were the nest eggs of the Treasury; and now we 
see what a monstrous brood is likely to be pro- 
duced. The Secretary has gone on year after 
year, exercising an arbitrary discretion in cases 
of small amount, and affecting individuals only, 
till at least he starts up a gigantic power, author- 
ized to carve what he pleases out of twenty mil- 
lions of dollars, and to settle the destinies of a 
whole class of citizens! If doctrines and con- 
structions like these, are to receive the sanction 
of this Legislature, come Bonaparte as soon as 
thou wilt and thou shalt find Cabinet principles 
suited to all thy purposes. 

I have hitherto considered the case of the mer- 
chants? bonds, as though it were strictly within 
the principle of the collection laws. And the bear- 
ing of my argument has been this: that if no 
such power,as is asserted by the Secretary, is 
truly vested in him, in the cases of the ordinary 
revenue, that much less ought he be permitted to 
exercise this most dangerous power, in cases of 
so much magnitude; and in all respects so eriti- 
cal,as are those under consideration. But is if 
true that the fines, penalties, and forfeitures, ac- 
eruing under the restrictive system, have no other 
claims for relief, than those general ones, which 


arise under the collection laws? Alas! sir. The 


nature of these laws are such, as to make those 


claims far higher and more impressive. 


I shall touch this subject of the restrictive sys 
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tem, with as much delicacy as possible. I wish 
not to offend any prejudices. I know that the 
zeal and ardent affection, which some gentlemen 
show for this restrictive system, very much re- 
semble the loves of . those, who, according to an- 
cient legends, had taken philtres and love pow- 
ders. The ecstacy of desire is just in proportion 
to the deformity of the'object. I shall not, how- 
ever, meddle with that topic, any further than it 
is connected with the subject before the House. 

A great deal is said about the policy of the re- 
strielive system, and the necessity of a rigorous 
enforeément of it. 
the desire to make this system effectual ought to 
induce the release of these bonds, and not their 
enforcement. The object of the restrictive sys- 
tem is averred to be, to produce a change in the 
measures of the British cabinet, by the suffering 
which the loss of our commerce occasions to her 
citizens. If this be the policy, then those meas- 
ures are, beyond all question, the best calculated 
to insure its success, whose tendency is to dimin- 
ish the suffering, as far as possible, of the citizens 
of your own country. The best chance for suc- 
cess must necessarily be, by convincing the think- 
ing part of the community in Great Britain, that, 
while they suffer. much, we suffer little or noth- 
ing. Were such the case, then indeed the sys- 
tem might have some hope of a prosperous result. 
But, when suffering there is found to be attended 
with suffering here, then the whole potency. of 
the restrictive system results in this question— 
which can suffer the most, or which can bear suf- 
fering. the best? And what judgment will the 
people of that country be likely to form in rela- 
tion to the degree this people suffer, or their ca- 
pacity to endure, when a sweep of twenty millions 
of dollars is seriously advocated by some, and 
when a majority seem inclined to turn the pen- 
alties of the restrictive system, not into a means 
of punishment of fraudulent or wilful violations, 
but into an instrument of ways and means of the 
Treasury ? Does it need any ghost from the dead, 
or seer from the skies, to tell the people of Great 
Britain, that, in a free country, such a system of 
Oppression ‘must be short-lived, and that its sup- 
porters must soon become detested? So, that, if 
the policy of the system be consulted, it requires 
that its rigor should be softened as it respects 
your own citizens. 

But, are there not other considerations mate- 
rially distinguishing the character of the restrict- 
ive system irom that of your collection laws, and 
requiring à corresponding mildness in the con- 
struction of the laws relative to the former, which 
the latter cannot claim? Concerning the Con- 
stitutional power of the National Legislature to 
pass the laws of collection, there never was any 
question ; but, concerning its power, under the 
Constitution, to pass such a body of laws as those 
which compose the restrictive system, there al- 
ways has been, there is, and ever will be, a ques- 
tion. A very great majority in all the commer- 
cial States always have denied that the power of 
regulating commerce ineluded the power of an- 
nihilating it altogether. They believe nothing 


Now, it appears to me that | 


.all that you dare. 


in the project, and they believe as little in your 
right to convert their only means of prosperity to 
the purposes of hostility. They ever will deny 
that any power is vested in this or any other body 
of men, to bring down direct and certain ruin on. 
the whole commercial section of the country, 
under pretence of producing an indirect and un- 
certain pressure upon a foreign ation. Surely 
this is a reason for a mild exercise of the power 
arising under these restrictive laws. If a right 
be dubious, the exercise of it ought not to be made 
more obnoxious by oppression. 

Not only the authority is dubious, but the pro- 
visions of the law outrage every received notion 
of Legislative. prudence and foresight. They 
* out-Herod Herod." In six years, Congress have ` 
passed twenty laws, creating at least one hundred 
new offences! These offences are constituted of 
acts, previously.not only innocent, but laudable ; 
not only laudable, but they were the most com- 
mon and necessary acts of whole sections of coun- 
try, and whole clásses of men. These new offen- 
ces subject the offenders to the most grievous 
penalties, fines, and forfeitures, known to the rev- 
enue laws; and are involved in such a complex- 
ity of enactments, re-enactments, provisions, proc- 
lamations,whole revocations, and half revocations, 
that no man under heaven can tell when he is 
safe, or how or where to steer his course, without 
being meshed in the web spread for him by your 
statutes. Some idea may be had of the degree of 
oppression added to these penal laws by the re- 
strietive system, from comparing the applications 
for remission, antecedent to the commencement 
of that system, with those subsequent to it.. An- . 
tecedent to the 19th of April, 1806, when your 
restrictive system commenced, all the applica- 
tions for remission, in the fifteen previous years, 
amounted to somewhat short of thirteen hundred. 
Ia the six years the restrictive system'has been 
in operation, there have been nine hundred and 
fifty-four; and if to these be added. those known 
at the Department, and not yet acted upon, the 
whole number exceeds one thousand. So that 
the annual average of applications for remission 
since the restrictive system is double the annual 
average of applications antecedent to that period. 
In other words, you have doubled the number of 
the snares of the law, and the cries of its victims 
are heard in a double proportion. Do you think, 
that when the web of the law is thus extended, 
beyond all reason and precedent; that you can 
strain its penalties to the extremest rigor of the 
statute, without publie sentiment revolting against 
you? Is it in human nature to see its fellow 
struggling, innocently, in the toils of unnatural 
laws, without coming to its aid, and taking ven- 
geance on its persecutors ? ot 

I know it will be said, that it is not proposed to 
confiscate the whole, but only a part. In other 
words, you will take not all that you want, but 
To this, I reply, you have no 
right toa single dollar—not toa cent. The mer- 
chants are free of all legal taint—they are free 
from allstatute guilt. "Thereisin the case neither 
“wilful negligence nor fraud?—the Secretary of 
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the Treasury does not pretend either—but this is 
his situation, and this is the secret of his appli- 
cation to Congress, for their sanction to his exer- 
cise of this great discretionary power. Confiscate 
the whole of thisimmense amount!—ruin hundreds 
and thousands, on account of a breach of the letter 
of a penal statute! He dare not. Mitigate upon 
any principle which would aid the Treasury in its 
necessities! Hecould not. He therefore trans- 
fers the whole matter to the broad shoulders of 
the Legislature; talksabout “the magnitude and 
unforeseen nature of the case ;” asserts, roundly, 
an unlimited discretion existing in his Depart- 
ment; tells of “profits and extra profits” made 
by the merchants: of the “tax levied” by them on 
the community; and sums up the whole matter 
with a hint that “it was thought proper not to 
t exercise his authority until Congress had taken 
* the subject into consideration, and prescribed, if 
f they thought proper, the course to be pursued.” 
Well, sir; and what do we witness. now that the 
subject is before Congress? Why, we see every 
friend of the Secretary—every man who is sup- 
posed to be in his particular confidence—advo- 
cating that Congress “should think proper to pre- 
scribe no course whatever to be pursued,” but 
refer the whole to the absolute discretion of the 
Secretary. Can any man witness all this, and 
not understand the meaning? To my ear, it is as 
plain as though he uttered it in so many words 
on this floor. “ The poverty of the Treasury, and 
not my will, consents. If Congress will take the 
odium and the risk, I will take the knife and the 
flesh ; and I will cut where and just as much as 
you shall authorize.” 

I shall not be able to speak upon this subject, 
I fear, without offending the nice sensibilities of 
some gentlemen in the House. Of late, an opin- 
jon seems to be gaining ground upon this floor, 
that à member cannot denominate a doctrine or 
principle to be base or wicked, without attribut- 
ing those qualities to those who may have hap- 
pened to advocate such doctrine or principle; and 
this, too, notwithstanding he expressly declares 
that he has no intention of applying attributes to 
such persons, or even intimating tbat their views 
are the same with bis own upon the subject. I 
protest, sir, against such a restriction on the rights 
of debate, as totally inconsistent with the neces- 
sary freedom of public investigation. It is not 
only the right, but it is the duty, of every man, 
to whose moral perception anything proposed or 
asserted seems base or wicked, to brand such prop- 
osition or assertion with its appropriate epithet. 
He owes this duty not only to the public, but to the 
individual who has been unfortunate or mistaken 
enough to advocate such an opinion, or make such 
assertion. And, provided he does this, as the 
state of his own perception on the subject, and 
without attributing motives or similar perceptions 
of the thing te others, not only there is no rea- 
sonable ground of offence, but, on the contrary, 
such a course is the only one reconcilable with 
duty. How else shall the misguided or mistaken 
be roused from their moral lethargy or blindness, 
to a sense of the real condition or nature of things ? 


a ——————————M————————————————— 


What mortal has an intellect so clear, as not some- 
times to have his view of things doubtful or ob- 
scure? Whose moral standard is so fixed and 
perfect, as that it never fai!s him at the moment 
of need? If, after these explanations, any person 
takes an exception at the statement of my per- 
ceptions on this subject, and any hot humor should 
fly out into vapor upon the occasion, it has its. 
liberty. Ishall regard it no more than “the snap- 
ping of a chestnut in a farmer’s fire? —— 

I say, then, Mr. Speaker, that, to my view—let 
it be understood, sir, | do not assert that it is even. 
the true view, much less, that it is the view of 
any gentleman who advocates an opposite doc- 
trine—I say, that, to my view, and for my single 
self, I would as soon be concerned in a highway 
robbery, as in this Treasury attempt. Sir, I think 
a highway robbery a little higher in point of 
courage, and a little less in point of iniquity. In 
point of courage, there is obviously no compari- 
son; in point of the quality of the moral purpose, 
the robber who puts his pistol to your breast, only 
uses his power to get your property—he attacks 
nothing but your person—but, in this "Treasury 
attempt, the reputation of the victim is to be at- 
tacked, to make an apology for confiscating his 
property. Guilt is‘alleged—guilt, of which he is 
clear by the terms of the law—for the purpose of 
making him (though innocent) compound, for 
escaping the penalty. What is this, but making 
calumny the basis of plunder ? 

But, this is not the view of a solitary individ- 
ual; I have letters on this subject from men—not 
merchants, nor, as I am apprized, particularly 
connected with the mercantile class—whose lan- 
guage is perfectly similar to that I have expressed. 
Indeed, sir, some exceed even these expressions, 
in bitterness and indignation. Men look very dif- 
ferently at a question of this kind, when they are 
removed a thousand miles from the sufferers, and 
see the principle through the fascinating medium 
of "Treasury relief, than when they stand by the 
side of the victims, and see distress and ruin en- 
tailed upon innocence; or—what in a moral view 
is worse—witness innocence compelled to com- 
pound for mercy, as though it were guilt! 

I have been told, sir, that this state of opinion 
ought to be concealed—that it was calculated to 
offend. I have been also told, that we, on this 
side of the House, ought not to take any part in 
this debate—that a party current would be made 
to set upon the question—and this, to the mer- 
chants, was inevitable ruin. To all this, I have 
but one answer: My sense of duty allows no com- 
promise on this occasion, nor any concealment. 
Istand not on this floor as a commercial agent, 
huckstering for a bargain. As one of the Repre- 
sentatives of the people of Massachusetts, I main- 
tain the rightsof these men, not because they are 
merchants, but because they are citizens. The 
standard by which their rights are proposed to be 
measured, may be made the common standard for 
usall. There will soon be no safety for any man, 
if fines, penalties, and forfeitures, be once estab- 
lished as the ways and means of the Treasury. 

If I could wish that evil might be done, that 


898. 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


394 


——————————————————————————— 


DECEMBER, 1812. 


Merchants Bonds. 


H. or R. 


good might result, I should hope that you would 
confiscate tlie property of these merchants. If 
such a disposition really prevails in the. National 
Legislature towards this class of men, it is desira- 
ble that it should be known. Act out your whole 
-character—show the temper which is in you— 
‘the sooner will the peopleof the commercial States 
understand what they owe to themselves, and to 
their section of country, when there is no longer 
any veil over the purposes of the Cabinet and its 
supporters. 

But, it will be.asked, what will become, in the 
meantime, of the individuals whose fortunes are 
at stake? Trembling for the prospects of them- 
selves and their families, they stand; like thrice- 
knouted Russians, before the Treasury Czar and 
Autocrat! I say, sir, let them be true. to them- 
selves, and be true to their class, and true to their 
country, and they have nothing to fear. Let 
them remember, that it is under the pretexts of 
law that tyranny makes its advances. -It bribes 
the avarice of the many to permit it to oppress 
the few. It talks of necessity—necessity !—the 
beggar's cloak—the tyrant’s plea. Let the mer- 
chants refuse all compromise, whether in the shape 
of loans, or of equivalents, or of commutation for 
extra profits. Let them scorn, while innocent, to 
pay any part of a penalty which is due only in 
-case.of guilt—fly to the States, and claim their 
Constitutional interposition—interest their hu- 
manity, to afford a. shield against so grievous a 
tyranny! Above all, let them throw themselves 
upon the moral sentiment of the community, 
which will never countenance, when once made 
to realize the nature of, the oppression. And let 
this be their consolation, that, as in the natural, 
so itis often in the moral and political world— 
the darkest hour of the night is that which pre- 
cedes the first dawning of the day. 

Mr. Wiocery followed next, in favor of remis- 
sion. : 

The House then adjourned. 


TuEspay, December 15. 


Mr. Lewis presented a petition of sundry in- 
habitants of Alexandria, 1n the District of Co- 
lumbia, praying an act of incorporation to open 
and turnpike a road from Alexandria to the Lit- 
tle river turnpike road.—Referred to the Com- 
mittee for the Distriet of Columbia. : 

À message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed a bill * to increase 
the Navy of the United States;” and a bill “to 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to remit 
fines, forfeitures, and penalties, in certain cases ;" 
in which they desire the concurrence of this 
House. 

Mr. Guouson, from the Committee of Claims, 
presented a bill for the relief of John Dixon and 
John Murray; which was read twice and com- 
miued toa Committee of the Whole on Wed- 
nesday next. : 

Mr. Raza, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, presented a bill to authorize 
the President of the United States to establish 


post routes in certain cases (express. mails during 
the war); which was read twice and committed 
to a Committee of the Whole to-morrow. — 
. Mr. Basszrr, from the Committee on the Na- 
val Establishment, made a report in relation to 
the brilliant achievements of Captains Hull, De- 
catur, and Jonés, embracing a resolution in the 
form of a joint resolution of the two Houses; 
which was twice read and referred to a Commit- . 
tee of the Whole. : i 

` Mr. JENNINGS reported a bill prohibiting the . 
Jüdges of the Territories of the United States 
from holding certain offices, and regulating the 
qualifications of delegates to the Congress of the 
United States from the several Territories.— 
Twice read and committed. 


MERCHANTS’ BONDS. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
report of the Committee of Ways and Means on 
that part of the Message from the President which 
relates to the late importations from Great Britain. 

The report was ordered to lie on the table, after 
some conversation ;. and the following bill from 
the Senate was twice read: 

A Bill directing the Secretary of the Treasury to re- 
mit fines, Poqeturcs, and penalties, in certain cases. 

Be it enacted, 4c., That in all.cases where goods, 
wares, and merchandise, owned by a citizen or citizens 
of the United States, have been imported into the Uni- 
ted States from the United Kingdom of Great. Britain 
and Ireland, or the dependencies thereof, which goods, 
wares, and merchandise, were shipped and departed 
therefrom between the 23d day of June last, and the 
15th day of September last, and the person or persons 
interested in such goods, wares, or merchandise, or 
concerned in the importation thereof, have thereby in- 
curred any fine, penalty, and forfeiture, on such per- 
son or persons petitioning for relief to any judge or 
court proper to hear the same, in pursuance of the pro- 
visions of the act, entitled “ An act to provide for mit- 
igating or remitting the fines, forfeitures and penalties, 
in certain cases therein mentioned," and on the facts 
being shown, on inquiry had by said judge or court, 
stated and transmitted as by said act is required, to 
the Secretary of the Treasury ; in all such cases, where- 
in it shall be proved to his satisfaction that said goods, 
wares, and merchandise, at the time of their shipment 
were bona fide owned by a citizen or citizens. of the 
United States, and shipped, and did depart from some 
port or place in the United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Ireland, or the dependencies thereof, owned as 
aforesaid, between the 23d day of June last, and the 
18th day of September last, the Secretary of the 
Treasury is hereby directed to remit all fines, penalties, 
and forfeitures, that may have been incurred in conse- 
quence of such shipment, importation, or importations, 
and also to direct the prosecution or prosecutions, if 
any shall have been instituted for the recovery thereof, 
to cease and be discontinued, upon the costs and charges 
that have arisen or may arise being paid, and the du- 
ties payable on such. goods, wares, and merchandise, 
being. paid, or secured to be paid, agreeable to law. 
Provided nevertheless, That no case in which the pur- 
chase of such goods, wares, and merchandise, was 
known to exist between the United States and Great 
Britain, at the port or place where such purchase was 
made, shall be entitled to the benefit of this act. 
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. Mr. Bims moved that the bill be postponed in- 
definitely. 

Mr. GuovtsoN moved to amend the motion, so 
as to include in it also the report of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means above mentioned. 
` Mr. D. R. WinLIAMS said, he had intended to 
take no part in the present debate, nor should he 
have now risen, at so late a stage of it, but for 
the declaration made by a gentlemen yesterday 
in his place. If he could be so fortunate as to 
engage the attention of the House, he would 
promise to trouble it as short a time as possible. 
He understood a gentleman to state that, ever 
since the present Administration came into pow- 
er, it had been its practice, through the instru- 
mentality of the Secretary of the Treasury, to 
lay taxes on the mercantile interest, under an en- 
tire new construction of the law of 1797, which 
provides for mitigating and remitting forfeitures, 
penalties, and disabilities, accruing in certain 
cases. 

Mr. W. was here interrupted by Mr. Quincy, 
who said that the bearing of his argument was 
wholly mistaken by the gentleman from South 
Carolina. Mr. Q. then proceeded to recapitulate 
the general points of his argument. — . 

Mr. WiLLiAMs expressed his satisfaction that 
the gentleman had explained; that he was not 
suffered to argue against a declaration which the 

entleman denies, which every person near him, 
in common with himself, understood was made; 
but, sir, if the gentleman will search the records 
with half the industry he is capable of, he will 
find himself mistaken, in supposing the powers 
which have been exercised by the present Secre- 
tary, under the act of 1797, are novel, and founded 
on a different construction of the law, from that 
which had been given to it prior to 1801; the fact 
js not so. 


Mr. Quincy declared it was his intention to 
move for such an inquiry as soon as the present 
question was settled. 

Mr. WiLLIAMS was positively certain, let the 
gentleman institute what inquiry he pleases; let 
the whole office transactions of the Treasury be 
laid open to him; the more it was examined, the 
more clearly would it be demonstrated that he is 
wholly mistaken; there has been no new con- 
structions of the law; even the very cases which 
the gentleman has cited, are amply justified by 
precedents under former Secretaries. The error 
which he has fallen into consists in this, he has 
examined only the register of the cases which 
have been remitted or mitigated, and not the doc- 
cuments relative to them, or he could not have 
formed an opinion, in any way approximating to 
that which he has advanced. The construction 
of the law has not been novel on the part of the 
present incumbent; he contended that no other 
discretion had been exercised, but that which the 
Jaw warrants, and which had been previously prac- 
tised on. The very first case on the register is 
one mitigated by the first Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. How does the gentleman sustain the accu- 
sation, that the merchants have been prostrated 


citing the 


at the feet of the Treasury, and the vital princi- 
ples of free Government been endangered? by 
cases of Gillespie and of Armistead. 
What are those cases? The law prohibits the 
importations of porter in casks under a certain 
size, for reasons too obvious to mention ; the cus- 
tom-house officers seized a quantity of porter, im- 
ported by Gillespie, in vessels other than of the 
description warranted; the law was executed 
and the porter sold. . Gillespie petitioned the Sec- 
retary for relief; it was granted on the condition 
of his paying one-fourth the amount of sales; 
one-half of which was distributed among the 
custom-house officers agreeably to law ; the other 
half was received in discharge of the duties, 
which otherwise would have been lost to the 
Government. Can any man feel so much solici- 
tude to criminate, as to deny that the duties ought 
to have been received; that the officers of the 
customs ought to have been so rewarded ; or that 
the decision was made agreeably to law? He 
hoped not. 

The case of Armistead was, if possible, still 
more clear; it eame before Congress at the ses- 
sion when he first had the honor of a seat in it. 
He was surprised that the gentleman, who was 
then a member, should have alluded to it; the 
chairman of the Committee of Commerce and 
Manufactures, who presented the case, would cor- 
rect him if he should state it incorrectly. A 
vessel, belonging to Mr. Armistead, sailed from a 
port in Europe, bound to one in the West Indies;. 
when near ihe port of destination, the Captain 
ascertained that intercourse with the port had 
been interdieted by the British Government ; that 
to proceed would be at the hazard of vessel and 
cargo. He, therefore, altered his voyage, and 
arrived at Norfolk. Unfortunately for Mr. Ar- 

istead, a part of the cargo consisted of French 
brandy in demijohns ; the law is imperative ; the 
brandy was forfeited, because it was imported in 
vessels less than the size which the law allows. 
Mr. Armistead petitioned Congress for relief; 
after much difficulty, a bill passed this House, 
but it was rejected in the Senate—the power to 
relieve being already by law vested in the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. There certainly was, on 
the part of Mr. A., neither fraud nor wilful ne- 
glect; his vessel had arrived within the United 
States contrary to his orders. The Secretary, on 
application, mitigated the case, on condition that 
the duties should be paid, and two cents per gal- 
lon to enforce the law, by establishing a differ- 
ence in favor of the legal over the illegal impor- 
tations. Can any man doubt, much less deny, 
that the duties which would have accrued on the 
brandy, had it been imported in vessels of the 
legal size, ought to be paid? And wherefore, 
then, where it was relieved from forfeiture, ought 
they not to be received? Assuredly, it would be 
admitted, that importations contrary to law ought 
not to be placed on better terms than those made 
in conformity to it. Here it will be perceived, 
there was nothing retained for the officers of the 
customs; they deserved nothing; there was no 
attempt to smuggle, and, of course, no detection. 
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If the Secretary has not legally the discretion 
exereised ; if he can only mitigate where there is 
fraud and wilful negligence, according to the gen- 
tleman’s construction, it is palpable that the inno- 
cent, as in the case of Armistead, must suffer the 
rigor of the law, while he who is guilty of fraud, 
or wilful negligence, shall alone be relieved from 
it. Is not this absurd? Can these cases (con- 
tinued Mr. W.) presentto a candid mind, anything 
like an assumption of power never before’ prac- 
tised on? Do they indicate a power, as has been 
alleged, calculated to aggrandize the Treasury by 
humbling the merchants at its feet? Is it possi- 
ble to discover in, them the remotest danger to 
the vital principles of free Government? He 
thought not. 

The gentleman might have found cases on the 
same register, much more analogous to the sub- 
ject in hand, than those he has referred to, and 
which have grown out of the non-importation 
law. Owing to the various suspensions and re- 
enaction of that law, it was hardly possible for 
merchants to pursue even a regular course of 
trade, withoutbeing exposed by its variouschanges 
and penalties, It will be found, on examination, 


that, in many cases of forfeiture under the law, | 


the merchants have been relieved, by paying du- 
ties on. the goods as imported, proportioned in 
amount to the circumstànces of their cases, re- 
spectively, none exceeding double duties. In all 
such cases of mitigation, the whole property was 
forfeited. Is it not strange, the gentleman should 
not have discovered, if the Secretary’s object 
had been to replenish the Treasury, he had mis- 
taken the means? for, as in all the mitigated 
cases, he would not discharge altogether, he had 
only to refuse to mitigate, also, and the whole 
share of the United States, in the forfeited arti- 
cles, would have come into the Treasury, instead, 
as was the fact, of an amount only about equal to 
the duties. So far from the power being exerted 
to humble or injure the merchants, it has been 
used for their protection and relief, without which 
they would have been, in many instances, ruined. 
Let him examine: he will find that, notwithstand- 
ing the vast increase of commerce, the register to 
which he has resorted proves, on a comparison 
of years, that the powers vested in the Secretary 
of the 'T'reasury have been exercised with more 
moderation, by the present incumbent, than by 
his predecessors. From August, 1790, to June, 
1796, there were 219 cases relieved, on payment 
of costs; 82 mitigated ; and 34 rejected. From 
August, 1801, to June, 1805, there were 254 cases 
relieved, on pay ment of costs; 65 mitigated ; and 
16 rejected ; and yet the gentleman talks of moral 
turpitude, of an assumption of power never before 
practised, of a novel construction of the law! 
The powers vested in the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, by the law of 1797, are absolutely necessary, 
indispensable; without them, the merchant would 
be constantly exposed to vexations, to hardships, 
to ruin. Your revenue laws must, of necessity, 
be so general and rigid in the penalties and for- 
feitures they impose, some alleviating, mitigating 
power, lodged somewhere, is indispensable to the 


just execution of them. By a principle of the 
law, the ship is forfeited, whose captain, mate, 
or passengers, shall smuggle into the United 
States dutiable articles to the amount of five hun- 
dred dollars; and, yet, the forfeiture may arise 
from circumstances very distinct. If the captain, 
mate, or passengers, shall so smuggle, as the 
agents of the ship's owners, or with his knowl- 
edge, it would constitute a case of fraud; if the 
character of the captain is notoriously base and 
villanous, as in many instances during the em- 
bargo, the circumstanceof wilful neglect attaches; 
but should the revenue be defrauded to the stip- 
ulated amount, without any knowledge on the 
part of the owner, the ship is as much: for- 
feited by the law, notwithstanding his personal 
innocence, as if he were absolutely guilty. Is it 
not wholesome, is it not just, there should be a 
sound discretion exercised in diseriminatiug be- 
tween and mitigating these cases? To be just 

to the Government and to the merchant, it is ne- 
cessary he should be made to pay, in one case, 
only just so much as will make him sensible that 

he is always answerable, so far as the revenue is 

concerned, for the good conduct of the persons 

he employs, while in the others, he ought to suf- 
fer severely. One word more about the law of 
1797 ; he found written over the title of the law, 

in the volume which he held, these words, * Gal- 
latin voted against this law.” Why he did, said 

Mr. W.,I shall not inquire, for, no matter how 
he voted, or by what reasons he was induced, it 

is the law of the land, and he is just as much 

bound to obey it, as if he had voted for it. This 

circumstance reminded him of the argument of 
his worthy colleague, when he referred to the 

Journal for the vote of the Secretary on the law; 

he was sorry, on that occasion, to see his friend 

descend from a stand he can oceupy with so much 

credit to himself, to see him abandon the pinions 

on which he can soar against the blaze of every 

argument, to assume the situation of the gentle- 

man from North Carolina; he should ever protest 

against any other person's thumbing the Journals 

for the votes of 1798, except the gentleman from 

North Carolina. 

The subject now immediately before us, (con- 
tinued Mr. W.,) though very important as to 
amount, was to his mind very circumscribed as to 
its real merits; it is simply what is the proper 
tribunal. Shall the petitions of the importers of 
British manufactures be decided by Congress, or 
by the Secretary of the Treasury? He had con- 
sidered it material toa just decision, to satisfy 
his mind, and he thought it equally incumbent 
on others—how came the property in England ? 
With the pounds, shillings, and pence of the mer- 
chant, he conceived we had nothing to do; it illy 
comports with the dignity of this body, nor was 
it necessary that we should inquire what were 
his ordinary or extraordinary profits, unless in- 
deed, we contemplated going back to the first 
embarrassments and subsequent losses, the neces- 
sary measures of Government had occasioned 
him. How came the property in England? Did 
it get there contrary to any statutory provision ? 
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Was there any prohibition whatever on exports 
to Great Britain? Was it at all contrary to the 
policy of the Government? He answered no. 
‘When you unfortunately rejected the embargo, 
when you thereby abandoned the policy of non- 
exportation, for a system of non-importation, the 
right to export was as free and as perfect as it 
ever had been. The merchant who exported the 
produce of the soil to Great Britain, was not less 
patriotie in so doing, than was the agriculturist 
who sold it to him, knowing it was destined for 
that market; it was therefore exported neither 
contrary to. law nor policy, and was there as 
fairly as it could have been anywhere. In what 
situation, then, did the merchant find himself, on 
the revocation of the Orders in Council? He 
saw the obnoxious system, which had so injured 
his country, abandoned, for the suspension of 
which he knew his Government had exerted 
every nerve, and the faith of which he saw 
pledged for the repeal of the non-importation 
law. If the course which had been adopted by 
the Administration, and approved everywhere, on 
Erskine's arrangement, on the repeal of the Ber- 
lin and Milan decrees, was not a just ground for 
calculating that the law.would be repealed, the 
advice of the Government’s Representative at 
the Court of London, and their reiterated prom- 
ises, most assuredly were. Did the merchant 
who shipped, after a knowledge of the declara- 
tion of war, act less reasonably ? Not only his 
property, but his person was in danger; confis- 
cation.and imprisonment hung over him ; was 
he to remain in England under such circum- 
stances? Where could he go but home? All 
the rest of the world was occluded to him. His 
leaving England, then, was the effect of inevita- 
ble necessity, rather than of choice. Could he 
apprehend less kindness from his own Govern- 
ment, than had been shown by that very Gov- 
ernment to the suhjects of its declared enemy ? 
He could not but believe, from its known char- 
acter, at least the same leniency would be ex- 
ercised toward him. More, sir; he knew that a 
permanent article of the Treaty of ’94 had, by 
wise forecast, been provided for his case; he 
knew the faith of the two Governments had 
been mutually pledged to suffer the departure of 
the citizens and subjects of both, on the breaking 
out of a war; he knew that Congress had, at the 
last session, passed a special act, permitting the 
departure of all British subjects with their prop- 
erty. Was it possible he could imagine his own 
Government would thus secure the benefits of 
the treaty provision to British subjects, and deny 
it to American citizens? He could not—he 
ought not. He wished not to be misunderstood 
on this point; he contended that that class was 
entitled to relief, not because the property was 
in England simply, but that it was there at the 
breaking out of the war; the house was in flames, 
it must escape or perish. Can the intention, then, 
with which the goods were imported, be of an 
improper character ? Was there any attempt to 
deceive the revenue officers? Was the impor- 
ation attempted to be made in a clandestine man- 


ner? No,sir. The merchant then found him- 
self, at the declaration of war, in England, with 
his property ; he must lose it or bring it off; pray 
how could it be brought, except by vesting it in 
British manufactures? Specie was out of the 
question. Is there any article of export from 
thence, in which it could have been vested, other 
than British? Look to the testimony on file; 
even heirs, here, resort to the same medium 
through which to receive the property they are 
entitled to by the demise of relations there. If, 
then, the property which was in England at the 
revocation of the Orders in Council, and the 
breaking out of the war, had -been accumulated 
in a fair course of trade, not contrary either to 
your laws or policy ; if its importation here was 
warranted by a reasonable—a moral certainty— 
that the law would be repealed in the one case, 
and, in the other, was the effect of necessity grow- 
ing out of. the war; if there is no trace of guilt, 
nor of an intention to violate the law, can it be 
possible that this House will attempt to exact 
any portion of the penalties? He hoped not. 

He did not believe that a discharge of the 
bonds involved the propriety of repealing the 
non-importation law. No future case could arise 
similar to those under discussion ; unless, indeed, 
there should be another revocation of the Orders 
in Council there, and another declaration of war 
here; without, there can be no similar reasons 
for relief. He was decidedly opposed to a repeal 
of the non-iiportation law. What if it had 
been resorted to as a substitute for war, when we 
were anxious to avoid it, was that a reason for 
repealing now that war was made? If experi- 
ence had proved the system is injurious to the 
opposition, it was, therefore, the more necessary 
to retain it, in'all its vigor, now it had become 
our duty to do him all the harm in our power. 
That it is a powerful instrument in our hands, is 
no longer doubtful+the fact stands confessed. 
The law, too, has, much to the credit of the mer- 
chants, been enforced and can continue to be, all 
the predictions to the contrary notwithstanding. 
It was surprising to hear gentlemen contend 
against the practicability of enforcing the law, 
at the same time they quote the examination be- 
fore the House of Commons as a proof of its 
efficacy. Yes, sir, the law has been enforced; 
the English manufacturers have sorely felt ; its 
pressure upon them has caused a revocation of 
the Orders in Council, and for one, he never 
would consent, while we were at war, to throw 
away so powerful a weapon with which, stand- 
ing on our soil, we could reach, at three thousand 
miles distance, the vitals of our enemy. 

The policy of the course recommended he 
could not approve; the subject had been brought 
to our consideration, not only by the petitioners, 
but the Executive; it has become, therefore, our 
duty to decide; the responsibility of the deci- 
sion ought to be with the House, rather than bur- 
den any individual with it. He could not con- 
sent so great a cause—so many millions—should 
be placed at the discretion of any man. The 
Secretary of the Treasury was worthy of all the 


401 


Decemser, 1812. 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 
Merchants’ ‘Bonds. : . E 


402 
H. or R.. 


confidence we ought to bestow; he-could not but | 
feel proud of the institutions of his country, when- 
ever he contemplated. his ‘present elevation ; he 
was an illustrious ‘example that, practically, the 
rich and the poor have the same avenues to honor 
and renown equally open to them; under every 
disadvantage he had been the architect of his 
fame; he landed on your soil penniless ;—no, 
sir, he was robbed the first night after he touched 
it of every cent.. Could he expose such a man to 
the rage of the whole community? No,sir; the 
patronage was too great—the discretion was too 
much. He would notrefer it even to his worthy 
friend from North Carolina, (Mr. Macon.) 

‘If he had not already engrossed too much of 
the time of the House, he would exhort it to be- 
ware of irritation, which had been attempted to 
be excited; he conjured the majority not to suf- 
fer its indignation, so strangely and unneces- 
sarily provoked, to get the better of its discre- 
tion, A pecuniary consideration of the subject 
had also been pressed on the House; if it must 
be viewed in that light he had not the least doubt 
the Treasury would receive much more by the 
duties than by a forfeiture of the bonds. Both 
was impossible; the first would be paid cheer- 
fully, the latter only by extortion; prosecute 
them, you will not recover one in an hundred ; 
every advantage will be taken. Can you expect 
a merchant will expose his family to want, when 
in his power to prevent it? For such an object 
they will not be over-serupulous about the meàns. 
Will you appeal to the law against the whole 
of a great and influential part of the community, 
when-it will scarcely be possible to find a jury 
not interested against you? Begin the prosecu- 
tion when you please, the lawyer on your side, 
the juror your enemy, you will be cast. Can 
you doubt the merchants will make common 
cause against you? Who are the most injured 
by these importations? Indisputably the previ- 
ous holder of British manufactures. If the great 
supplies of these articles have yielded extraordi- 
nary profits, as gentlemen contend, how much 
greater would have been his profits who held 
these artieles, had not these importations been 
made? "These, then, are the persons who suffer 
most— who have the greatest cause to complain— 
and yet there is not the slightest murmur among 
them. Nor did he believe that the bonds could 
be collected in certain parts of the Union, be- 
cause he recollected how impossible it had been 
to execute the law prohibiting the trade in Afri- 
cans; obnoxious as is that traffic, it had never 
been put down, for even where the forms of the 
law in some places were complied with, its spirit 
was not. He knew a fine ship about three hun- 
dred tons libelled, condemned, offered at publie 
auction by the marshal, and bid off by the for- 
mer owner at five dollars. You can have indis- 
putable proof that a hogshead of glass, of the 
late importations, has been appraised at eight 
dollars, the first article out of which sold for 
twelve! Can you succeed under such circum- 
stances in recovering $20,000,000? Impossible. 

Some gentlemen. have attempted to persuade 


the House it ought.not to be influenced by the 
great amount of property at stake, but should 
decide on. it, as if it was only the case of A or 
B. This was correct enough in the general, but 
why do the same gentlemen shrink from it them- 
selves? The importations being made contrary 
to law, are forfeited; if the amount is not to be 
considered, why is it. that we hear of exacting 
only the extraordinary profits? for even his wor- 
thy friend from Georgia, (Mr. Bres,) with all 
his zeal. in the cause, asks for no more. The 
amount, in his judgment. was all important; 
nothing was more to be deprecated at the pres- 
ent moment than to excite disgust and irritation 
in the community ; surely these would be in pro- 
portion to the amount of property forfeited. 
When he considered all the circumsiances of 
the case; the reasonable ground the merchant 
had to calculate on a repeal of the law; the ne- 
cessity he was exposed to of leaving England 
with his property; the extreme novelty and dan- 


-ger of the policy, and the inexpediency of at- 


tempting to enforce the penalties, he could not 
refrain from voting to discharge all fair cases of 
bona fide American property. 

After considerable debate in which Messrs. 
WirLIAMS, Quincy, RANDOLPH, STANFORD, and 
Macon, took part, the House adjourned without 
coming to any decision. s 


W epnespay. December 16. 


Mr. Bonn presented a petition of sundry in- 
habitants of the Ilinois Territory, praying that 
a Land Office -may be established in said Terri- 
tory, and for pre-emption rights to the tracts of 
land on which they have settled respectively.— 
Referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. Quincy rose to make a motion. He pre- 
faced it by some general observations favorable 
to the policy of conferring honorary rewards for . 
bravery and noble conduct; and certainly, he re- 
marked, no class of men more justly deserved the 
meed of honor than those attached to our gallant 
little Navy. But, as it was a part of the duty of 
this House to pass such votes, it was also: their 
duty to see them carried into execution.. He ap- 
plied.these remarks to the vote by Congress of a 
gold medal, sword, &c. to Commodore Preble and 
his companions in arms, for their spirited exer- 
tions before Tripoli. He stated, also, that an ap- 
propriation of $20,000 had been made and ex- 
pended to carry this vote into effect ; and yet he 
said he believed no officer concerned had received 
the swords voted to them—if they had, he had 
not been able to hear of one. As to the medal 
voted to Commodore Preble, and the month's pay 
to the seamen, his knowledge did not extend. 
But if the swords were given, as the resolution 
directed, to those who had distinguished them- 
selves.on that occasion, it was as necessary to the 
object of the vote that their names should be 
known as that the swords should be received. 
He therefore proposed a resolution as follows: 

“ Resolved, That the President of the United 
Siates be requested to cause to be laid before this 
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House a statement of the proceedings which have 
been had under the resolution of Congress of the 
3d of March, 1805, whereby the President of the 
United States was requested to cause a gold medal 
to be presented to Commodore Edward Preble, 
and a sword to each of the officers and midship- 
men who distinguished themselves iu the attack 
on the town, batteries, and naval force, of Tri- 
poli; and that he be also requested to state the 
names of the officers who have received swords 
by virtue of the above-mentioned resolution, at- 
companying the same with an account of the ex- 
penditure of the appropriation of twenty thou- 
sand dollars, made for those objects, and specify- 
ing the objects to which the unexpended balance 
of said appropriation, if there were any such, 
have been applied.” 

The motion was agreed to, and Mr. Quincy 
and Mr. Kine were appointed a committee to pre- 
sent the resolution to the President. 

The bill from the Senate “to increase the Navy 
of the United States” was read twice, and com- 
mitted to the Committee of the Whole on the bill 
of this House to increase the Navy of the United 

tates. 

MERCHANTS’ BONDS. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
bill directing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
remit’ fines and penalties in certain cases. 

The Speaker declared the motion yesterday 
made by Mr. GnoLsoN to be out of order. 

The question recurred on indefinite postpone- 
ment of the bill; which, after a few remarks from 
Mr. Ruza in favor of the motion, was decided in 
the negative, as follows: 


Yxas— William Anderson, Stevenson Archer, Dan- 
iel Avery, William Barnett, David Bard, Burwell Bas- 
sett, William W. Bibb, William Blackledge, Adam 
Boyd, Robert Brown, William Butler, Matthew Clay, 
James Cochran, John Clopton, Lewis Condict, Wil- 
liam Crawford, Roger Davis, John Dawson, Joseph 
Desha, Samuel Dinsmoor, Elias Earle, William Find- 
ley, James Fisk, Meshack Franklin, Thomas Gholsan, 
Peterson Goodwyn, Felix Grundy, Bolling Hall, Obed 
Hall, John A. Harper, Aylett Hawes, John M. Hyne- 
man, Richard M. Johnson, Abner Lacock, Peter Little, 
Aaron Lyle, George C. Maxwell, Thomas Moore, Wil- 
liam McCoy, Samuel McKee, Arunah Metcalf, James 
Morgan, Jeremiah Morrow, Anthony New, Thomas 
Newton, Israel Pickens, Benjamin Pond, John Rhea, 
John Roane, Jonathan Roberts, Ebenezer Sage, Lemuel 
Sawyer, Ebenezer Seaver, Samuel Shaw, George 
Smith, John Smith, William Strong, John Taliaferro, 
George M. Troup, Robert Whitehill, and Richard 
Winn—6l. 

Naxs—Ezekiel Bacon, John Baker, Abijah Bige- 
low, Harmanus Bleecker, James Breckenridge, Elijah 
Brigham, William A. Burwell, John C. Calhoun, 
Francis Carr, Epaphroditus Champion, Langdon Chev- 
es, Martin Chittenden, Thomas B. Cooke, John Dav- 
enport, jun., William Ely, James Emott, Asa Fitch, 
Thomas R. Gold, Charles Goldsborough, Edwin Gray, 
Isaiah L. Green, Jacob Hufty, Richard Jackson, jun., 
Joseph Kent, William R. King, Lyman Law, Joseph 
Lewis, junior, William Lowndes, Nathaniel Macon, 
Archibald McBryde, Alexander McKim, James Milnor, 
Samuel L. Mitchill, Jonathan O. Moseley, Hugh Nel- 


son, Thomas Newbold, Joseph Pearson, Timothy Pit- 
kin, jr, James Pleasants, jr Elisha R. Potter, Josiah 
Quincy, William Reed, William M. Richardson, Henry 
M. Ridgely, William Rodman, Thomas Sammons, John 
Sevier, Adam Seybert, Daniel Sheffey, Richard Stan- 
ford, Philip Stuart, Silas Stow, Lewis B. Sturges, Sam- 
uel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Uri Tracy, Charles 
Turner, jun., Pierre Van Cortlandt, Laban Wheaton, 
Leonard White, David R. Williams, William Widgery, 
and Thomas Wilson—63. 

So it was determined that the bill should not 
be indefinitely postponed. 

It was then moved, by Mr. ROBERTS, that the 
bill be referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, to consider thereon. 

A motion to refer the bill to the Committee of 
the Whole superseded that motion. The motion 
to refer the bill to the Committee of the Whole 
was negatived—64 to 59; and the bill was then 


| referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


NAVY OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee 
of the Whole, on the following bill from the Sen- 
ate, which had been previously twice read in the 
House: 

A bill to increase the Navy of the United States. 

Be it enacted, &c., That the President of the United 
States shall be, and he hereby is, authorized forthwith 
to cause to be built, equipped, and employed, four ships 
to rate not less than seventy-four guns, and six ships 
to rate forty-four guns each. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That there shall 
be employed on board of each of the said ships of sev- 
enty-four guns each, ono captain, six lieutenants, one 
first licutenant and one second lieutenant of marines, 
one surgeon, one chaplain, one purser, and three sur- 
geon's mates. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That there shall 
be employed in each of the said ships, carrying seven- 
ty-four guns, the following warrant officers, who shall 
be appointed by the President of the United States: 
one master, one second master, three master's mates, 
one boatswain, one gunner, one carpenter, one sail- 
maker, and twenty midshipmen; and the following 
petty officers, who shall be appointed by the captains 
of the ships, respectively, in which they are to be em- 
ployed, viz: one armorer, six boatswain's mates, three 
gunner's mates, two carpenter's mates, one sailmaker's 
mate, one cooper, one steward, one master at arms, one 
cook, one coxswain, one boatswain's yeoman, one gun- 
ner’s yeoman, one carpenter’s yeoman, ten quarter 
gunners, eight quartermasters, one clerk, and oneschool- 
master, also to be appointed by the captain. 

Sxc. 4. And be tt further enacted, That the crews 
of each of the said ships of seventy-four guns shall 
consist of two hundred able seamen, three hundred or- 
dinary seamen and boys, three sergeants, three cor- 
porals, one drummer, one fifer, and sixty marines. 

Sxc. 5. And be it further enacted, That the pay of 
the schoolmaster shall be twenty-five dollars per month 
and two rations. 

Szc. 6. And be it further enacted, That the sum of 
two millions five hundred thousand dollars be and the 
same is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the building 
and equipping of the aforesaid ships of war. 


Mr. Sawyer made a motion to add the word 
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“teen” to “ four,” so as to make’ it fourteen 74- 
gun ships. ^ 2^ PV ^ 77€ 
. Mr: S. thought it a proper occasion to try the 
question, whether we were to have a Navy or 
not?' He took ihe occasion to congratulate the 
"House upon the repeated. victories of our little 
navy over the enemy ; and of the grateful pros- 
. pect of a speedy termination to the despotism of 
the seas. National piracy is about to be extermi- 
nated, and all nations permitted to traverse their 
great highway insafety. The thing can be done; 
and if we say so, with the will of God, will be 
done. The. experiment upon which the proof 
hangs has been made. British arms cannot with- 
-stand American upon the sea. The. bully has 
been disgraced by an infant; and fear shall no 
longer restrain an abject world from vindicating 
its long violated rights. Give us but a respecta- 
ble fleet, and itisall weask. But what can we 
do with four seventy-fours ? They are a mere 
mockery. If we do mean to make a serious stand 
upon the ocean, such a force must be out of all 
character. If we mean merely to annoy her 
trade, (and he trüsted we meant more,) frigates 
will do; but, to make any serious impression that 
way, we must have a respectable fleet ; at least, 
in his opinion, fourteen sail-of-the-line. "That 
would give us a preponderance on our own coast, 
and enable us to bring in our prizes with safety. 
"Who can beàr the idea of our being obliged to 
burn or sink all the ships we may take from the 
enemy, for fear of their being recaptured? He 
thought we should save enough by the protection 
they would afford to our prizes to support the ex- 
pense of them. We can easily support such a 
force. The expense, distributed over our widely 
extended population, would be less than a dollar 
a head; and, where is the American who would 
grudge such a sum for such an object? The 
people, [am confident, will cheerfully pay it, be- 
cause We are now at war, and a navy is found 
the most efficient weapon in our hands against 
the enemy. He therefore trusted that if it was the 
disposition of the House to have a navy, they 
would establish such a one as would answer some 
purpose. © 

Mr. Seyzerr said, he did not anticipate that 
the bill from the Senate would have been called 
fo» to-day by the chairman of the Naval Com- 
mittee ; notwithstanding he had bestowed some 
attention on the subject, heconfessed his remarks 
would be made in a manner not entirely satisfac- 
wu to himself ; he would, however, proceed with 
them. 

Mr. Chairman, said he, I wish it was as easy 
to build, equip, and man the seventy-fours, as it 
will be to add the word “teen” to “four,” as is 
proposed by the gentleman from North Carolina. 
So far from adding to the number of these ships, 
contemplated by the bill, he had intended to move 
thàt no seventy-four gun ships should be, at this 
time, authorized by the Legislature. 

On a former occasion, Mr. S. continued, when 
a naval establishment was the subject under con- 
sideration, he stated at length his reasons for op- 
posing the propositions before the House. 


opinions which he then advanced concerning an 
extensively: permanent. naval establishinent for 
the United States were still believed to be well 
grounded. He did not hesitate to declare his in- 
tention, at this time, and under the pressure of 
present circumstances, to yield much to general ` 
feelings, and the sentiments of the nation ; never- 
theless, he should guard against being carried too 
far by the current of popular opinion. It is 
equally my duty, said he, to keep in view what is 
conceived to be the permanent and vital national 
interest. He declared a uniform opposition to 
that establishment, which could not be brought 
within the means and resóurees of the nation to 
maintain it. We have made war, said he, to 
guarantee the honor and independence of the na- 
tion, as well as for the support of the just rights 
of our citizens; with these objects in' view, he 
had consented to authorize a regular force of 
25,000 men, and advocated one more numerous, 
though in principle he was opposed to standing 
armies. If, then, a great portion of my fellow- 
citizens deem an increase of the Naval Estab- 
lishment essential to promote the great work, why 
should it be refused on my part? No opposition 
would be made by him to the principle or spirit 
of the bill before the House, though, he confessed, 
he did not approve the provisions as to the kind 
of force therein contemplated. 

Mr. S. continued.—At this time our principal 
object should be, to authorize that species of 
force which can be furnished in the shortest pe- 
riod, and which promises to be the most efficient 
in the present contest. If the views of the Gov- 
ernment were not now confined to the present 
war, he considered it inexpedient to build public 
ships, It was necessary that the revenue should 
be cautiously applied. If it be employed so as to 
carry on the war with vigor, he would not shrink 
from any appropriations which could tend to pro- 
duce that effect; by protracting the contest for 
the want of means, expense will be accumulated, 
and we should achieve nothing. 

Mr. S. would not assent to an increase of the 
Navy, with a view to reconcile other measures to 
the opposition—to him that vote promised no 
such result. Our political opponents, continued 
he, will tell us, as regards the Navy, you are do- 
ing right to add to it; thus far we will go with 
you; we always maintained this to be the proper 
course ; as to your golden dreams in Canada, we 
will abandon them to yourselves exclusively. 
Such were his present impressions; it would 
gratify him to find himself to have been mistaken. 
He declared his intention to oppose the building 
of 74's, or double-decked ships, and to advocate 
a greater number of the largest class frigates. If. 
however, his statements should not prove satis-: 
factory to the House, he declared the failure 
would not induce him ultimately to vote against 
that species of force which a majority might 
deem expedient. 

If, said Mr. S., the great reason, for now laying 
the keels of the double-decked ships, be (as was 
lately acknowledged elsewhere by high authority) 


The | to test the intentions of the Legislature as to a 
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permanent naval establishment, he, for one, de- 
clared, he would not thus be tested, nor could he 
be thereby induced to vote in favor of the propo- 
sition; he would always be governed by cireum- 
stances. ] 3 

The declaration of the committee, that it was 
proper to meet “like with like," or, in other 
words, because the British have seventy-four gun 
ships, the United States should have them of the 
same class, would have no effect on him. We 
might as well say, because there are ships in the 
British service, which carry one hundred and 
twenty guns, we should also have such. This 
reasoning.is fallacious. No one has attempted to 
advocate the latter proposition. Admitting that 
you had four seventy-four gun ships. of your 
Navy list, he maintained, they would answer no 
good purpose. In the course of the following 
year, their number will be more than doubled and 
trebled on the part of the enemy. The conse- 
quence would be, that your most expensive ships 
must either combat under very unpromising cir- 
cumstances, or they would be blockaded in your 
harbors, and then be worse than useless; they 
must be kept at a heavy expense, and their crews 
would deprive other ships of the men necessary 
for their equipment. He said, the opinions which 
he had just advanced were not the result of idle 
speculations at the fireside ; they were supported 
by intelligent commanders, and rested upon the 
firm base of experience; they were confirmed by 
the conversations of some whose splendid achieve- 
ments adorned the pages of our Revolutionary 
history, and by otbers, who rank as heroes of the 
present war. He asked, why need we resort to 
other authority, when that of the head of the Na- 
val Department can be brought to bear testimony 
in favor of the propositions laid down? In the 
year 1798, the Secretary of the Navy informed 
the House that twelve seventy-fours, as many 
frigates, and twenty or thirty smaller vessels 
“ would probably be found sufficient to insure our 
future peace with the nations of Europe.” In 
1811, it was declared that, “ twelve sail of seven- 
ty-fours and twenty well-constructed frigates, 
with our smaller vessels,” were necessary to an- 
noy the commerce of the enemy, and guard our 


originally designed for the seventy-fours, by the 
Government of the United States, was deposited in 
the several navy yards, as follows: At Boston, 40,- 
036 cubic feet; at Portsmouth (New Hampshire) 
18,706 feet; at New York 18,676 feet; at Phila- 
delphia 20,426 feet; at Norfolk 18,542 feet; ma- 
king a total of 116,386 cubic feet. It is generally 
admitted, that of the timber originally procured, 
as much as i$ required for two of the ships has 
been necessarily applied to other purposes; so that 
we must deduct 60,000 cubic feet from the quan- 
tity delivered, this leaves a balance of 56,386 cu- 
bie feet, a quantity scarcely sufficient for the 
frames of two such vessels! He could not satisfy 
himself how the timber fot the other two frames 
was to be procured in time; it will require months 
for its selection, cutting, and seasoning; if you 
fail to fell itbefore the end of February, you hazard 
much as to its durability ; twelve months are re- 
quired to build a seventy-four, after the materials 
shall be ready in the yard. The timber for the 
larger ships can only be procured from the South, 
say Georgia, Louisiana, and Florida; consider 
the risks attending its transportation by sea ; will 
you pretend to insure its arrival? These are all 
important considerations at this time. 

He further objected to the tonnage allowed by 
the committee for the seventy-fours. They were 
rated at 1,620 tons. Experienced and intelligent 
naval architects, pronounce this much too little. 
Mr. Humphreys of Philadelphia, well known for 
his knowledge and skill in ship-building, says, 
double-decked ships should not be less thau 2,000 
tons; the statements of your committee as: com- 
ing from this gentleman, were draughted when he 
was not allowed to give scope to his views. 
Your larger class of frigates, which have proved 
so serviceable, measure 1,444 tons, and rate as 
forty-fours. Is it probable, that the addition of 
176 tons to their dimensions will enable a vessel 
to earry thirty additional pieces of ordnance, 
much more weighty thau those already in use? 
'This to him appeared to be impossible. If it be 
intended to have the ships of tlie higher rates, he 
hoped they would not be cramped in their di- 
niensions—-that to him was false economy. Give 
to them, said he, their full tonnage, and you will 


coasts. To this he added that, in the year 1811, ! find your account in so doing. Formerly the 


during a state of peace with the United States, 
the British had seven ships-of-the-line on the 
American stations, independent of fifties, frigates, 
and smaller vessels; at the same time, they had 
thirty-nine ships-of-the-line on the stocks! Tell 
me, said he, what is to keep a great proportion of 
them from your coast in 1813? 

Mr. Chairman, proceeded Mr. S., I am disposed 
to doubt your having the timber in your yards, 
.which will be necessary for the frames of the 
double-decked ships, contemplated by the bill. A 
ship of this description requires, for the frame, 
30,000 cubic feet of timber, and 60,000 cubic feet 
additional for plank, wales, &c.! The purchase 
of the timber supposed to be on hand was author- 
zed by an act passed in the month of February, 
1799. My information on this subject states, that 
from the years 1800 to 1802, inclusive, the timber 


British ships were limited in their tonnage; [he 
French, by extending the dimensions of their line 
of battle ships, have carried the British from 
their ancient usages; shall we remain stationary, 
and continue the exploded errors of other naval 
Powers? Certainly not—adopt the advice of 
Humphreys, do not remain behind; take a bold 
lead; give bent to the genius of your naval con- 
structors; and force the people of Europe to imi- 
tate you in dimensions, as they have already done 
in regard to the beautiful forms of your ships. 
Suppose, then, that the timber originally pro- 
cured for the seventy-fours shall only be adapted 
for those of 1,620 tons, it will be advantageous to 
reduce it to dimensions proper for forty-four gun 
ships. By this reduction you will suffer a loss 
of one eighth, say for the two frames ten thou- 
sand dollars; this he considered as trifling com- 
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pared with the consequences which must follow 
an ill founded precedent, Last year, it will be re- 
collected, it was: admitted this timber might be 
used for frigates, pike 
I do. not doubt, Mr. Chairman, continued Mr. 
S., but that I have already fatigued the Com- 
mittee with my dry caleulation—it is hoped they 
will indulge me with their attention to a few re- 
marks concerning frigates.. I am desirous to add 
a respectable number to those already authorized, 
say from twelve to fifteen of the first class; this 
will give you more additional guns than the bill 
contemplates.’ Your forty-fours are superior to 
any of the British frigates; if you doubt this, 
ask Captains Dacres and Carden, they will not 
deny it. -When the enemy is in search of your 
forty-fours, if he acts with his frigates, you may 
be sure of being victorious: if for this purpose he 
selects a higher rate of vessels, he will incur a 
great additional expense, and give you the chance 
of out-sailing him, or you will force him to change 
his present system; and add a new class of vessels 
to those which he has already adopted. Under a 
Stiff breeze, your frigates will run from the ships- 
of-the-line; in boisterous times, a seventy-four 
may be forced to close her lower ports, then with 
your heavy frigates you might hazard a combat. 
The divided form in which this force will appear 
on the ocean, will enable you to annoy the com- 
merce of the enemy; to capture his frigates and 
carry his squadrons from your coast and harbors. 
If our ships are concentrated in squadrons, the 
enemy will seek you with a force far superior; 
you must then combat under disadvantages or 
endeavor to, make your ports for safety, and there 
you will.be blockaded. By adding to the present 
number of forty-fours, you give an uniformity to 
your system, which in the end will prove very 
economieal, the work will be sooner and much 
better exeeuted ; every surplus of materials will 
answer equally well for any one of the ships; in 
case a vessel shall be injured by the tempest or 
be disabled in action, she will be much sooner fit- 
ted for service, as you will be prepared with a 
surplus of masts, spars, and other equipments. 
Under such regulations you need not multiply ex- 
pense by keeping ‘a: numerotis crew iù port, idle 
for weeks, until a mast can be procured; by ad- 
ding the number proposed you will have a re- 
spectable class of efficient ships. Such ships, sir, 
will enable you: to confirm and perpetuate the 
splendid victories of Hull, Jones, and Decatur; 
these heroes have already, in five months. after 
the declaration of war, destroyed the charm of 
British invincibility on the ocean ;-—their deeds 
sürpass any whieh the British naval annals can 
boast; they have humbled British pride. These 
actions will have a great effect on the-Powers of 
, Europe ; your flag will hereafter be respected as 
a friend, as an enemy it will be feared ;—believe 
me, sir, Great Britain has lost more in glory than 
had you conquered the Canadas. Mr. Brougham 
„has been taught that your “assembled navies” 
can do more than “lay siege to an English sloop- 
of war.” ` n "e : 
Mr. Basserr said he was placed, thinking as 


he did, in an awkward situation by the motion of 
the gentleman from North Carolina, for, by vo- 
ting for it, he should unquestionably gain largely, 
aud yet under circumstances he was obliged: to 
vote against it. He was not prepared now to 
enter into any lengthy argument on this subject; 
but it appeared to him that the speech of his 
friend from Pennsylvania was favorable to the 
principle of the bill; inasmuch as he had. passed 
it over and attacked the details of the subject. 
On this head Mr. B. said he must confess he was 
not able to present his information to the Com- 
mittee in ás authoritativea way as he could wish ; 
but, it would be recollected that as long ago as 
last year, the Secretary of the Navy had stated 
thata considerable portion of the timber necessary 
for seventy-fours was at this time provided and 
deposited in the navy yards. The committee 
(of which Mr. B. is chairman) were not, he said, 
authorized to say that the whole of the frames for 
four seventy-foursare in readiness. He believed 
thefaetto be otherwise; but morethan two-thirds 
of these frames, the important part of a vessel of 
war, were ready, and were distributed at four dif- 
ferent yards in readiness for use. Mr. B. said, he 
agreed with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
that a larger tonnage would be: preferable for 
seventy-fours than 1,600 tons; and he was per- 
fectly satisfied a larger would be adopted, and 
that the tonnage of a seventy-four, to carry eighty- 
six guns, would be from 17 to 1800 tons. As far 
as he could learn from naval men, Mr. B. said, 
the most effieient ship now in service was a ves- 
sel of eighty-six guns. He thought none of the 
arguments of the gentleman from. Pennsylvania 
went. to the principle of the bill. They had bet- 
ter take it as it was, amend it as they chose, and 
authorize the building of so many vessels as our 
resources were now equal to. "There were a va- 
riety of general views of thissubject which might 
be presented to the House, but which he would 
reserve until the bill was on its passage. — - 

Mr. McKee said, he had not expected this sub- 
ject would have been taken up to-day, or to say 
anything on it when it should be taken up. But, 
said he, for what purpose, I feel impelled to ask, 
are you going’to build these vessels ?. Are you 
to spend four or five millions of dollars, in addi- 
tion to your present extraordinary expenditures, 
to protect commerce ?. Will this old: argument, 
in favor of a navy, now be used, which we have 
so often heard heretofore? Sir, where is your com- 
merce now to protect? Will you protect that 
clandestinely destined’ to “Great Britain? No, 
surely. Will: you. protect that destined to the 
coast of France? Let us reflect what commerce 
you čan earry on with France. None worth pro- 
tection, or of any moment to the great body of 
the American people. Does France purchase 
your tobacco. or cotton, which heretofore have 
found a market there? She has never been a 
purchaser of provisions or breadstuffs. What is 
the state of trade between usand France? Your 
cotton, in France, is taxed with enormous duties. 
No man who is not under the influence of the 
moon would, at this time, think of making a ship- 
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ment there. . Would you ship your. commerce 

, there merely to surrender so much property into 
the grasp of the Emperor? It would be the ex- 
treme of folly. Where, then, will you protect 
your commerce? To the Baltie, sir ? You can 
carry on in that quarter no commerce at all in- 
teresting to the great body of the American peo- 
ple. In what does your export to that region 
consist? In articles of colonial produce; not in 
articles the produce of. your soil. Will you tax 
the great agricultural community for the purpose 
of protecting this extraneous commerce?. I ask 
if the people of the West, the Atlantic, of the 
Middle States, or of any other portion of the 
American people, will be content to be taxed to 
support a navy for the protection of a commerce 
in foreign produce, by which. but few individuals 
in the nation can be benefited ? There is no com- 
merce to protect, unless it be that. which exchan- 
ges specie for the productions of the Hast Indies, 
and benefits no part of the community. Having 
no valuable commerce now to protect, the object 
of adding vessels to your navy, must be to fight 
your battles at sea. 

If you would propose a navy as a means of 
carrying on war, bend your resources to that ob- 
ject. We have been told that the trident of Nep- 
tune is passing into our hands. But, sir, the sov- 
ereignty of the ocean is not to be acquired by four 
ships-of-the-line and five or six frigates. You 
can have no legitimate object in building such 
. vessels as proposed, unless it be to carry on the 
war. lf that be your object, make your means 
commensurate to the end you have in view. 

Do you yet contend that the object is to pro- 
tect commerce? Your commerce is not worth 
thecost. And who would pay it? The merchants? 
No, sir. They will pay only their proportion. I 
recolleet, when a boy, to have seen a little book, 
in which I admired the pictures more than the 
reading, in which were the representations of a 
king, a priest, a soldier, and a farmer ; a label is- 
suing from the mouth of each contained these 
words: The King says, “I govern all;” the 
priest, “I pray for all ;? the soldier, “I fight for 
all;" and the farmer, “I pay for all.” This, sir, 
is perfectly true as regards the American farm- 
ers—they pay for all. And what advantage do 
they derive from it? What advantage are my 
constituents to derive from the expenditure of this 
money ? 

Iknow it will be said our naval officers have 
fought well. They have so; but in no instance 
have they done more than was expected from 
them. It was always expected, when they came 
in contact with an enemy, that they would either 
conquer, or make a good fight. I foresaw,at the 
last session, whether our navy was successful or 
not, that it was a necessary consequence of the 
war, that we should have a navy. If they had 
been unsuccessful, they would have fought well. 
The argument in that case would have been: 
“ Flere are your seamen captured ; your flag pros- 
trate on the main; will you not stretch forth 
your hand to relieve them from disgrace?” I 
scarcely know how I could have resisted such an 


argument. No man doubted, but every portion 
of the American people, fighting in the cause of 
their country, would fight. bravely. They are 
brave; but that is no reason why our great agri- 
cultural interest should be taxed for the interest 
of merchants trading with specie to Abyssinia or 
China. "The American agriculturists must pay 
nine-tenths of the tax which this expenditure 
will create. Do they derive equal advantage 
from it with the merchants? No. Of what ad- 
vantage is it to the people of the Middle States, 
whether a ship loaded with Spanish milled cast- 
ings is taken or gets safe to her place of destina- 
tion? The loss is of so much capital, but adds 
nothing to the profit or prosperity of the agricul- 
tural interest, any more than as the gain of an 
individual promotes the general prosperity. It is 
unjust to tax the people of the West to build 
ships of war to protect the coast. Each portion 
of the United States, the Atlantie, the Western, 
and Middle States, have-their rights; and we have 
no right-to tax one for what can be of no benefit 
to it. Then, sir, if these vessels are to be used as 
means of carrying on war, erect an establishment 
adequate to the object. It will be said, perhaps, 
we have not money to build fourteen frigates. 
Our present expenses, we find, requires a loan of 
twenty millions. 'The passage of this bill, it is 
said, will only make it twenty-five millions. The 
building of fourteen ships-of-the-line instead of 
four, will only add ten millions to that sum! 

It would be, indeed, an interesting object to 
the people of this country to see Great Britain 
humbled at our feet. You are not to doit, sir, by 
four ships-of-the-line, though you may do much 
with fourteen. I wish it to be distinctly under- 
stood that I do not mean to vote for any increase 
of our navy; but, if it is increased, I should be 
in favor of fourteen ships-of-the-line. I wish it 
also to be understood that, at the last session, I 
committed myself to lay taxes to earry on the 
war. Iconsider myself bound to vote for them. 
But, if you thus expend money on these chimer- 
ical objects, I state, distinctly, I will not vote for 
taxes. Other gentlemen may do as they please; 
but I will not, in such case, vote for the taxes, be- 
cause I never will ta& my constituents to defend 
commerce on the ocean. Jf it be not competent 
to its own defence, it is high time to give it up. 

Mr. McKim rose to set his friend from Ken- 
tucky right as to one or two points. The ships 
to be built are not for the protection of commerce, 
but to be put under the direction of the Govern- 
ment, to protect our rights on the ocean, and also 
to aid in the security of our territorial rights. 
They will be employed in convoying our com- 
merce, in repelling ships of war from our harbors; 
in destroying the commerce of Britain on the 
ocean, in order to foree her to cometo terms with 
us. They will be so employed as the Govern- 
ment conceives the interest of the nation to re- 
quire, The gentleman has drawn a distinction 
between commerce and agriculture. In my opin- . 
ion, said Mr. McK., they have a common interest. 
Agriculture will flourish if commerce be protect- 
ed. Whoever draws a distinction between these 
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interests, as.to mutual connexion and the necessi- 
ty of general protection, does not, iu, my opinion, 
view the subject ina true light. There is an in- 
separable connexion, and commerce cannot be 
protected if agriculture be trampled upon. True. 
sir, we have but. little commerce at present; and 
I have no idea that it will be worth while to em- 
ploy our ships to convoy ihe trifling trade we 
have now.. It is future interest that is in view. 

As to France, who, being engaged ina very de- 
structive war, lias thought proper to adopt (as we 
have done) commercial restrictions as a measure 
of waging it with effect, we can have but little 
trade with her. But [ will observe to the gentle- 
man, from the little knowledge I have of the sub- 
ject, that one article, an important staple of our 
country, does well there. Ilallude to cotton; it 
is one of the permitted articles, and latterly has 
been a beneficial article of export, and large profits 
have been made upon it. 

It would appear, sir, as if the gentleman sup- 
posed that the whole expense of building and 
navigating these ships is to be derived from the 
Western people. If gentlemen will turn to the 
bills presented at the last session for laying taxes, 
they will discover thata large proportion of them 
were intended to be drawn from the commercial 
cities; that the country part does not bear more 
than its proportionate share of those taxes. 

The gentleman Says, if we are to have à navy, 
it should be large, adequate to the object contem- 
plated. I approve of his design, sir; but it is not 
to be supposed that the United States, now with- 


out a navy, can at once build one up.’ My opin- 


ion is, that the bill contemplates as great an in- 
crease of force as ís within our power within the 
present year, and the next session will be time 
enough to provide for more. Rome was not 
built in a day, is à common adage. A powerful 
navy cannot be expected to be built at once; and 
the best way is to advance step by step, but in 
detail, as the resources and convenience of the 
United States will admit. Mr. McK. concluded 
by expressing a hope that the amendment will 
not pass. | f 

Mr. MırcaıLL made a few observations favorable 
to the bill, and against amending it. He remark- 
ed that much of the timber was already prepared, 
that guns had heretofore been cast and yet re- 
mained on hand for the seventy-fours. -Perhaps 
seventy-fours were not the best description of 
vessels; but he would take the bill as it stood, in 
preference to risking its loss by attempting to 
amend it. _ mM: 

The question was then taken on Mr. SawvEn's 
motion and negatived ; and the Committee rose. 


Tuurspay, December 17, 

Mr. Bacon presented a petition of sundry in- 
habitants of the town of Springfield in Massa- 
chusetts, employed in the public armory in said 
town, and residing on the lands ceded by the State 
of Massachusetts to the United States, stating 
that, owing to their residence on the said. lands, 
the Supreme Court of that State have decided. 


that they are not citizens of the-said State, and.. 
that they have no right as electors ; and praying 
that their case may be taken. into consideration, 
and such relief granted as may appear to be pro- 
per.—Referred to a select committee; and Mr. 
Bacon, Mr. Ricnarpson, Mr. Turner, Mr. ELY, 
and Mr. STURGES, were appointed the committee. 

Mr. Lzwis, from the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, presented a bill to incorporate 
the Commercial Company of the City. of Wash- 
ington; which was read, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole on Monday next. ' i 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, enclosing a report of the Land Commis- 
sioners in the Western District of the Territory 
of Orleans, now State of Louisiana.—Referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed a bill "approving 
* the report of the Comissioners appointed by the 
* Secretary of War to ascertain and settle the ex- 
* terior line of the public land at West Point, in 
t the State of New York;" in which they desire 
the coneurrence of this House. 


INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 


The House again resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the bill to increase the 
Navy of the United States. na 

“Mr. SevaERT moved to amend the first section 
of the bill by striking out “four seventy-fours 
and,” so as to erase the provision for building 
vessels of that description. i 

` Mr. Gorp.— The provision in the bill to introduce 
ships-of-the-line into the Navy, I consider, Mr. 
Chairman, as fixing the great policy of a navy’ 
under this Government. Frigates we have had, 
but in common with petty nations; for the Bar- 
bary Powers have frigates; the provision now 
offered rises higher and promises something wor- 
thy of the Constitution, something honorable to 
the Government. | I rejoice, Mr. Chairman, at the 
favorable circumstances and hail the auspices un- 
der which: we now meet thi? question; we.are 
no longer left to erring speculations, to uncertain 
reasoning, but have under our eyes the sure and 
infallible test of experience, of practice in war 
with à naval force. . Within a few. weeks our 
tars have thrice grappled with the enemy, and 
thrice have they triumphed in combat; the suc- 
cess has swelled the American bosom with joy 
from Orleans to Maine—all, without exception of 
party, vie in demonstrations of joy and in the be- 
stowment of honors upon the ‘victors. 

While sucha scene is presented here, gloom 
and dissatisfaction prevail in the metropolis of 
Great Britain—those, whe have been so long ac- 
cüstomed to conquer, receive the capture of the 
Guerriere with as much astonishment as they 
would behold-a suspension of the laws of nature. 
A strange event to Britons ! 

How often, sir, has it been echoed and re- 
echoed within these walls, that it would bein 
vain to attempt anything with a navy against 
Great Britain, unless we could bring ship to ship 
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and man to man—could equal our enemy on the 
ocean, How much mistaken have gentlemen 
been; how vain is human reason! "The earliest 
stage of the first war under the Government has 
yielded a clear, full, and incontestable refutation 
of the argument. While the American arms 
have suffered disgrace upon disgrace on what 
was deemed the natural and proper.theatre for 
the display of our power; while by land all is 
gloomy and comfortless, and the heart sickens 
under the past, our little Navy, a handful of men, 
has nobly sustained us upon the ocean, and ban- 
ished that despondency which our disasters by 
land must have otherwise produced. 

If, sir, under such auspices, such overwhelming 
evidence of the efficiency of a navy, this question 
isto be put by, I shall despair of a navy; we 
may rank with Algiers in a force of frigates, but 
shall do nothing worthy of a community of eight 
millions of souls, placed by Heaven in a situa- 
tion most favorable to commerceand naval power. 

The objections, sir, toa navy are nota little 
amusing. Do you move the question in peace, 
it is objected, that commerce flourishes and you 
want not protection; at another time it is said 
not to be worth the expense of a navy, and lastly 
a navy. will draw America into the European 
vortex and involve us in a war. Now that we 
are ia war, a new book of logic is opened, and it 
is objected, that you have not time to build a na- 
vy, the war will be over before ships can be fin- 
ished, It is thus, sir, that the arguments against 
a navy are made to answer and refute them- 
selves; nay, more, the argument in war isa sa- 
tire and reproach to the objection in peace. 
“There is not now time to build a navy,” re- 
proaches us for not having passed the requisite 
laws at the last session. 

I have always considered the great policy. of 
a navy settled by the Constitution; need I spend 
time to show, that no great specific power was 
delegated to the General Government unless it 
was deemed necessary; not necessary for a dor- 
mitory, but to be executed for the general protection 
and welfare. This wasthe polar star—the test and 
criterion that governed in the delegation of pow- 
ers by the States—powers not necessary to be 
exercised for the general good were retained by 
the several States. What greatly strengthens the 
argument is, the power to provide a navy is not 
only given to the General Government, but taken 
away or denied to the several States. In adopt- 
ing the Constitution, this question was consider- 
ed at rest, and a navy was deemed the necessary 
consequence of this power; in the Virginia Con- 
vention, where great talent and ingenuity was 
displayed in the debate, the point was so consid- 
ered, and the objection rested on that ground ; 
the consequence of adoption was supposed to be 
an unequal strengthening of the commercial parts 
of the Union. So deeply impressed was Presi- 
dent Wasnineron with the importance of a na- 
vy, and so true to his duty and just claims of 
commerce for protection, that he could not con- 
sent to quit his high station in the public coun- 
cils without placing on record his sentiments for 


the good of his country—this he did in his speech 
to the Fourth Congress (second session) in lan- 
guage that well. attests his wisdom and paternal 


care and'solicitude for his country. He recom-. 


mended and urged the policy of a navy in the 
„strongest terms, and I will not believe that the 
parting lesson of that great and good man will 
be lost to his country—there is certainly too much: 
respect for his memory to disregard his solemn 
advice and counsel on any subject. In this pol- 
icy Mr. Jerrerson also concurred at a period 
most auspicious to fair inquiry and dispassionate 
judgment; it was before the tempest of party 
arose, to obscure the great luminary of tráth dnd 
blacken the political horizon. Bo es tems! 

But it is now said that. agriculture, the farm- 
ing interest, is not concerned in the question, of. 
à navy ; that it can receive no benefit; that; we 
have no commerce to protect. This is strange 
language. Need I here, sir, refer to first princi- 
ples, common maxims, to show.how inseparable 
are commerce and agriculture; that they ‘are 
embarked in one commón bottom and must stand 
or fall together? How is it possible that thé rich 
tide of commerce should not reach and. gladden 
our fields? What barrier is to oppose; what par- 
tition wall to separate? How is the sun of pros- 


perity to shine on one portion of the community. 


and not on the other? Commerce multiplies 
your towns and cities, and your towns,and cities: 
both consume and export the products of the soil, 
History, from the earliest period, and in all coun- 
tries, attests, in a manner not to be mistaken, tlie 
influence of commerce, Surely, sir, commerce 
can never be indifferent to the farming interest. 
What have we seen in this Hall within a very 
few days? A proposition to restrict the expor 
trade was rejected once, again and again, and by 
whom? I answer, by farmers. It is impossible 
to mistake the springs of action, which move 
everything and put everything in opposition tó 
rest. What may be the sentiments of farmers in 
the gentleman’s State (Mr. McKee) I cannot say, 
but the farmers of New York, nota little exceed- 
ing in numbers and falling not short, I trust, in a 
knowledge of their interests, call loudly for'a na- 
vy; they insist on naval protection as pledged to. 
them by the compact; they claim the bond ‘of 
you; they strengthen the elaim by pointing to 
the heavy contribution to your Treasury, from 
the port of New York, amounting for several 
years past, to about one-third of the whole reve- 
nue of the Union—a revenue they would never 
have yielded to this Government but from the 
fullest confidence that the tax on commerce 
would be applied to its protection. Had tbe im- 
post of New York been retained by that State, 
the State would, before this, have been able to 


build a navy superior to the present naval force - 


of the Union, and the known sentiments of her 
citizens would have imparted to the Government 
the necessary disposition. It is impossible not to 
see that, could that State have foreseen the course 
of the Government in relation to a navy, the ob- 
jection to a relinquishment of the impost would 
have been greatly strengthened, and the adoption 
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of the Constitution put ifi great jeopardy. It was 
best perhaps that the future’ was hidden from 
them; the advocates of the Constitution, great 
and powerful as they were, had sufficient obsta- 
cles to contend with. Bat it is objected, that our 
ships-of-the-line, few in number, will be over- 
whelmed by the British Navy. I answer, are not 
our frigates equally exposed? Are not our ships- 
of-the-line as well’ matched against theirs, the 
battle as equal and fair, as between our frigates 
and theirs? “If such are the best arguments 
against this bill, weak indeed must be the defence: 

It is further objected, that there is not sufficient 
seasoned timber on hand for four seventy-fours. 
On this point every gentleman must satisfy him- 
"self; my information, derived from a source en- 
titled to credit, leads: me to the conclusion, that 
the deficiency of timber will not be considerable, 
and that the building of the ships may with pro- 
priety be commenced, and that what little is 
wanted may be procured in the progress of the 
work. It is obvious that this objection is urged 
not for its appropriate effect, the reduction of the 
number of ships to the quantity of timber, but to 
defeat entirely the object of the bill as to the 
ships-of-the-line; the objection flows fromasource 
far beyond the alleged cause or justification. 

I will not, sir, longer trespass on the patience 
of the Committee; if gentlemen are not satisfied, 
that the objections and argument heretofore re- 
lied on against a navy are invalid and groundless; 
that they are swept away by the events upon the 
ocean of the last three months, nothing which I 
can say can remove those objections. If the mo- 
tion to expunge the provision for ships-of-the- 
line from the bill shall prevail, we must kiss the 
rod, hard as it may be on the commercial States. 

Mr. Wineery.—Mr. Chairman, it will be rec- 
ollected that I was last session of Congress op- 
posed to the building of seventy-fours, until we 
had got more frigates. I have been rather op- 
posed to them in the Committee of Naval Affairs, 
not because I was opposed to an augmentation of 
the Navy, but because I thought it more to the 
advantage of the country to build frigates and 
sloops of war at present; and if, hereafter, when 
we have sailors plenty to man the large ships with, 
it should be thought best to have larger ships, it 
may be very well to build them; but, at present, 
our resources are inadequate to build the seventy- 
fours and the ten frigates, and say eight or ten 
sloops of war, which are absolutely necessary for 
the protection of our seacoast, in order to keep off 
the British gun-brigs or privateers. The ships- 
of-the-line will not answer this purpose, when 
they are at sea ; they must keep deep water; they 
cannot, with safety, follow in under the land 
those small vessels which annoy our coasters, and 
capture them all along shore. Within a few days, 
I have accounts of a small privateer, of eight guns, 
having captured twenty or thirty sail of coasting 
vessels, Sir, it isa sight to see a public armed 
shipof the United States anywhere on our shore 
to the eastward of Boston—a seacoast of 200 
miles—when the enemy can take everything that 
passes out to sea, and a country in which there 
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are the best of ship-harbors, where they might ` 
cruise with safety, always having a harbor handy. 
to run into. T cannot feel willing to build sev- 


-enty-fours, to'the exclusion of the smaller ships, 


of which we are so much in want at this time. 
If you had the money in your chest; and all ready 
for the building four seventy-fours, and all the 
timber in the yard—which you have not—still I 
should have doubts on my mind as to the propri- 
ety of those heavy ships. Say, if you ‘please, that’ 
you had those ships built, could you send them 
to sea? I presume not, if at war with England, | 
because she would always blockade your harbors 
wherever they weré; and if you sent them ont, ` 
perhaps you would never have to man tliem again; 
not because our ships in single combat are not a- 
match for her’s, but, because they have more ships’ 
than they know what to do with; they would: 
always outnumber you at sea; and. they would be 
able to come áp with and capture your four ships. 
Bat, for what purpose are you to send thein out? 
Certainly, not to take merchantmen. "They are | 
‘not calculated for that purpose, unless you had 
more than four of them. | In ease you had a num- 
ber sufficient to intercept their East India fleet, 
which, generally, are under. strong ‘convoys of 
heavy ships, then it might be an object to send' 
them to sea. If you are to keep them io port, for 
the purpose of harbor defence, you must always’ 
keep them manned; it will be too late to man’ 
them after the enemy comes in sight. And there 
is, in my mind, another difficulty: In the man- 
ning these heavy ships, you will have to impress 
men to go on board of them, or raise the wages . 
up to what is given in a merchant ship; because ` 
the sailors will not be willing to go on board large 
ships, when they have no chance for prize money. 
On the other hand, they will be very willing to 
enter on board cruising ships, such as frigates or 
sloops of war, in hopes of taking prizes; and you 
have not, at present, a sufficient number of sail- 
ors to man what smaller vessels we want. If you’ 
build frigates and sloops of war, they can be fur- 
nished without your advancing the money ; the’ 
merchants will build them, and loan them to the’ 
Government. The frigates and smaller vessels’ 
can be put afloat in six months from the time 
they are agreed for; and your ships-of-the-line 
will not be finished in less than two years; and 
if they do not cost 30 per cent. more than they 
are calculated at, I will dare pay all Iam worth 
towards them for nothing. I am willing to go 
for almost any number of frigates, because I know 
you can have them built without advancing a 
dollar until they are ready for service, and because 

I am convinced they are most for our interest. 
Popular opinion, I know, has great weight at 
times; let us not be carried off on the wings of 
enthusiasm; we are at present at very great ex- 
pense, and we ought to act prudently with our 
finances, or they will soon become low. At the 
same time, I cannot agree with the gentleman 
from Kentucky, who says he is opposed to any 
augmentation of the Navy, and asks if you are 
willing to tax the planters for the building a navy 
and the protection of the merchant? Sir, will 
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not. the same reasoning apply against the mari- | 


time towns being taxed to support the army. of 
10,000 men in the West? Gentlemen say, stay. 
on shore, and you will he safe. Sir, may we not, 
in return, say to the gentlemen who are settling 


the cheap lands of the interior, keep among us; i 


go not into the Indian country; we cannot be 
taxed to defend you. This reasoning will apply 
with as much force against the interior as theirs 
does against the Atlantic towns. Sir, we are all 
one people, and, in order to remain so, we must 
be willing to defend at all points. 

Mr. Bassett spoke several times in the course 
of the debate. The following is the substance of 
athe whole of his remarks:—He said, on rising, 
that it was with no feigned diffidence that he ad- 
dressed the House. I shall, said he, have credit 
with every one in the assertion that I am most 
anxious that the proposition I have made should 
succeed. Must I not, then, deplore the feebleness 
of voice, the want of force, of manner, and prompt- 
ness of mind and thought, which limit me? But 
I shall feel compensated if the House will, in 
heart, join me in regretting that a cause worthy 
of the first of advocates has fallen into such puny 
hands. For the cause, then, will they hear me, 
and for their country’s good will they improve 
each hint I may let fall, by their better judgment. 


gal rise, as she assumed a station on the ocean! 
how sink as she lost hér naval preponderance! 
How did a navy once support the United Prov- 
inces! and how is it now the salvation of Great 
Britain! Itis then a fact, that a naval armament 
gives effect to the power of a nation, as does the 
musket and bayonet, the cannon and the mortar. 
And how, sir, is it attempted to rebut this fact? 
By showing a physical disability in the country 
toavail itselfof this force? No. For then would 
they be rebutted by the extent of our coasts, by 
the materials for ship-building, (so ample,) and 
the known habits and genius of our countrymen. 
as each day is evincing. And here, sir, I wish I. 
could follow up the beautiful figure of my friend, 
who, on a former occasion, showed you our Con- 
tinent, extending to either ocean, with the finger 
of Munificence pointing to the goodly heritage. 
We have then these facts: that a navy is a 
powerful means of national operation; that our 
local situation is fitted for its use; and that we 
have the necessary materials. To which it is 
objected that your infant Navy must be opposed 
to one which has reached the full manhood of 
power oa the ocean. I admit it. But shall we 
therefore abandon the ocean, yield our birthright, 
our goodly heritage, without a struggle? Or, 
shall we not rather, deducing argument from ex- 


It is true, sir, we have little experience—I cannot | ample, like the gallant Captain Hull, avoid their 
boast of naval knowledge in our land—but, yet, we | fleets and capture their single ships. 


are not quite deficient. Let it be remembered, 
that it is on the first principles that we are to de- 
cide; that we are to mark the outlines only, which 
depend much on general reasoning, and, in doing 
which, we may resort to the experience of others. 
I will follow (though with unequal step) the 
course taken by my predecessor last year, and, on 
the question to fill this blank. bring the whole 
subject before the Committee. It will be assumed, 
as then proved, that protection is due to every na- 
tional right, which cannot be estimated by pecu- 
niary EAN but must be tested by national 
ability only to defend and protect them. To the 
mode of effecting so desirable an object, [ shall 
confine myself. The report has assumed it as a 
principle almost of instinct to oppose like to like, 
and so says the history of man, whom we find 
ever availing himself of the improvements of his 
assailant for self-defence. Hence has the art of 
war become to all nations the most interesting 
science, and no citizen is more estimable than he 
who can direct the national force with most effi- 
cieney. The importance of a naval force is am- 
ply attested on record. I will first, sir, point you 
to the conflicts between the rival Republics of 
Rome and Carthage, and ask you to remember 
the agency that their vessels bad in them. Had 
the Romans confined themselves to the land, never 
had Carthage been destroyed. The history of 
Europe, from Venice to Great Britain, is too fa- 
miliar to all who hear me, to require reference to 


I am aware that habit impels some to be fear- 
ful on this subject, and the experience of the 
past will not convince them. With diffidence, 
therefore, do I refer to the efficiency of twelve 
ships-of-the-line and twenty frigates, as demon- 
strated last session. Let me ask. of gentlemen 
who thus think, who thus feel, to examine the 
extent of their argument. Does it not go, not 
only to the abandonment of the ocean, but to the 
seacoast also? 1 shall trust to former statements 
for the magnitude of this sacrifice, with the ob- 
servation, that abandoning the ocean involves the 
loss of one million four hundred thousand tons of 
shipping; and that in giving up the coasts, you 
lose a valuable portion of your soil, and some of 
your fairest cities. I will not dwell on the mag- 
nitude of this sacrifice, beeause I cannot believe 
that Americans will abandon any right which 
there is a prospect to maintain. I cannot, I ad: 
mit, answer as conclusively the objection, that 
much time will be passed before this force can 
be procured ; yet, I believe, that a mind which re- 
lied on that objection, might be satisfied that late 
preparation is better than none. Nor could a. 
mind, so circumstanced, fail to see, that, while 
making preparation, you come every day nearer 
your object; in neglecting it, you are every day 
further from it, and you are, in neglecting it, 
blending ultimate loss with temporary sacrifice. 

Mr. Chairman, is it for an infant nation, or a 
popular Government, to be deterred by the want 
of preparation? What is it that the youth has . 


particulars, It is sufficient for me to call atten- | 
tion to the effect of naval power, as it passed from | not to prepare, or when was it that a popular 
nation to nation. What was the power of Ven- | Government taxed itself with previous prepara- 
ice and Genoa when they led the van of naval | tion? But why this argument of despair? What 
power? How quickly did the sceptre of Portu-! were your preparations for the Revolutionary 
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war, and when máde?^?:After dn afmy was in 
yoür-eountry. Yet were they-then made, and 
effectually made.’ By the bravery of out fathers 
our $oil^was sécured; on uüsiit rests to secure our 


rights on the water, common to every independ-- 


ent^nation; and as clearly ours as they are essen- 
tial-to our interests; -What is this argument of 
infancy ?..Had not the Navy of Great Britain a 
béginning?. Yes. "There wasa time when Brit- 


ain:had no ship; What then? She was invaded, 


and: more, she was conquered; : At this day her 
wooden’ walls, as they are proverbially called, 
are‘ her defence and protection. Is it admitted: 


that the British fleet secures her from attack 2: If 


so; would: not a fleet secure us from attack: also? 
But we have it not. : Is it not’ then our duty, as 
guardians of the public interest, to provide this 
powerful, this necessary means of defence? But 
some are álarmed at the cost. Permit me to re- 
cur to the calculation of the last:year.: And first, 


as to'the information derived'from British expe- 


rience; whose example may be taken as prece- 
dent on maritime subjects; at least they make a 


powerful argument, where they are rejected “as? 


full proof. In recurring to British estimates, ‘it 
certainly was unexpected to the American eye to 
see the same sum charged for a soldier as for a 
sailor, viz: — dollars per month; and as unex- 
ected, on investigating the British expenditures 
or a series of years, to find that the appropria- 
tions for the Navy are found less than those for 
thé Army, as will be seen by reference to the 
Annual Register. In cortoboration of this is our 
own history, as appears from the calculations 
made by my predecessor, of which I will avail 
myself. 

Is it not then demonstrated by foreign and do- 
mestic experience, thata naval force is the cheap- 
est the nation can resort to for defence and pro- 
tection? Is it not also proved, that à force 
believed to be competent, might be obtained at a 
sum greatly within the means of the Govern- 
ment—say twelve millions of dollars—or a fourth 
less ‘than the ordinary amount of revenue fora 
yearin good times? Test this subject in another 
way. The-cost of your Navy, twelve millions; 
give up the ocean, and you lose, for one item, one 
million four hundred thousand tons of shipping, 
which, at fifty dollars the ton, would be worth 

‘five times the sum.  Yetthat would unquestion- 
ably be the least item in the account, because 
that would be but one loss, while that of your 
coasting, and other trade, would swell into a 
great annual amount, and- be as great a sacrifice 
of convenience as profit. Nor is such a conclu- 
sion the less to be deprecated, because it is diffi- 
cult to foresee all the evils which must: result 
from the abandonment of one essential right of 
an independent nation: I know it may be said 
by those who view this subject differently from 
me, that they do not mean to abandon the ocean. 
It is, then, for them to show the difference be- 
tween not abandoning a right, and not defending 
it; for I cannot believe that any gentleman will 
contend that the national defence shall be left to 
privateers. They have most justly been consid- 


ered an aid to the national arm, but: Heaven for- 
bid that they should be relied on as principal. ' A. 
private arm, with power to shield the nation, is 
what I could not contemplate without terror. -I 
cannot believe it necessary to pursue this argu- _ 
ment «7 0 egia a : ae 
To return thén: The force adequate to’the de- 
fence of our.seas would cost twelve millions.. I 
will not say that this whole expense. ought to be 
incurred in one year ;'indeed, it ought to be re- 
marked, that of the twenty frigates, neatly eight: 
are ready for service. Let the- principle be 
yielded, and we can then enter on the calculation 
as to the portion which may be procured each 
year. The decision, too, would, in my judgment, 
be the. strongest inducement to the'enemy to 
make peace when they saw that you were pro- 
gressing toa force which they could not meet. 
If, indeed, the force^which has been named was 
not altogether adequate to the object of defend- 
ing your own waters, you would find; having that 
force, that you could make any small addition 
that'was requisite without difficulty. ‘In refer- 
ence to the opinions of ‘others, in. some measure, - 
did the select committee determine on the num- 
ber of ships, and their force, to be procured: this 
year. Thus, if the first“ blanks are filled. with 
four seventy-six-gun ships; they cost, per esti- 
mate, $333,000, and will require an appropriation 
of $1,332,000. If the other blank: be filled with. 
six thirty-eight gun ships, which, by estimate, cost 
$220,000, the requisite appropriation for them 
will be $1,320,000. For the sloops of war, the 
last blank I have calculated at 61,200, which 
would requiré an appropriation of $367,200; 
which, with the necessary appropriation for ‘the 
four frigates ordered to be rebuilt last year, viz: 
the Philadelphia, New York, General Greene, 
and Boston, will amount to $3,500,000.. This : 
would give you four seventy-sixes and eighteen 
frigates, mostly of the best size. Compare the 
efficiency of that force with the interest of three 
millions and a half, the cost, and you cannot but 
be gratified with the result.. I say, Mr. Chair- 
man, the interest; because, though it was not in 
the province of tlie select committee to look out 
the ways and means, yet was it so interested as 
to their object, that they eould but ask how was 
the money to be had; and ‘they were satisfied 
that three millions and a half could, with facility, 
beloaned for Navy purposes I state this with 
no view to limit the ways and means, but only - 
that until the subject is given them to provide 
for, the House might not be embarrassed with 
the difficulty of money. . 

With the humble hope that the views of the 
committee have been shown to be at least most 
reasonable, if not most correct, I beg leave to say 
a few words as to the different kinds of vessels 
proposed. I will not ask that the Clerk should 
read that excellent letter from Captain Stewart, 
because I presume every gentleman who wishes 
information has read it more than once. From 
that, and the other documents, the committee 
thought themselves warranted in recommending 
four seventy-six-gun ships. In addition to the 
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sufficient. reasons offered. there,.that a: large: ship, 
with fewer men.and.a less;cost, will be. more. effi- 
cient than small ones, by the table A it.is-most 
conclusively evinced, that a seventy-six..at one 
` round, throws on. the enemy four pounds fourteen. 
ounces of ball for each man; whereas, the gun- 
boat throws only ten ounces. l'only-give the 
extremes, that. the argument. may be the more 
readily taken. Here, too; we have the fact, that 
six hundred and fifty men.aresufficient for a sev- 
enty-six, while four hundred and twenty are re- 
quired for a frigate. -The annual expense is, for 
the large ship, $202,110; for the frigate, $110,000. 
While in action, the larger ship is equal or supe- 
rior. to three frigates... To support this calcula- 
tion by: figures, we have the opinions of Captains. 
Hull, Stewart, and: Morris ; and. Mr. Hamilton 
says, that. all the officers. in service concur in the 
opinion; and lam told that such is the real: bis- 
tory of naval conflicts... Mr. Hamilton mentions 


one, and. Captain. Stewart mentions another, of, 


four French frigates attacking a British seventy- 
four, of which one. was sunk, two taken, and the 
other run off. - I find, in the British Annual Reg- 
ister, two.cases, which I will read. 

I owe ittothe House to say, that I am told, 
that,in the Hast Indies, there was a novel in- 
stance wherein two French frigates did attack a 
seventy-four, and carríed her; but as accident 
sometimes decides the fate of confliets, I would 
suppose it must have been so then. It is, to say 
the least of it, a decision against physical force. 
The other cases are in confirmation of the phy- 
sical power. The like result was evinced in the 
affair between tbe President and the Little Belt, 
and in the contest between thé Essex and the 
Alert. I am aware that some most respectable 
opinions are in favor of frigates; but why are 
they in favor of frigates? Because they say that 
they are the best cruisers; and to that opinion I 
subscribe ; and, in conformity with that opinion, 
havé those who have thought most on the sub- 
ject always -recommended a large proportion of 
frigates, The present system contemplates eight- 
een to four; certainly a sufficient proportion to 
avail yourselves of all the advantages of cruising; 
while, by taking the four seventy-sixes into your 
service, you provide a physical force equal in all 
to thir!y frigates. I cannot but think that it is 
demonstrated that this gives a force equal to 
thirty frigates. Moreover, for the seventy-sixes, 
we have the frames nearly for four, and they can, 
I have been told, be got ready for sea sooner than 
frigates. 

Suppose, however, that our calculations should 
prove incorrect, what will be the loss of a million 
or two of dollars? whereas, if it gives partial se- 
curity to our waters, the gain will be many mil- 
lions; if it brings us peace one year sooner, the 
greater still will be your gain; and, my word for 
jt, the ordering only of these large ships will be 
the strongest peace argument you can sound into 
the ears of the British Ministry. I feel most 
sensibly the influence of the argument that if we 
had these ships now there might be no objection 
to the experiment; but before we could build 


them, peaee-will.take place;and they will be.use-.. 
less.. Good, Heaven ! and. 1s.the peace, the seeu- 
rity of our. country, to be thus placed. on.the.haz- 
ard of.the time when it may please our enemy to 
giveus peace. This wastheargumentlast year! 
is now used, and will be brought up again. and. 
again, until the.guardian.genius of America; shall 
dispel the enchanting influence of habit, and; re-: 
store to the. natural, laws of physical force their, 
due weight in the-minds: of Congress. It is.true.. 
that it will take time to. build. ships, but if. we 
have shown you, as I trust we have, the necessity 
and use of these ships, the argument ought.to be 
the stronger, the sooner ought yow to be preparing: 
them. The time when iscertainly.mostimportant,, 
and I find.the opinions of experienced men to be, 
that. the frames of. the seventy-sixes being! al- 
ready seasoned, they: may: be built in twelve. 
months: that the frames for the large, frigates 
not being ready,,they could not be-þuilt under: 
eighteen months. for the sloops of war, it-is:cal- 
culated. that they.might be procured on contract, 
and that our large. towns. would supply good.ma- 


terials for them, and from.six to ten months.will,. ; 


itis hoped, put them to sea. This view. is cor- ` 
roborated by a memorandum taken by a man of . 
experience. from the British dockyards. . It was 
suggested to the select committee, that one, two, 
or more of the frigates might be contracted for. 
It. was thought un wise to limit the Government, 
but it is to be hoped that they will purchase no. 
old vessel, unless it be under very particular cir- 
cumstances indeed, and when they build by con- 
tract that they will do it under the inspection of .. 
an agent. 

It is cause of some exultation to me, that our 
naval men, where the opportunity is afforded them, 
give the example to prove our theory. As am. 
told, orders were sent from. Washington in Sep- 
tember to Captain Chauncey, then at New York, . 
who made his preparation, took his workmen, 
with him to the Lakes, and some days sinee we 
had the account that he had built and launched,. 
before November was out,a frigate of twenty-six. 
guns. The gallant Chauncey enables me to pre». 
sentan argument that would, could I do it justice, 
I am sure, have much weight. . Will any gentle- 
man regret that this twenty-six gun ship has been: 
built, though the mastery of the Lakes has been . 
acquired without it? Neither shall we regret 
the building the seventy-sixes, though peace, 
which God send, should come before they are 
launched. . There is yet one other objection too. 
important to be. passed over, though. it was on a 
former occasion so ably canvassed. It is the dif- 
ficulty of getting seamen. That difficulty exists, 
Idoadmit. Yet is not the difficulty iusurmount- 
able. Here again L avail myself of the illustra- 
tions of my friend from; South Carolina... 

Let meadd that it is an admitted fact, that our 
ships are better. manned. than the British, and 
though the high price of seamen’s wages may be 
a cause of temporary difficulty, yet it will have a 
twofold operation. Inacountry like ours, where 
at least thirty thousand men are yearly growing 
into service, the temptation of thirty and. forty 
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: dollars: perimonth,» whilst efdinary‘labor‘is seven 
~-oreight, will soon swellthe list’ of your seamen 
fto-equal-any: déemand.- :1tis:to:be remarked, that 
ificulty, andthe pub- 
ourse of the year greatly 

removes the:difficulty,:as many who-enter as or- 

dinary: seamen will in-that.time be able ‘seamen: 
dtappears from the: documents, that in 1798—9 and 
-31800; that;you hadiin service four thousand able 
seamen, "Taking them at one-third;.and it gives 
"you, in"twentyctwo thousand, the deficit of one 
.'thoüsand.able seamen only, for manning twelve 


-'able:seamen: make:all.th 
otic service álonéün th 


‘seventy-sixes.and. twenty: frigates, a deficiency . 


which every one will see must be more than:made 
. up: when eómpared' with. the increase of, Ameri- 
«Can tonnage since 1798, or on: comparison with 
the inereasé.of population.: It is due to this sub- 
ject also to observe, that though there be now a 
difficulty in getting seamen, it is the result of the 
number of ‘privateers that have ‘fitted out, and 
“which in the ordinary course of things may be 
‘supposéd'to lessen. "With some litilé délay we 


"have hitherto manned: our ships, and as said be- 


fore, better than the British," But what I trüst 
will be conclusive on ‘this part of the:argument 
ds, that not tlie “fact but presumption is brought 
against, us; and; where so great ‘an: interest is'at 


hazard, Ewit not suppose that -surthise or doubt: 


will be allowed tö defeat the best digested ‘plan. 


Such I must be allowed to consider'tliat presented | 


‘to theview of the House and the‘nation by my 
- friend’ from: South Carolina. 
“those who- differ with ‘me on this subject, to: look 


"well to:the issue at stake: ‘To abandon the ocean - 


sweeps by the board all the fishing and shipping 


"interests of America; and will ‘wither the luxu: 
‘riant tendrils of Eastern manufactures, to: whose. 


growth and strength the facility of transportation 
is so essential. More than half the product of 
` the farmer is gone, if bis heavy: productions can- 
not be water-borne to market: The cotton-of the 
South depends much on the. facility of carriage 
for its valde. "The sugar of Louisiana, but for 
` the highway of the Atlantic, would: réach. us at 
the most heavy cost; if atali. Our ships being 
gone, what. need-will:there bé for the hemp or 
-canvass of Kentucky ? Thus East, West, North 
and South, will feel as ifithe palsy was'on them 
‘the moment you abandon the- ocean. If, then, 
5 there’ was only a hope that the plan offered would 
secure this right, I would:entreat of the patriotism 
of the American Congress not to'take away even 
‘that. hope. How much better it.is thaa- hope, 
Jet the earnest we have in the gallant-conduct of 
Captains Hull and: Jones, and the well-directed 
fire of the President and the Essex declare: The 
"physical force is placed before you; it is yours, 
ye guardians of the American people,:to provide 


the force. The Constitution has: placed the. di- 


rection in the hands:of the Executive, and the 


vevent isin the handsof Heaven. ^ The -first'duty,- 


. then, is ours to provide the force; and IL should 
think myself most fortunate, could I be the instru- 
“ment to gain.so much for my country as an un- 


‘sure bedtawn. tis thé knowledge of:th 


‘sult, or chastise it. ^. .: 
s The gentleman from 
‘this was takinga fatalleap. I-would ask, Mr. 


Neither? ‘froma ‘higher. ‘souree wouldmy plea- 


the weight 
that süch.a ‘vote. would give my coùntry in:all its 
foreign; intercourse; sand that'whether it be 
viewed in relation to the nation now our enemy, 
or whether: you. view it ini relation to future and 


-possible-confliets ‘with the: Gallican ‘chief; or if, 
"descending, you look only to the pigmy Power 
who:the other day, in the person of your officer, 


so grossly insulted you—in any ór all these views, 
an undivided vote to prepara'a:force:as efficient 
as that now presented you, would keep:yout peace 
or defend you at war—would save you from in- 


‘Massachusetts has said, 


Chairman, why fatal? Isit fatal because most 
efficient against your enemy, or is'it fatal from 
the amount-of the cost; that is, two million and a 
half of dollars 2: or is it fatal because it is the most 
republican force; or becauseitexcludes from your 
seaports .and -séacoasts. the bristling rampart: of 
‘bayonets? -To my mind, no -political:axiom is 
‘more true than that republican safety can be rather 
trusted: ‘toa naval than a land force, to seventy- 
fours than regiments.: The gentleman has again 
referred to:the difficulty of. manning your:ships, 
and deems'impressment indispensable: Sir, I ad- 


‘mit the weakness’ of. our<nation, and lament it 


too. "Yet Fcannot believethat the hard: hand of 


Jtyranny: is essential to their well-being; and I 
I would ask of. 


regret thatiin:an -assembly of freemen, that this, 
the«most if-notthe only detestable example Eng- 
land: has-set‘us as toa navy, should beso much re- 
lied on. Look to the fact, that in five years forty- 
two thousand seamen deserted from the British 
navy. Look to the fact, that their: prisoners re- 


'quire:to:be committed. to return to their-own 


country. It is with no little pride that I call the 
attention of the gentleman and the committee 'to 
our gallery. Dida British gallery ever exhibit 
such a. spectacle?’ “No, a seamen:there isa slave, 
and seldom ‘puts his foot on shore but-under the 
guard: of an officer. Let us therefore be:cautious 
in admitting that though Great Britain has been 
most successful, that she owes it to the ‘hard, to. 
the iron drand of impressment. It would not be 
difficult: tó: find. in her naval institutions other 
principles^to which the mind would delight to 
attribute her superiority, rather than:that from 
"Which we cannot but turn in disgust. - 

Mr. Stow said he should not consider the mo- 
tion made bythe'honorable gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. SEvBERT) as going to defeat the 
main object of the bill, whieh wasa liberal in- 
crease of the ‘Navy, because he understood his 
intention to be to move'a larger number of frig- 
ates if the clause for seventy-fours ‘should be 
stricken out: The question then he should con- 
sider as simply whether it was best:at present to 


build any ships-of-the-line, or to:confine our ex- 
-ertions to frigates only ? “He said his own opin- 
‘ions had leaned pretty strongly to the latter side 


till'as a member of the Navy Committee, he had 


- divided vote onthis question. And why ? Would.| been led to a more careful examination ofsthe 
it be the pride of personal or national correctness ? | subject ; and he confessed that that examination 
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ad i him ofthe utilityaand -he f ] 
e indi E build- seventy-fours.sooner: than frigates, unless 


the timberthus provided should be eut up, which, 


might say necessity, of building some line of bat- 
tle: ships..: The.-propriety of-building:.them, as 
well as a proportion of lighter:ships,-grew out of 
the: different. objects to which. they were-to be 
applied. There could be no doubt of the superior 
b petes of frigates and sloops of war when 
employed in cruising against our enemy's com- 
merce, but whenever the object is:to repel a pow- 
` erful force, ships-of-the-line ought to be resorted 
- to. . They form batteries:infinitely more effective 
in proportion to: their expense than frigates.: To 
illustrate this—the cost of a seventy-four is less 
than one-third more than that of a forty-four gun 
` frigate, yet the force is as three to one, or, accord- 
ing.to the lowest estimate I have heard; as two 
to.one. This is easily explained when we éon- 
sider that to make a seventy-four is little more 
than adding another deck to a large frigate. It 
would theri appear evident, that unless we resorted 
to this kind of force, we should fight our enemy 
on the most unequal terms.: She could: at any 
time lay a few heavy ships-at.the mouths of our 
harbors and in our narrow waters, and thus ef- 
festually destroy not only our foreign trade, but 
what wasof infinitely more importance, she could 
destroy the whole of our coasting trade. 
.. Further, said Mr. S., knowing that we haveno 
powerful ships, she can ely 
: all ker valuable fleets; but if we had four ships- 
` of-the-line she. would be driven to the enormous 
bel od of convoying every fleet of merchantmen 
sailing to any part of America by five or six 
seventy-fours, or they would be exposed to cap- 
. ture by our fleet. 
.. But, said 
beblockaded. This objection was equally against 
frigates, but he was perfectly willing. to put it 
upon that ground, that Great Britain would at- 
tempt to blockade them. What then would be 
the case? She must employ six blockading ships, 
supported at an enormous expense, at such a dis- 
tance; and as had been fully shown by the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, (Mr. Cusves,) last 
year, six more ships at least must be occupied in 
preparing and sailing to replace the first six—thus 
employing twelve ships to four. And after all, 
the attempt to confine our ships would frequently 
be rendered abortive by storms. Again, it has 
been objected that we had no harbors south of 
Montauk Point, in which, if pursued, our ships 
could take shelter. If by this was meant barely 
that we had no harbor properly fortified, he ad- 
mitted it was true ; and it was also equally true 
as applied to our heavy frigates; but if it was 
meant that there was no harbor in which ships 
could enter that was capable of being properly 
defended, it was entirely erroneous. For many 
such there were, and where sufficient works could 
be erected in a few months. 

Mr. S. said a strong reason for building seventy- 
fours and to which he particularly requested the 
attention of the Committee, grew out of the state 
of our preparation. We have timber for four 
seventy-fours, seasoned and ready for use, which 
could not be applied to frigates, without great 


Remissions. of -Fines; 6c. 


protect by convoy | 


Mr. S, it is objected that they would 4. 


loss, -And this ex plained the fact, that.we could 


after years of deliberate preparation for seventy- 
fours, would: appear: like: children's play. He 
said in a ease-of: this kind; he-thought great. re- 
spect-was. due to experience: That many years 
ago all the ships of war:belonging to the nations 
of Europe were small, but that, without one ex- 
ception, they had resorted. to a certain proportion 
of heavy ships. From this circumstance, as well 
as from the uniform opinion of our own officers, 
he inferred that these were the: most conclusive 
reasons in favor of them. °° : 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
strike out the seventy-fours; and negatived. The 
Committee rose and had leave to sit'again. 


— 


. .Frivay, December 18. |... 7. 

Mr. Lewis, from the Committee: for. the. Dis- 
trict of Columbia, presented a-bill. authorizing 
an increase of the capital -stock of the: Bank of 
Washington ; which was read, and committed to 
a Committee of the Whole on Monday next. +» 

The Speaker laid before the House a resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of. the. Mississippi» Ferri- 
tory, approbatory of the conduct of the ‘General 
Government in declaring war against Great Brit- 
ain.—Ordered to lie on the table. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Secretary of the Treasury, traüs- 
mitting the estimates of appropriations necessary 
for the service of the year 1813; which were 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

The bill from the Senate “approving the re- 
port of the Commissioners appointed by the Sec- 
retary of War to ascertain and settle the exterior 
line of the ‘public land at West Point, in the 
State of New York,” was read twice, and refer- 
red to the Committee.on the Public Lands. 


REMISSION OF FINES, &c. 


Mr. Quincy said it would. be recollected that 
in the course of the debate the other day on the 
subject of the Merchants’ Bonds, he had taken 
occasion to advert to the principles adopted by 
the Treasury Départment in relation to the exe- 
cution of. the laws authorizing the remission of 
certain fines, penalties, and forfeitures, He had 
then stated that. he. considered those principles 
not to be justified by the terms of the law, and to 
be essentially opposed to the principles of liberty 
and the safety of the citizen. A gentleman from 
South Carolina had taken occasion to controvert 
the provisions laid down, and to doubt whether 
further examination would not prove an error in 
the statement. Mr. Q. said he had then pledged 
himself to the. House to bring forward a resolu- 
tion for the purpose of inquiry. To redeem that 
pledge, he now proposed to introduce a resolution. 
But that pledge was not his sole inducement. 
Without such a pledge, he said, it had been his 
intention to have moved a resolution for such an 
investigation of this subject as the nature of it 
appeared to him to require. As the House. were 
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already apprized of-his views, he said he would 
“not further“ intrüde on their patiénce than to in- 
~-troduée the following resolution : 


e, », Resolved, "That a committee: be appointed to inquire | 


„into the principles end practice adopted by the Treas- 
~ury, Department. in relation to the revenue laws, and 
. to the mitigating: or xemitting the fines, penalties, and 
forfeitures, accruing under the same, and that they be 
„instructed to:report thereon to the House. 
Mr Bra KLEDGE observed that the whole bear- 
ing esolution could not be at once conpre- 
hended ‘by: heating it read from the Chair; but, 
om his understanding of this resolve, the com- 
m ttee to be appointed under it would perform 
. their duty by simply stating the principles now 
„practised on, without going back to the practice 
from the commencement of thé Government. 
_As the object of the gentleman’s observations the 
other, day appeared to be to impress the House 
with a belief that the practice recently adopted 
-at the Treasury varied from that originally adopt- 
» ed in that department; and as it was his wish, 
Mr. B. said, to have both brought before the. pub- 
: lie; he wished the gentleman to permit this reso- 
lution to lie on the table until to-morrow, tbat he 
might have an opportunity to look into the sub- 
~ ject, and make the motion broader than it now 
` appeared to-him to be... 
. Mr. Qorncy said, if the object of the gentleman 


was to make this resolution broader he should. 


“not object to its lying on the table. He would 
make ‘but a single observation in reply to the 
'3gentleman. ` His intention, Mr. Q. said, had been 
‘totally mistaken if'it was supposed that he con- 
. sidered the ‘circumstance of the deviation from 
the old construction as very material. He had 
‘stated that it had been proved to his own satis- 
faction that a new practice had taken place in 
the Treasury Department. But, new or old, it 
was a practice, let it have been adopted when 
and by whom it will, essentially contrary to the 
_ principles of civil liberty. 
y nds resolution was then ordered to lie on the 
«table. , EE . 


INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 


-u The House again resolved itself in a Commit- 
` tee of the Whole on the bill to increase the Navy 
of the United States. 

Mr. Harper moved to amend the bill by strik- 
ing out “four”? and inserting “two” ships-of-the- 
line, with a view thereafter to move to amend 
the bill so as to provide for two. additional frig- 
ates and six sloops of war. 
> Mr. Wipcery. again spoke against the seventy- 
fours, and in favor of frigates and sloops of war. 

Mr: Harper’s motion was negatived.—For 
the amendment 45, against it 51. WE 
` Mr. Curts then moved to strike out the seventy- 
fours, with a view to increase the number of 
frigates to be built tọ ten, and to add a number of 
sloops of war. ; f 

Mr. C. spoke at considerable length in support 
of his motion, and in favor of frigates and sloops. 
of war in preference to seventy-four gun ships. 


. Mr. SrvsEgT spoke again, questioning the 
correctness ‘of the estimates for. seventy-fours.. 
He was a friend -to a gradual inerease of the 
Navy, and it was by a gradual increase. only that. 
we could.become a naval. power. i 

Mr. Bassett spoke at great length in support 
of the bill, and in reply to Mr. Currs’s remarks 
and objections to the seventy-fours. 

. Mr. Curs replied. De ates tes 

The question was then taken on striking. out 
the provision respecting seventy-fours, and was 
carried.—For the amendment 56, against it. 53.. 

Mr. Currs moved an amendment authorizing 
the building of ten ships of war, of forty-four 
guns, and ten sloops of war.—Motion lost by a 
great majority. : 

After some conversation asto the proper mode 
of proceeding in this case, the Committee rose, 
reported progress, and obtained leave to sit again. 

Mr. Bacon then moved to discharge the Com- ` 
mittee of the Whole from the further considera- 
tion of this bill, with a view to refer it to the 
Naval Cómmittee, Le 

Before the question was decided, however, the 
House adjourned to Monday. i 


MONDAY, December 21. 


On motion of Mr. BassETT, the petitions of 
J. A. Chevallie, attorney of Amelie. Eugene de 
Beaumarchais, presented on the 24th of Decem- 
ber, 1805, and 24 of April, 1806, together with all 


‘the documents concerning the said claim, were, 


referred to the Committee of Claims. | 

"The Speaker laid before the House the annual 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury, of the 
amount of duties and drawbacks on goods ime, 
ported into, and exported from, the United States, 
during the years 1809, 1810, and 1811; which 
was read, and referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. : 

A message from the Senate informed the 
House that the Senate have passed a bill *au- 
thorizing thé admission, under certain circum- 
stances, of vessels owned by citizens of the Uni- 
ted States of America, with their cargoes, from 
British ports beyond the Cape of Good Hope ;” 
in which bill they desire the concurrence of this 
House. 

The Speaxer laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of State. of Louisiana, en- 
closing copies of the credentials of Thomas B. 
Robertson, as a member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives in the present and succeeding Congress 
from that State.—Referred to the Committee of 
Elections. 

The Speaxer also laid before the House a res- 
olution of the Legislature of the State of New 
Hampshire, ratifying and confirming the amend- 
ment proposed by Congress to the Constitution 
of the United States, respecting the acceptance, 


on the part of citizens of the United States, of 


titles of nobility or honor from any foreign Pow- 
er; which was read, and ordered to lie on th 
table. 
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CAPTURES AND PENSIONS. 4 | 

Mr. Bassett, from the Committee on’ the 
Naval Establishment, presented a bill relating to 
"captures; which was read twice, and committed 
to a Committee of the Whole on ‘Wednesday 
The bill is as follows: EE 
A Bill relating to captures. 

Be it enacted, &¢., That where any ship or vessel in 
the service of the United States shall have captured, 
‘or may hereafter capture, a ship or vessel belonging to 
an enemy, of equal or inferior force, and it shall be- 
come necessary to destroy such prize to. prevent her 
falling into the hands of the enemy, or for the security 
of such ship or vessel so in the service of the United 
States, the Secretary of the Navy is hereby required 
to issue his commission to one or more fit person or 
persons, who, on. the best evidence that can be pro- 
cured, shall proceed to estimate the value of sueh.ship 
or vessel, prize as aforesaid, in the port into which the 
capturing vessel shall first enter, and make return on 


next. 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Secre- 
tary of the. Navy: be authorized and required to place 
‘on the pension list, under the like ‘regulations and re- 
strictions as are used in relation to the Navy of the 
‘United States, any officer or seamen who, on board of 
any private armed ship or vessel, bearing a commission 
or letter of marque, shall have been, in the line of 
duty; wounded or otherwise disabled; if an officer, 
allowing bim oné-half his monthly pay for the greater 
disability, and so in proportion; and if a seaman, or 
acting as a marine, the. sum of six dollars per month 
for the greater disability; and so in proportion; which 
several pensions shall be paid, by direction of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, out.of the fund above provided. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the com- 
manding officer of every vessel having. a commission, 
orletters of marque and reprisal, shall enter in his 
journal the name and rank of any officer, and the 
name of any seamen who, during his cruise, shall, in 
the line. of his duty, have’ been wounded or disabled, 
describing the manner and extent, as far as practica- 


‘oath of said estimate or valuation to the Secretary of | ble, of such wound or disability. 


the Navy. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- 
retary of the Navy shall thereon proceed to apportion 
the sum, which shall be equal to one-half the said 
valuation or estimate, as prize money, among the offi- 
cers and crew making such capture, and cause the 
same to be paid to them accordingly. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That each com- 
missioned officer shall receive six dollars per day for 
each day he shall be employed in making the aforesaid 


estimate: Provided, His compensation shall in no 


case exceed ——— dollars. 

© Szc. 4. And be it further enacted, That every cap- 
tain or commanding officer of any vessel in the ser- 
vice of the United States immediately on his coming 
into port, after having captured a ship or vessel of 
equal or superior force, shall make report thereof to 
the Secretary of tho Navy, describing particularly the 
.gize and equipment of the sbip or vessel so destroyed, 
and the nature and extent of the damage done her in 
the action, as also the causes and inducements for de- 
stroying his prize, which report, in part, shall be re- 
ceived as evidence by the commissioners aforesaid. 

Sxc. 5. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- 
retary of the Navy shall cause the account of the 
money so by him ordered to be paid, to be settled at 
the end of one year, and all the unclaimed dividends 
he shall cause to be paid over to the Navy Hospital 
Fund. 

Mr. Bassett, from the same committee, also 
resented a bill regulating pensions to persons on 
oard private armed ships; which was read 

twice, and committed to a Committee of the 

Whole on Thursday next. The bill is as fol- 

lows: 

A Bill regulating pensions to persons on board private 
armed ships. 

Be. it enacted, &c., That the two and a half per 
centum reserved in the hands of the Collectors and 
Consuls by the act of June, eighteen hundred and 
twelve, entitled “An act concerning letters of marque, 
prizes, and prize goods," shall be paid into the Treas- 
ury, under the like regulations provided for other pub- 

. lic money, and shall constitute a fund for the purposes 
of this act, and such other purposes as Congress may 
direct, for the aid and comfort of the seamen of the 
United States. 


Sec. 4. And be dt. further-enacted, That every col- 
lector shall transmit quarterly to the Secretary of the 
Navy a transcript of such journals as may-have been 
reported to him, so far. as they give a list of the officers 
and crew, and the description of wounds and disabili- 
ties, the better to enable the Secretary to decide on 
claims for pensions. 


DUTIES ON PRIZE GOODS. 


Mr. Cueves, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, to whom was referred the bill from 
the Senate directing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to remit certain fines, penalties and forfeit- 
ures, reported the same with amendments, the 
principal one of which is to strike out the words 
“and. the dependencies thereof,” so as to exclude 
from the operation of the bill, the cases of goods 
brought in from Canada, &c.—The bill was re- 
ferred toa Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. C. also introduced the following report: 
grep 


The Committee of Ways and Means, to whom were 
referred so much of the petition of the owners and 
agents of sundry private armed vessels fitted out of the 
port of New York, as prays the reduction of the duties 
on prize goods, and the petitions of sundry owners of 
private armed vessels fitted out of the port of Boston, 
and of sundry owners of like vessels fitted out: of the 
ports of Norfolk and Portsmouth, Virginia, also pray- 
ing a reduction of the duties on prize goods, report: 


That a letter from John Ferguson and John L. Lau- 
rence, agents for the petitioners from New York, and a 
i letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, both address- 
ed to the chairman of the committee, and which ac- 
company this report, contain all the facts and views 
which will probably be found material in the examina- 
tion and consideration of this subject; and that this 
committee, having maturely considered them, are of 
opinion, that a reduction of the duties on prize goods, 
without embracing, at the same time, all importations 
made in the prosecution of the ordinary commerce of 
the country, cannot, consistently with sound policy and 
rational legislation, be made, and that a general reduc- 
tion would diminish a revenue, where it does not distress 
the consumer, and would not produce any material in- 
crease of gain to the captors. The committee, there- 
fore, recommend the following resolve: 
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ducements to. the investments of its. otherwise unem” 
ployed capital.in such enterprises. n o go 0. = 
. |... We are, sir, reat respect, your obedient ser- 
: | vants, . JOHN FERGUSON,.. 
~ JOHN L. LAWRENCE. 


Hon. L. Cuxvzs, Chairman, dc. 


«Brant the prayer 


v Doctiments:referred toin-the above report. 
oe cios eostin WASHINGTON, Nov. 23, 1812. | 
Sin: We take.the liberty of enclosing to you, for 
the inspection of the Committee of. Ways and Means, f- 
sundry papers connected with the application by the 


owners of privateers in New York, for a reduction of |: 
duties on;prize goods: hey are as follow : i / T ig the va 
ibits the proceeds of the schooner Venus |f the prizes made by private armed vessels, or the 
i a - | amount of duties derived from that source. In answer 


No. 1 s the 
to the inquiry of the committee respecting the proprie- ` 


| cargo, captured by the privateer Teazer. 

No. 2, is a statement of the cost of the privateers | Ei Nae : É 
i : ty of. diminishing the duties on prize goods, I can only 
take.an abstract view of the subject. — Í 


General Armstrong and Governor Tompkins: , > 
No.'3; contdins extracts of letters from several pri- ` V a ; 
: ees id PIE No part of the duties on prize goods ultimately falls 
on the captors. The duties on importations are paid 


` vateer agents, . ` ] Noa: 
T The Committee a West end Moms are nein by the consumers, whether the merchandise be captur- 
Y ent oF EE Mou SH e eae ot tree | ed by privateers, or regularly, imported by merchants. 
statements of prize, sales, where the property was, in | There may be accidental exceptions, arising from such 
each case, of a different character from the others. The a superabundance of.a particular article as will sink 
“cargo of the New Liverpool consisted (contrary to | its price below the-prime cost. and charges. ‘It is not 
our impressions when before the committee) altogether believed that this is now the case, and it is very im- 
probable that, during the war, this should be the case, 


~of wine, ‘amounting to 27,959 gallons, whereon the 
«duty was 46 cents per gallon, which consumed more |? y ea al : 

: with respect to any species of foreign merchandise 
than one-half of the proceeds of vessel and cargo, and, MD. Coffee, which is the most iy article 
connected with the other charges, left the owners of the pays a duty of ten cents a pound. The price for ex. 

-privateer ebout:oneceixth of the captured property. portation, in which case no duty is paid, is about six 
The Industry was laden with 152 bbls. salmon; and the cents; and the price for home consum tion ig at lea 
benevolentintentions of the privateersmen to restore to A centa: igo) E mmpuon,is.t, 
an indigent owner the amount of her loss, terminated, , Indeed, it is evident.that a reduction of duties will 

„in consequence of the high duties and charges, in an fhe of no use to the privateers, unless the merchandise 

_dnability to Prosent her with. more. than a paltry sum, | continues to be sold at the same ‘price as if the duties 
uie worth her id The vere ae had not been reduced. . In order to render the reduc- 

duced BITE G8. od ana ihe x "i d pro- | tion beneficial to-the.captors of prize goods, the consu- 
nee ti : 8 9B 63 Th E Sora Wie ea mers must still pay the same price as heretofore ; the 
culated E to $8,287 63. be Minna id well Cal: | only difference being, that the duty thus levied upon 
culated for a privateer, was bought in by the captors | hor, would be paid to the captors, instead of being paid 
into the Treasury. : 


for that business. But, experience teaching them that í 
The question, therefore, is simply, whether it be nè- 


the profits of private naval warfare are by no means 

equivalent to the hazard, they have abandoned that céssary and proper to pay from the Treasury to the ` 

intention, and are now offering the Venus for sale i ; p $E jdn 

` the ublic newspapers, but ganavt find a purchaser. ™ | privateers a bounty equal to the amount of the rëduc- 
P papers, P N tion of duties on prize goods, asked for by the peti- 

tioners ? nu P 


` We would respectfully suggest to the Committee of 
Ways and Means that great anxiety exists in New The argument probably urged in favor of that meas- 
York, that Congress may give the question of a reduc- | ure is, that the bounty would, by increasing the nur- 
tion-of prize duties a speedy decision ; which; if favor- | per of privateers, have a tendency to increase the 
able, will revive the spirit and zeal, now expiring, with | ¿mount of captures. "Thus, supposing that a reduc- 
which privateering was undertaken at the commence- | tion of duties to: one-half of their present rate should 
produce a double number of captures, the enemy 


ment of the war; and, if unfavorable, will. prevent 1 
. those who have purchased. vessels for warlike enter- | Would be.annoyed to a double extent, without any loss 
to the Treasury. ^But it is not believed that the in- 


prises, in which they cannot now. dispose of any inter- 
est, from incurring losses accumulated under fruitless | tended effect would be produced, at least to a degree 
sufficient to compensate for the loss on the revenue, or 


expectations. : i 

We have taken. the liberty of reminding the com- | to outweigh another forcible objection to this measure. 
mittee that no naval force of any efficiency can be sup- In order to justify the payment of a bounty, it must 
be assumed, either that the price at which some cap- 


ported by the Government but at an expense far greater 
than the amount of the duties of which we pray the | tured articles can be sold is sò low as not to render it 
remission; and that there is probably no other species | worth the risk to send into port vessels laden with such 
of naval armament half so destructive as privateers to articles ; or that the bounty is necessary for the pur- 

pose of encouraging the fitting out of a number of 


armed vessels sufficient to capture all the enemy’s ves- 


the commerce of an enemy. : 
The employment of a great number of experienced t 
masters of vessels and seamen necessarily engaged in | sels which cam be taken by privateers. 
them, whose services could not probably be obtained in | - ^ The first position is not believed to be'correct. There 
any other way, and whose skill and intrepidity produce | are not any articles constituting the mass of enemies 
cargoes, arid liable to pay duty, which are not suffi- 
ciently valuable to make it an object to capture the 


so much honor to the country, forms another important 
vessel and send her into port. Coffee, the article which 


consideration, 
` ] t, in no other way, can ] > 

eet n pays the highest proportionate duty, and the value of 
‘which is most reduced, is worth six cents a pound, or 


T : Treasury DzrinTwÉxT, Dec. 8,1818. 
Sra: The documents in the Treasury do not yet 
afford any satisfactory information respecting the value 


‘the mercantile interest be so effectually united in the 
support and prosecution of the war, es by offering in- 
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‘one hündred and twenty dollars per ton. But, if the 
fact was true, the true remedy would be to diminish 
"the duty generally, and not to give an exclusive bounty 
to the owners and crews of privateers. For if the 
article be not worth sending in after capture, it must 
be altogether impossible for the importing merchant to 
pay its prime cost, freight, and insurance ; and, with 
those charges, to import such an article without con- 


siderable loss. As the last position rests on conjec- | 


ture, it is less susceptible of being conclusively refuted. 
` Jt appears, however, highly probable, that a greater 
number of privateers has béen and will, without any 
bounty, continue to be employed than is necessary for 
the greatest possible annoyance to the enemy's trade. 

All common regular occupations will generally find 
their own level ; and, if left to themselves, the capital 
and labor employed on each will regulate themselves 
so as to leave a moderate but adequate profit to the 
persons respectively engaged in each branch. Some 
occupations, important to the community at large, may 
be so unprofitable as not to be pursued to the extent 
required by the public interest. These form an excep- 
tion, and may require an extraordinary encouragement 
from Government. But experience shows, that the oc- 
cupations where profit depends wholly, or in a great 
degree, on hazard, are generally overstocked and attract 
a considerable capital, although there be a certain loss 
in the aggregate. This is daily exemplified in the case 
of lotteries, which are.filled alilibugli there is a certain 
and acknowledged loss of fifteen per cent. on the 
whole amount of capital thus laid out by the adventu- 
rers. The hope of a prize, the uncertain and improb- 
ablo chance of an easy, prompt, and great profit, are 
sufficient inducements to produce that effect. The oc- 
' eupation of privateers is precisely of the same species 
with respect to hazard and to the chance of rich prizes, 
and is, at this moment, still more encouraged by the 
want of employment for the capital and seamen here- 
tofore engaged in ordinary commercial pursuits. 

If this view of tho subject be correct, it necessarily 
follows that a bounty may indeed still more increase 
the number of privateers, but without increasing in any 
proportionate degrec the number of captures; that of 
existing privateers being already more than sufficient 
fot the quantity of food afforded by the enemy's trade. 
The only probable effect will therefore be a diminution 
of revenue, which must be supplied by another tax, 
and an unprofitable application of the national capital 
and labor, without inflicting any additional sensible in- 
jury on the enemy. 

Should, however, the opinion thus formed be consid- 
ered as erroneous, there is another forcible objection to 
the mode now proposed of giving an encouragement or 
bounty. Iallude to the temptation and facility which 
the vicinity of the British colonies affords, of making 
collüsive or pretended captures of British prohibited 
merchandise. It has been suggested, from a sourcein 
which confidence may be placed, that. arrangements 
were already made, or at least contemplated, for that 
object. A reduction of duties, by increasing the profit, 
would operate as an insurance on the risk, and assist 
in defraying the expenses attending the transaction. It 
seems that, even supposing some additional encourage- 
ment to be necessary, it would be preferable to give it 
in some other shape, which should not be calculated to 
promote those fraudulent. operations. : 

It may not be irrelevant to state that, it is doubtful 
whether, by the existing laws, private armed vessels 
and their prizes are liable to the payment of tonnage 


* 
duty, and that the seamen thus employed are certainly ` 
exempt from the payment of hospital money; : 
I have the honor to. be, with great respect, sir, your 


obedient. servant, 
"e i ALBERT GALLATIN. 
Hon. L. Cuzvzs, Chairman. &e. ` 


The report was referred to a Committee of the 
whole House. 


INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
motion of Mr.. Bacon, depending on Friday at 
the time of adjournment, that the Committee of 
the Whole be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill of this House, and of the 
bill of the Senate, “ to increase the Navy of the 
United States,” and that the said bills be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on the Naval Establish- 
ment— when, Mr.. Bacon withdrew his said mo- 
tion, and the House then resolved itself into a 
Committee of the Whole on the said bills. 

A motion was. made by Mr. Harper to recon- 
sider the motion for striking out. the seventy- 
fours. He made this motion because he wasa 
friend to an increase of tbe: Navy, and would 
agree to build seventy-fours, if he could not ob- 
tain other descriptions of vessels. MEN 

The motion to reconsider the vote was agreed 
to—54 to 41. : 

Mr. Bacon spoke against this motion. Though 
in favor of an increase of the Navy, he was op- 
posed to seventy-fours. f l 

Mr. Bassett spoke in reply, at considerable 
length. ; 

Mr. Guotson spoke generally in favor of an 
inerease of the Navy, and in favor of the bill 
from the Senate. i 

Mr. Srow followed in support of seventy- 
fours. 

Mr. Troup also spoke in favor of seventy-four- 
gun ships, which he warmly advocated, as, well 
as a general increase of the Navy. 

Mr. H. Crav explained the reasons why, 
though decidedly in favor of an increase of the 
Navy, he was opposed to seventy-four-gun ships. 

Mr. WipcezRy again spoke on the same side of 
the question. 

Mr. CaLmoun spoke at some length in favor of 
an inerease of the Navy on general principles, 
and of even a larger force than was proposed 
now to be added by the bill. 

Mr. RozEnTS spoke in favor of the postpone- 
ment of this subject, with a view to obtaining 
further information on the subject of the proba- 
ble cost of the proposed increase, &c. 

Mr. Pueasants spoke decidedly in favor of 
an increase of the Navy, and of the force now 
proposed to be erased from the bill. 

The question was then taken on striking out 
the seventy-fours, and negatived—F'or the amend- 
ment 52; against it 58. 

Mr. H. CLAY proposed then to amend the bill 
by striking out the word “forthwith,” and sub- 
stituting the following clause: “As soon as suit- 
able materials can be provided therefor ;? so that, 
if the materials were on hand, these vessels might 
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d, if not, diat. thé'materials should! < — < ^ Tusspav, December 22. ^ Ew 
T d; would remove| The bill from the Senate authorizing the ad- 

Anind to the bill, arising | mission, under certain circumstances, of vessels . 

er Suitable materials were | owned by citizens of the United States of. Amer- 

for to build these vessels. . | ica; with their-cargoes, from British ports beyond 

- The motion .was.then agreed to: ; i the Cape of Good Hope, was. read, twice, and 
The Committee then. rose, and. reported the |. committed to the Committee of Waysand Means. 
bill with the amendment, which, after some ob- |... The resolution moved.a few days.ago by Mr. 
jections to- it as unnecessary from Mr. RED, was | Quincy, foran inquiry into the mode of.adminis- 

„agreed to m E D tration of our revenue laws by the Treasury. De- 

` Mr. Ros&nTSs then moved to postpone the fur- | partment, was taken up and agreed to; and Mr. 
je sideration of the report to the first Mon- | Quincy, Mr. Wittiams,Mr. Biss, Mr.McBrype, 

«day uary, with a view to obtaining an of- | and Mr. BLackLepes, were appointed. the com- 
ficial report on the subject of the timber, and the | mittee. » 

. probable cost which will result from the passage | ` Mr. Grunpy, moved the following resolution : 
of the bill. i 3 Resolved, That the Secretary of the. Navy be, and 
OM WiperRY opposed it, and Mr. Macon sup- | he is hereby, directed to lay before this House. a state- 
ported ite o P yari : EE ment of the timber prepared for ship. building now on 

;.; The question was then taken on the motion to | hand, and also the places:at which the same is depos- 

postpone, and decided in the negative by yeas | ited, and the. quantum and kind of additional timber 
and nays,asfollow—yeas 45, nays 77:.. -> which may be requisite to complete four .seventy-four 
Yxas—Daniel Avery, David Bard, William Barnett, | gun ships; and his opinion-of the timein which such 
William W. Bibb, Robert Brown, William Butler, | ships cari be prepared for service... MA 
Matthew Clay, James: Cochran, John Clopton, Wil-| - Qn this resolution, and an amendment.thereto 
liam Crawford, Roger Davis, Joseph Desha, Samuel] proposed by Mr. Reep, a discussion'of some length 
Dinsmoor, Elias Earle, William Findley, Meshack! took place, as well on the policy of increasing the 
Franklin, Felix Grundy, Bolling Hall, Obed Hall | Navy, as on the proposition before the House ; in 

„Jacob Hufty, John M. Hyneman,:Richard M. Johnson, which Messrs. Reed, BLACKLEDGE, GRUNDY, 

Abner Lacock, Aaron Lyle, Nathaniel Macon, George TALLMADGE, ROBERTS, Corrs, and B ABsETT, 


"from the doubt, wh 
on Band forth with 


Es br: “homa ‘Moore, Samuel- McKee, James‘. tok part: 
- Morgan, Jeremiah. Morrow, Stephen Ormsby, Israel Sg et ee gs oF ; ORRIN Ter Tatra 
jBickens, Benjamin Pond, John Rhea, John Roane, Mrd mord ea „the resolition and 
„Jonathan . Roberts, William Rodman, Ebenezer Sage, | #Mendment lie on the table; which motion was 
.5 Samuel Shaw, John. Smith, Richard Stanford, William supported by Mr. Wipesry, and opposed, by Mr. 
4, Strong, Charles Turner, jr, Robert Whitehill, and ALSTON, on the ground that the friends of naval 

augmentation would have their views furthered 


David R. Williams. dá ntate ‘ 
. Naxs-- Willis Alston, jr. William Anderson, Eze- | by the inquiry proposed, rather than embarrassed. 
The question on Mr. Currs’s motion. was 


-kiel Bacon, John Baker, Burwell Bassett, Abijah Big- Á y 
,;elow, William Blackledge, Harmanus Bleecker, James | taken and.carried—ayes 51, noes 44, and ihe res- 
olution ordered to lie on the table accordingly. 


. Breckenridge, Elijah Brigham, William A. Burwell, 
. John. C. Calhoun, Francis Carr, Epaphroditus Cham-| IMPRISONMENT OF AMERICAN SEAMEN, 
The Speaker laid before the House the follow- 


pion, Langdon Cheves, Martin Chittenden, Thomas 
B. Cooke, Lewis Condict, Richard Cutts, John. Da- | , 
ing Message from the PRESIDENT or TEE UNITED 


' "venport, jr., John Dawson, William Ely, James Emott, 
"fames Fisk, ° Asa Fitch, Thomas Gholson, Thomas R. 
Gold, Charles: Goldsborough, Peterson Goodwyn, Ed- 
.. Win Gray, Isaiah L. Green, John A. Harper, Aylett 
“Hawes, Richard Jackson, jun., Joseph Kent, William 
^R. King, Lyman Law, Joseph Lewis, jr., Peter. Little, 
William Lowndes, Archibald McBryde, William Mc- 
Coy, Alexander “McKim, James Milnor, Samuel L. 
` Mitchill, Jonathan O. Moseley, Hugh Nelson, Thomas 
‘Newbold, Thomas Newton, Joseph Pearson, Timothy 
: Pitkin, jun. Jamés Pleasants, jr., Elisha R. Potter, 
Josiah Quincy, William Reed, William M. Richard- 
son, Henry M. Ridgely, Samuel Ringgold, Thomas 
:. Sammons, John Sevier; Adam Seybert, Daniel Shef- 
. fey, George Smith, Philip. Stuart, Silas Stow, Lewis 
B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, John. Taliaferro, Ben- 
jamin Tallmadge, Uri Tracy, George M. Troup, Pierre | to be native, and others naturalized citizens of the Uni- 
Van Cortlandt, Laban Wheaton, Leonard White, | ted States, being parts of the crews of the United States’ 
William Widgery, and Thomas Wilson. . - armed vessels the “Nautilus” and the “Wasp,” and of 
. Mr. Corrs then renewed the. motion he had -the private armed vessel the “Sarah Ann,” have been 
made in. Committee of. the Whole to amend the] seized, under the pretext of their being British sub- 
bill by striking out the provision respecting sev- | jects, by British officers, for the avowed purpose, as is 
enty-fours, and inserting ten frigates—— ——— ` understood, of having them brought to trial for their 
When a motion was made, and carried, ‘to | lives, and that others, being part of the crew of the 
adjourn. : "Nautilus, have been taken into the British servico. 


STATES: T . DA 
To the House of Representatives of the United States + 

I transmit to the House of Representatives a report 
of the Secretary of State, complying with their- resolu- 
tion of the 9th instant. ; 


S JAMES MADISON. 
Dzczxszz 21, 1812. i EA 
Deranrment or SrATE, Dec. 19, 1812. 
The Secretary of State, to whom was referred the 
resolution of the House of: Representatives of the 9th 
instant, requesting information touching the conduct 
of British officers towards persons taken in American 
armed ships, has the honor to lay before the President 
the accompanying papers marked A, B, C, from which 
it appears, that certain persons, some of whom are said 
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The Secretary of State begs leave also to lay before 
‘the President the papers marked D and E. From 
these it will be seen, that whilst the British naval offi- 

“cers arrest a8 criminals such persons taken on board 
American armed vessels as they may ‘consider British 
subjects, they claim a right to retain on ‘board British 
ships of war American citizens who may have married 
in England, or been impressed from on board British 
merchant vessels; and that they consider an impressed 
‘American, when: he is discharged from one of their 

- ghips as a prisoner of war. All which is respectfully 

~ submitted. ; JAMES MONROE. 
(A) 


Sir John Borlase Warren to Mr. Monroe. 


Haxreax, September 30, 1812. 
Sim: Having received information that a most un- 
authorized act has been committed by Commodore 
Rodgers, in forcibly seizing twelve British seamen, 
prisoners of war, late belonging to:the Guerriere, and 
taking them out of the English cartel brig Endeavor 
on her passage down the harbor of Boston, after they 
had been regularly. embarked on board of her for ‘an 
exchange, agreeable to the arrangements settled ‘be- 
tween the two countries, and that the said British sea- 
men, so seized, are now detained on board the United 
States’ frigate President as hostages; I feel myself 
called upon to request, sir, your most serious attention 
to a measure so fraught with mischief and inconve-. 
nience, destructive of the good faith of a flag of truce 
and the sacred protection of a cartel. I should be.ex- 
tremely sorry that the imprudent act of any officer 
should involve consequences so particularly severe as 
` the present instance must naturally produce, if repeat- 
ed ; and although it is very much my wish, during the 
continuance of the differences existing between the 
two countries, to adopt every measure that might ren- 
der the effect of war less rigorous, yet, in another point 
‘of view, the conviction of the duty I owe my country 
would, in the event of such grievances as I have alrca- 
dy stated being continued, not admit of any hesitation 
in retaliatory decisions ; but as Iam strongly persuad- 
ed of the high liberality of your sentiments, and that 
the act complained of has originated entirely with the 
officer who committed it, and that, it will be as censur- 
able in your consideration as it deserves, I rely upon 
your taking such steps as will prevent a recurrence of 
conduct so extremely reprehensible in every shape. 
Ihave the honor to be, with the highest considera- 
tion, sir, your most obedient and most faithful humble 
servant, JOHN BORLASE WARREN, 
Admiral of the Blue, Commander-in- Chief, 4c. 
James Moxnoxz, Esq., Secretary of State. 


Mr. Monroe to Sir John Borlase Warren. 
DEPARTMENT or SrATE, Oct. 28, 1812. 

Sin: I have had the honor to receive your letter of 
the 30th September, complaining that Commodore Rod- 
gers, commanding a squadron of the United States’ 
Navy at the port of Boston, had taken twelve British 
seamen, lately belonging to His Britannic Majesty's 
ship the Guerriere, from a cartel in the harbor of Bos- 
ton, and that he had detained them on board the Pres- 
ident, a frigate of the United States, as hostages. 

I am instructed to inform you, that inquiry shall be 
made into the circumstances attending, and the causes 
which produced the act, of which you complain; and 
that such measures will be taken, on a knowledge of 
them, as may comport with the rights of both nations, 
and may be proper in the case to which they relate. 


: I beg you, sir, to be assured that itis the sincere de- 
sire of the President to seé (and to promote, so far as 
| depends on the United States) that the war which ex- 
ists between the two countries be conducted with the 
'uimostregardto humanity. Ihave the honor to be, &c. 


JAMES MONROE. 
Sir Jonn B. Warren, Admiral of the Blue, 
 Commander-in- Chief, ác. 4 
(B) 

W Asuive TON, Dec. 17, 1812. 
. Sın: Ihave the honor to annex a list of twelve of 
the crew of the late United States’ sloop of war Wasp, 
detained by Captain John Beresford, of the British 


ship Poictiers, under the preterice of their being British 


subjects. j 
T have the honor to be, respectfully, sir, your obe- 


dient servant. 
© GEORGE S. WISE, Purser. 
Hon. Pav Haurrrow, Secr Navy. 


[Here follow several other documents, not 
deemed of material importance, except the fol- 


lowing :] 
(€). 


Extract -of a letter from. Major General Pinckney to 
; the Secretary of War, dated 


HEADQUARTERS, CHARLESTON, 
2 November 4, 1812. 

‘Information having been given upon oath to Lieu- 
tenant Grandison, who at present commands in the 
Naval Department here, that six American seamen, 
who had been taken prisoners ‘on board of our:priva- 
teers, had been sent. to Jamaica to be tried as British 
subjects for treason, he called upon the marshal’ to ‘re- 
tain double that number of British seamen as hostages. 
The marshal, in consequence of instructions from the 
Department of State, asked my advice on the subject, 
and I have given my opinion that they ought to be 
detained until the pleasure of the President shall be 
known. The testimony of Captain Moon is herewith. 
ĮI hope, sir, you will have the goodness to have this 
business put in the proper train to have the President's 
pleasure on this subject communicated to the marshal.” 


The Message and documents were, on motion, 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
bill. from the Senate for increasing the Navy: of 
the United States. 

Mr. RosEnTS made a motion to strike out the 
provision of the bill for building seventy-four gua 
ships; which was decided in the negative: by 
yeas and.nays, as follows: For the motion 57, 
against it 65, viz: 

Yzas—Daniel Avery, Ezekiel Bacon, David Bard; 
William Barnett, William W. Bibb, Adam Boyd, Rob- 
ert Brown, William A. Burwell, William Butler, Epa- 
phroditus Champion, James Cochran, John ‘Clopton, 
William Crawford, Richard Cutts, Roger Davis, Joseph 
Desha, Samuel Dinsmoor, William Findley, James 
Fisk, Meshack Franklin, Peterson Goodwyn, Edwin 
Gray, Isaiah L. Green, Felix Grundy, Bolling Hall, 
Obed Hall, Jacob Hufty, John M. Hyneman, Richard 
M. Johnson; Abner Lacock, Aaron Lyle, Nathaniel 
Macon, George C. Maxwell, Thomas Moore, William 
McCoy, Samuel McKee, James Morgan, Jeremiah 
Morrow, Anthony New, Thomas Newbold, Stephen 
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Ormsby; Israel: Pickens, Benjamin Pend, Elisha R: ` This motion: was. debated: at. considerable 


Potter, John: Rhea, -Johiü .Roane,. Jonathan. Roberts, 
William’ Rodman, Ebenezer Sevier, Adam Seybert, 
Samuel. Shaw, Richard. Stanford, ‘William .Strong, 
Robert. Whitehill, David R. Williams, William Wid- 
gery, and-Richard Winn—57,.... 5 5.5 . 

Nuvs—Willis .Alston, -junior, William Anderson, 
John Baker; Burwell: Bassett,: Abijah: Bigelow, Wil- 
liam Blackledge, Harmanus Bleecker, James-Brecken- 
ridge, Elijah Brigham, John C. Calhoun; Francis Carr, 
Lengdon Cheves, Martin Chittenden, Matthew: Clay, 
Thomas.B. Cooke, Lewis. Condict, John, Davenport, 
junior, John. Dawson, William Ely, James Emott, Asa, 
Fitch,, Thomas. Gholson, Thomas R. Gold, Charles 
Goldsborough, . John A. Harper, Aylett Hawes, Rich- 
ard. Jackson, junior, Joseph Kent, William R. King, 
Lyman: Law,.Joseph Lewis, junior, Peter Little, Wil- 
liam Lowndes, Archibald McBryde, Alexander McKim, 
Jamés Milnor, Samuel L. Mitchill, Jonathan O. Mose- 
ley, Hugh Nelson, Thomas. Newton, Joseph. Pearson, 
Timothy Pitkin, junior, James Pleasants, junior, Jo- 
siah Quincy, William . Reed, William M. Richardson, 
Henry: M. Ridgely, Samuel Ringgold, John Sevier, 
Daniel: Sheffey, George Smith, John Smith, Philip 
Stuart, Silas Stow, Lewis.B. Sturges, Samuel Tag- 
gart, John Taliaferro, Benjamin Talimadge, Uri Tra- 
cy,,George M. Troup,, Charles. Turner, junior, Pierre 
Van. Cortlandt, Laban Wheaton, .Leonard White, and 
Thomas Wilson—65. , , 

Mr. RoserTS then moved:a new section to the 
bill, providing for the equipment forthwith, in ad- 
dition to the force contemplated by the bill; of 
six sloops of war. EU. irs PP 

This motion was also negatived—ayes 44. 

The amendments were then ordered to be en- 
grossed,and the bill to be read a third time to- 
morrow. |. 
‘MERCHANTS’ BONDS. 

The House resolved itself. into a. Committee 
of.the Whole on the bill from the Senate direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to remit fines, 
forfeitures, and penalties, in certain cases, and 
the amendments reported thereto by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. ` 

The amendments reported by the Committee 
of: Ways and Means were severally agreed to; 
when aB 

Mr. RosERTS moved to strike out the first sec- 
tion, witha view to try the sense of the Com- 
mittee.on-the object and principles:of the bill. 

"This motion gave rise to considerable debate, 
io which Mr. Rogerrs advocated his motion, 
and argued against the object-of the bill; who 
was replied to by Messrs. Gor» and CnEvES. 

‘The question was then: taken. on. the: motion, 
and lost—a yes 50, noes 56. 

Mr. H. Cray renewed. a motion, made by:him | 
some days ago, when in Committee of the Whole 
on the same subject; which was negatived.. 

The Committee of the Whole then rose, and 
reported the bill, with the amendments to the 
House; and the House proceeded to consider 
the. same. f l 

Mr. GuoLson, after some introductory remarks, 
made a motion to strike out of the bill the words 
15th day of September,” and insert “1st day of 
August.” 


length 5. Mr.: GnorsoN advocated, andMessrs.:; 
Curves and Gotp-opposed itis 5 os eiv d 
The question. on the: motion was decided:by.: 
yeas and nays, and lost, as follows: |... ss 7 
Y zis— Willis Alston, jr, William Andersort, Daniel: 
Avery, David Bard; William Barnett, Burwell Bassett, 
William W. Bibb, Wiliam Blackledge, ‘Adam Boyd, ` 
Robert Brown, William A. Burwell, William Butler, 
James Cochran, John Clopton, Lewis Condict, W ile” 
liam Crawford, Roger Davis, John Dawson; Joseph 
Desha; Samuel Dinsmoor, Elias Earle, William Find: : 
Jey, Meshack Franklin, Thomas Gholson, Peterson ~ 
Goodwyn, Isaiah L. Green, Felix Grundy, Obed Hall, : 


2 


-John A. Harper, Aylett Hawes, John M..Hyneman; 


Richard ‘M. Johnson; William Ri King; Peter Little, | 
Aaron Lyle, Nathaniel Macon, George C. Maxwell, 
Thomas Moore, William McCoy, Jamés Morgan, Jere- 


‘miah Morrow, Thomas Newton,. Stephen ‘Ormsby; 


Israel Pickins, Benjamin Pond, Saniuel Ringgold; 
John Rhea, John Roane; Jonathan Roberts, Ebenezer’ 
Sage, Samuel Shaw, George Smith, John Smith; Wil- 
liam Strong, John Taliaferro, George M. Troup, Ro- 
‘bert Whitehill, and Richard Winn—58, ^ ^ 

_. Nays—Ezekiel Bacon, Jolin ‘Baker, Abijah Bige 
low, Harmanus Bleecker, James Breckenridge, Elijah” 
Brigham, John C. Calhoun, Francis Carr; Epaphro- 
ditus Champion, Langdon’ Cheves, Martin; Chitten+ 


4 den; Matthew Clay, Thomas B. Cooke, Jolin Daven- 


port, jr, William Ely, James Emott, Asa Fitch; Tho- ` 
mas R. Gold, Charles Goldsborough, Edwin Gray, | 
Bolling Hall, Jacob-Hufty, Richard Jackson; jun. Jo- 
‘seph-Kent, Abner: Lacock, Lyman Law, Joseph Lewis, 
jun. William Lowndes, Archibald McBryde, Samuel 
McKee, Alexander McKim, James Milnor, Samuel L. 
Mitchill, Jonathan O. Moseley, Hugh. Nelson, Thos. 
Newbold, Joseph Pearson, Timothy Pitkin, jr., James 
Pleasants, jr., Elisha R. Potter, Josiah Quincy, Wm. | 
Reed, Wm. M. Richardson, Henry M. Ridgely, Wm. 
Rodman, Thos. Sammons, Lemuel Sawyer, Adam Sey- 
bert, Daniel Sheffey, Richard Stanford, Philip Stuart, 
Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tall- 
madge, Uri Tracy, Charles Turner, junior, Pierre - 
Van. Cortlandt, Laban Wheaton; Leonard: White, ` 
William Widgery, and Thomas Wilson—62; ^ ' 

Mr. LirTLE, after some prefatory remarks, 
moved ‘that the words "ordered' and placed at ' 
the risk of American citizens ‘prior'to the 2d day 
of November, 1810,” be inserted in the bill. .. 

Mr. NELsoN rose, and in a speech.of some length 
entered into.an-animated discussion of the policy 
of the bill; in which he declared himself in favor 
of extending relief to the merchants, and against 
any discrimination. A used E A 

Several motions to adjourn were. made with- 
out success. . 

The question on. Mr. LirrruE's motion was 
taken and lost—ayes 45. ; : 

The question was then taken. by yeas and 
nays, on ordering the bill to a third reading, and 
carried—62 to 58, as follows : : 

Yxas— Willis. Alston, junior, Ezekiel Bacon, John 
Baker, Abijah Bigelow, Harmanus Bleecker, James 
Breckeriridge, Elijah. Brigham, William. A. Burwell, 


John C. Calhoun, Francis Carr; Epaphroditus Cham- 


pion, Langdon Cheves, Martin Chittenden, Thomas 
B. Cooke, John Davenport, junior, William Ely, 
James Emott, James Fisk, Asa Fitch, Thomas R, 
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Gold, Charles “Goldsborough, Edwin Gray; Isaiah L. 
Green, Jacob Hufty, Richard Jackson, junior, Joseph 
Kent, Lyman Law, Joseph Lewis, junior, William 
Lowndes, Archibald McBryde; Alexander McKim, 
James Milnor, Samuel L. Mitchill, Jonathan O.-Mose- 
ley, Hugh Nelson, Joseph Pearson, Timothy Pitkin, 
junior, James Pleasants, junior, Elisha R. Potter, Jo- 
siah Quincy, William Reed, William M. Richardson, 
Henry M. Ridgely, William Rodman, Thomas Sam- 
mons, Lemuel Sawyer, Adam Seybert, Daniel Sheffey, 
Richard Stanford, Philip Stuart, Lewis B. Sturges, 
Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Uri Tracy, 
Charles Turner, junior, Pierre Van Cortlandt, Laban 
Wheaton, Leonard White, David R. Williams, Wil- 
liam Widgery, and Thomas Wilson—62, 

Naxs--Willam Anderson, David Bard, William 
Barnett, Burwell Bassett, William W. Bibb, William 
Blackledge, Adam Boyd, Robert Brown, William 
Butler, Matthew Clay, James Cochran, John Clopton, 
Lewis Condict, William Crawford, Roger Davis, John 
Dawson, Joseph Desha, Samuel Dinsmoor, Elias Earle, 
William Findley, Meshack Franklin, ''homas Gholson, 
Peterson Goodwyn, Felix Grundy, Bolling Hall, Obed 
Hall, John A. Harper, Aylett Hawes, John M. Hyne- 
man, Richard M. Johnson, William R. King, Abner 
Lacock, Peter Little, Aaron: Lyle, Nathaniel Macon, 
George C Maxwell, Thomas Moore, William McCoy, 
Samuel McKee, James Morgan, Jeremiah Morrow, 
Thomas Newton, Stephen Ormsby, Israel Pickens, 
Benjamin Pond, Samuel Ringgold, John Rhea, John 
Roane, Jonathan Roberts, Ebenezer Seaver, Samuel 
Shaw, George Smith, John Smith, William Strong, 
John Taliaferro, George M. Troup, Robert Whitehill, 
and Richard Winn. 


Wepnespay, December 23. 


Another member, to wit: from Louisiana, Tuo- 
MAS BortiNa Ropertson, appeared, produced his 
credentials, was qualified, and took his seat. 

Mr. GuoLson, from the Committee of Claims, 
made a report on the petition of Joseph Hodgson, 
praying indemnification for a loss sustained by 
fire of a building, at the time (1800) occupied by 
the War Department. [The report declares the 
petition reasonable, and that it ought to be grant- 
ed.] Committed to a Committee of the Whole. 


INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 


The bill from the Senate to increase the Navy 
of the United States, was read a third time; and 
the question being stated, “Shall the bill pass?” 

Mr. McKee spoke at considerable length against 
its passage, and concluded by moving to postpone 
it to Monday, with a view to obtaining further 
information on the subject of the materials, &c. 

The motion to postpone was supported by Mr. 
ArsToN and Mr. SEvBERT, and opposed by Mr. 
Minor, Mr. Basserr, and Mr. Wipcery. The 
votes were for postponement 51, against it 73, as 
follows: 

Yxas— Willis Alston, jr, William Anderson, Daniel 
Avery, David Bard, William Barnett, William W. Bibb, 
Adam Boyd, Robert Brown, William Butler, Matthew 
Clay, James Cochran, John Clopton, William Craw- 
ford, Roger Davis, Joseph Desha, Samuel Dinsmoor, 
Elias Earle, William Findley, James Fisk, Meshack 
Franklin, Edwin Gray, Felix Grundy, Bolling Hall, 
Obed Hall, Jacob Hufty, John M. Hyneman, Richard 
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M. Johnson, Abner Lacock, Aaron Lyle, Nathaniel 
Macon, Thomas Moore, Wm. McCoy, Samuel McKee, 
James Morgan, Jeremiah Morrow, Stephen Ormsby, 
Israel Pickens; Benjamin Pond, John Randolph, Tho- 
mas B. Robertson, John Rhea; John Roane; Jonathan 
Roberts, William Rodman, Ebenezer Sage, Ebenezer 
Seaver, Adam Seybert, George Smith, Richard Stan- 
ford, William Strong, and. Robert Whitehill—51. : 


Nays—Ezekiel Bacon, John Baker, Burwell Bas- 


sett, Abijah Bigelow, William Blackledge, Harmanus 


Bleecker, James Breckenridge, Elijah Brigham, Wil- 
liam A. Burwell; John C. Calhoun, Francis Carr, Epa- 
phroditus Champion, Langdon Cheves, Martin Chit- 


tenden, Thomas B. Cooke, Lewis Condict, John Daven- 
port, jun., John Dawson, William Ely, James Emott, 


Asa Fitch, Thomas Gholson, Thomas R» Gold, Charles 
Goldsborough, Peterson Goodwyn, Isaiah L. Green, 
John A. Harper, Aylett Hawes, Richard Jackson, jr., 
Joseph Kent, William R. King, Lyman Law, Joseph 


Lewis, jr. Peter Little, William Lowndes, George C. | 
: Maxwell, Archibald McBryde, Alexander: McKim, 


James Milnor, Samuel L. Mitchill, Jonathan O. Mose- 
ley, Hugh Nelson, Anthony New, Thomas Newbold, 
Thomas Newton, Joseph Pearson, Timothy Pitkin, 
junior, James Pleasants, junior, Elisha R. Potter, Jo- 
siah Quincy, William Reed, William M. Richardson, 
Henry M. Ridgely, Samuel Ringgold, Thomas Sam- 
mons, Lemuel Sawyer, Daniel Sheffey, John Smith, 
Philip Stuart, Silas Stow, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel 
Taggart, John Taliaferro, Benjamin Tallmadge, Uri 
Tracy, George M. Troup, Charles Turner, jr, Pierre 
Van Cortlandt, Laban Wheaton, Leonard White, Wil- 
liam Widgery, Thomas Wilson, Richard Winn—73. 

So the motion was lost. 

The question recurring on the passage of the 
bill, 

Mr. Porrer said, as he represented a commer- 
cial State, and his constituents at present were 
very anxious for a navy, he felt.it his duty to.as- 
sign his reasons for the vote he was about to give. 
He said, when he saw his political friends, with 
only one exception, in favor of the bill under con- 
sideration, and the anxious solicitude of the gen- 
tleman on the other side of the House for its fate, 
he felt himself much embarrassed ; but while he 
was by his feelings at times almost impelled to 
vote in its favor, his judgment compelled him to 
vote against it. : 

Mr. P. said, his objections to a navy were that 
it would cost more than ever it would be worth. 
to the nation; that we could not build, man, and 
support the ships contemplated, in addition to our 
present establishment, without resorting to the 
same means for their support as other maritime. 
nations had done; that it must be ‘supported by 
impression or oppression; we must either impress 
our citizens to man our Navy, and compel them 
to serve against their wills for almost nothing, 
or oppress the nation with taxes not to be endured, 
to enable the Government to give such wages as 
would induce our seamen to enter voluntarily into 
ourservice. He said it had been observed by the 
friends of the bill, and particularly by his friend 
from Pennsylvania, (Mr. MiLNOR,) that the Navy 
was atthis time very popular with all parties, in 
this House and the nation; that they had done 
honor tothemselves and to their country, while our 
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Army liad,in almost every. instance, been defeated 
and disgraced. Mr. P.said we had been very un- 
fortunate in the selection of some of our commaad- 
ing officers, who had, as it would :seem, been ap- 
pointed more because they wanted office, than 
because they were qualified for.it; some of them 
were too old, and others .too young; but he be- 
lieved. we had as good officers in our Army as we 
had in the. Navy, and, whenever the time should 
arrive that would afford them a fair opportunity, 
that they would equally. distinguish themselves. 
Mr. P;said. there was a kind of popular delu- 
sionat- this.time about a Navy, that he found dif- 
ficult to oppose. He said it was at least popular 
with all those who.expected to make. money out 
of it, and with many from the most honorable 
motives.. But lie believed, when the people, who 
were to pay all, and receive nothing, come to-see 


that. we had spent for them the last year upwards. 


of twenty millions of dollars, and that notwith- 
standing all the moneys we had received, by 
double duties, and otherwise, that we had in- 
creased the national debt in that year, ten millions 
six hundred thousand dollars, and that we want, 
for the expenses of the present year, agreeably to 
the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, $31,- 


925,000, exclusive of the expense of the contem-. 


plated increase of our Navy, and for losses and 
war contingencies—that when they should. put 
those sums.together, and apportion them to the 
several States, agreeable to the Constitution, and 
see that but few individuals, and not many States, 
would have personal property sufficient to pay 
their proportions—that this delusion as.to those 
who have eventually all this money to pay would 
atleast vanish. Mr. P. said, that his friend from 


Pennsylvania (Mr.-Mitnor) had no doubt but. 


money could be borrowed, for the purposes ofa 
navy, and in his anxiety for the fate of this bill 
seemed almost willing to guarantee to that extent, 
but would not extend his guarantee farther. Mr. 
P. said it was for the interest of those who had 
money, to loan it; they expected their interest 
annually, and their principal according to agree- 
ment; not so with those. who will have to repay 
all those loans, by taxation, they expect neither 
interest nor principal again. 
business of borrowing money to answer all the 
purposes of the Government, to build a navy, 
raise ahd support an army, and carry on war, 
without regard to the sum, and without provid- 
ing in the least degree the means of repayment, 
either principal or interest, made him think of a 
man who sent an agent to purchase some property 
for him, who on his return began to talk about 
the price; the man became impatient, and said he 
did not want to hear about the price, the only 
thing he wanted to know was, whether the man 
would trust him and take his note. It would 


seem that we were going upon the same princi- |. 


les; we. do not consider whether the. people 
would be willing to pay the sums contemplated 
for the objects in view; the only question that 
seems to present itself is, can we borrow the 


money ? . : i 
It had been said thatin certain parts of the 


He said. that this. 


ix — nn me 
United: States that not only the recruiting service, 
but loans to the Government, for the. purposes of. 
carrying on.the war, had been discouraged. Mr. 
P.said,if all those who had money were desirous ^ 


‘to-lend it, as- was generally: the case, we should 


find that the -unemployed capital in the United 
States, had. been very much-overrated, as well as 
the. strength. of the country for. the. purpose of . 
carrying on a war; that there were many rich 
men in the United States, but their property con- 
sisted in lands, houses, stores, wharves, and.ships, 
which were now of ‘little value, compared with 
their former valuations. ; But why, said he, eom-. 
plain of those who. were opposed to the war; 
and who suffer. the most by it, because they will 
not lend their money to-carry it on?. It would 
have seemed, before the war was declared, from. 
addresses from States and public meetings, pledg- 
ing and promising their support to the Adminis- . 
tration, that nine-tenths of the people were in’ 
favor of the war; why don't they now come for- 
ward and make good their. promises, and help 
them along with it, and not depend upon the pes 
cuniary aid of those opposed to it? SPD 
It was likewise said that the spirit.of the nation 
demanded this increase of our Navy. Heremem- 
bered- very well that it was so said. on a former 
occasion, and that-the finger of Heaven pointed 
to war, but it was very soon found that the finger 


«of the people pointed to peace. It was then said, .. 


as it is now said, that we were a divided .people, 
and it was necessary to convince foreign nations 
that we would support our own Government. 
The then Executive was addressed from all parts 
of the United States, with pledges of life, fortune, 
aud sacred honor, in support of what he had done, 
or should do. This was intended to correct the 
error abroad as to our being a divided people, and 
for no other purpose. . Its object was entirely mis- 
understood by the then President. He thought 
they were uneasy and wanted something to steady 
them. An army was raised, and taxes laid for. 
their benefit;—a navy was: provided which did 
honor to themselves and the nation,that protected . 
our commerce, and caused our flag to be respected 
in every sea, in consequence of which out.revenue 
continued to increase, notwithstanding all the 
depredations committed on, our commerce, and 
the nation appeared to. be prosperous and happy ; 
but when the people were called upon to test the 
sincerity of their pledges and promises, by the 
payment of a tax of only two millions of dollars, 
they said they had been entirely misunderstood, 
that those pledges. were intended to have an in- 
fluence abroad, and not for the purpose of trouble 
at home, and that they would not pay taxes to 
supporta navy orarmy ; and, the first opportunity 
they had, they changed the Administration. If 
they would not then pay two millions of dollars, 
to support that Administration, can they be ex- 
pected to pay nearly fifty millions for the support 
of this, for the same purposes ? 

Mr. P. said. this Administration, during the 
last session of Congress, was addressed from all 
parts of the Union, and from many of the States 
in their legislative capacities, promising to sup- 
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port them with their-lives, 
honors, in common form. 
‘have its influence abroad. 


This. perhaps ‘was to 
The Administration, 


believing them sincere, have been induced to-de- | 


clare war; ‘and are left to carry it on without 
money. ‘They find that those pledges and prom- 
ises cost but little, and are worth nothing; and 


the consequence will be, that when the people are: 


called upon to pay those enormous expenses, the 
present Administration will share the same fate 
from them as the former did.. E . 

Thegentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Corrs) 
said the expense of this Navy would swamp the 
present, as it had done a former Administration ; 
that, Mr. P. said, was a business of their own, it 
was no-concern of his; but if with their means 
they could not manage the affairs of the nation, 
with their present experience, having seen the 
rock on which.a former Administration split, 
they would richly deserve it; his only object was 
to keep his constituents from being mired down 
with debt and taxes. 

One reason for this Navy was, that it was to 
protect our commerce. Mr. P. said we had none 
that was worth having, except direct to our ene- 
my, and that needed no protection; our com- 
merce to France was not worth having, nor had 
many vessels gone there, and only one returned 
fur some time past, and that may have been per- 
mitted to make a good voyage, and return to de- 
coy others, and as soon as the Emperor had pro- 

- perty in his possession to make it worth his while 
to make'a decree to confiscate it, we may expect 
to hear of one dated at Moscow, or wherever he 
may happen to be, and. that will be the last we 
may expect from it. As to our commerce to 
Spain and’ Portugal, it may be pretended that 
those places were neutral; he said they were as 
much in the possession, and under the control of 
the English, as Holland was under France; and 
what said he, was the fact—vessels were clearing 
out from Alexandria, and other ports of the Uni- 
ted States, according to law, direct for Lisbon, 
with bread stuffs, to. feed the English fleet and 
army, when it was very much wanted for the 
consumption of the people of the United States ; 
and when he believed it cost only five per cent. 
to insure to Lisbon, when it was worth twenty 
to insure to the Eastern States; the consequence 
was that the English could supply Halifax with 
flour, hy the way of Lisbon, cheaper than the 
Eastern States could be furnished. | He said, al- 
though opposed to restrictions in time of peace, 
he was in favor of them in time of war, and at 
any rate he never would lend his aid to support 
a poliey that would starve ourselves and feed our 
enemies, 

Mr. P. had heard it said, that we were to ope- 
rate upon the British Government through their 
manufactures, and he said, they in their turn were 
now operating upon our Government through 
our great wheat-raising States; for if the Govern- 
ment dare not prevent these people from selling 
their flour and cora, to go directly to feed the 
fleets and armies of our enemies, for fear of po- 
litical consequences, if they will bear no restraint 


fortunes, and: sacred: 


in that: respect, and the people of the United 
States will neither bear privations, or pay taxes 


-to support thé Administration in the contest, they 
will have found out, when too late, that they 


have been deceived, and had better not have made 
‘war, and that they had better get out of it as soon 
as they can—as it would now seem to appear that 
the people have less of the bostile, and more of 
the Christian spirit, towards the English since 
the war, than before, at least as far as the injünc- 
tion to feed their enemies would go.: ; 

Another réason for the increase of the Navy at 
this time, was to carry on’ the war in which we 
are engaged: Mi. P. said, many of the causes of 
irritation between the two nations had been done 
away long since, and the principal. ‘cause'of war 
‘removed, about the time’ it was declared. He 
said, that our difficulties with the English, as well 
as'he could remember, had been four—the carry- 
‘ing trade, the affair of the Chesapeake, the Orders 
in Council, and the impressment of our seamen. 
The first has been done away, as the English 
have taken all the colonies of their enemy. The 
second has been settled to the satisfaction of the 
Administration long since, and very lately that 
foul stain on the American flag and character has 
been wiped off by our Navy, in a manner honor- 
able to them, and satisfactory to the nation.. As 
it respected the Orders in Council, which he con- 
sidered the principal cause of the war, he be- 
lieved there were not many gentlemen who would: 
say, if the news of repeal had reached this coun- 
try before the declaration of war, but that we 
should now have been in peace; if then a ma- 
jority eould not be found to declare war for the 
present existing cause, why continue it, when 
the principal cause is removed ? 

[t now remains for the nation to determine, 
whether they will impress their own citizens to 
go into the Navy, and draught them to go into the 
Army, and to oppress all to pay taxes, and to fight 
Great Britain until she will relinquish a right she 
claims to search our merchant vessels, to take out 
her own subjects, to help her to fight her own 
battles. Mr. P. said, he was willing to protect 
those people, as long as they would remain within 
our territorial jurisdiction, where we have the 
means to do it, but as soon as they went beyond 
that. and went where their old master was prow- 
ling in every direction, if they got taken he would 
not go to war for them, nor be at the expense of 
one cent, to reclaim the whole of them. 

Many gentlemen support this bill upon the 
principle that this settles the question; that we 
are to become a great naval Power, and to havea 
permanent Naval Establishment ; to this Mr. P. 
said, he objected for the reasons he had assigned; 
lie said, he had found mankind much the same: 
give them power, and they would not only use, 
but abuse it—give them money and they will 
spend it, and want to borrow ; and, he said, if an 
Administration like the present, without money, 
without an army, or navy, would plunge this 
country so unprepared into a war, and continue 
it for the present existing cause, aud extend their 
views of conquest to the Floridas, the Canadas, 
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Quebec, Halifax, and Nova Scotia, whenever 
they should have money, an army, and ships; the 
next. thing they would want colonies, as other 


tations had done, and that Bermuda and New: 


Providence would be in our way; and we must 
have Jamaica to get good rum and sugar. And 
instead. of this country enjoying peace, which 
is.above all things the most desirable, we should 
be.involved like other nations in perpetual war. 
Mr. P. said, that although many things had 
taken place, that, at the time, he considered against 
the true interest of this country, yet he now 
considered them as operating for our good, and 
that he could not believe that we were now'as 
we had been, the peculiar favorites of Heaven; 
‘he considered it unwise in Congress when they 
refused to renew the charter of the United States 
Bank, and double its capital, and equally so, in 
not repealing the non-importation act, but he be- 
gan to think that these two measures would tura 
out ultimately for the benefit of the people. The 
repeal of the law would not only have given our 
merchants an opportunity to get home their pro- 
perty, bought and paid for, (which they have 
done without a repeal,) but to have got credit to 
a large amount, which would have given the Ad- 
ministration such a revenue, together with the 
management of such a bank capital, that it would 
have enabled them to build ships, raise armies, 
and to have continued this war for some time, in- 
dependent of the people, and they not have known 
the danger they might have been in until too late, 
in consequence of a large standing army with an 
‘ambitious. military chief at their head, and who 
they would find more difficulty in removing than 
they did the members of that House, by exerci- 
sing their Constitutional privileges atan election. 


Mr. P. said the Chairman of the Naval Com- 


mittee deserved much for his perseverance and 
zeal in favor of the bill under consideration; he 
said he wished he could reconcile it to his judg- 
ment and sense of duty to vote for it, but as it 
would inerease very much the sums of money 
wanted for the purposes of the Government for 
this year, and as he had been opposed to the war 
fróm its commencement, and did not intend to 
vote either for loans or taxes to carry it on, or to 
help them in their pecuniary concerns, he would 
not vote for any thing that would embarrass or 
increase them. 

Mr. RaANDoLPuH moved to postpone the further 
consideration of the bill till to-morrow.—Lost. 

The question on the passage of the bill was 
decided as follows: 

Yzaís—Willis Alston, jr, William Anderson, John 
Baker, Burwell Bassett, Abijah Bigelow, Wm. Black- 
ledge, Harmanus Bleecker, James Breckenridge, Eli- 
jah Brigham, John C. Calhoun, Francis Carr, Bang- 
don Cheves, Martin Chittenden, Thomas B. Cooke, 
Lewis Condict, Richard Cutts, John Davenport, jun., 
John Dawson, William Ely, James Emott, Asa Fitch, 
Thomas Gholson, Thomas R. Gold, Charles Goldsbo- 
rough, Peterson Goodwyn, Felix Grundy, John A. 
Harper, Aylett Hawes, Richard Jackson, jun., Joseph 
Kent, Lyman Law, Joseph Lewis, jun., Peter Little, 
William Lowndes, Archibald McBryde, Alexander 


12th Con. 2d Szess.—15 


McKim, James Milnor, Samuel: L. Mitchill, Jonathan 
O.:Moseley, Hugh Nelson, Thomas Newton, Joseph 
Pearson, Timothy Pitkin, jun., James Pleasants, jun., ` 
Josiah Quincy, William Reed, William M. Richard- 
son, Henry M. Ridgely, Samuel Ringgold, Thomas B. 
Robertson, Thomas Sammons, Lemuel Sawyer, Adam 
Seybert, Daniel Sheffey, George Smith, John Smith, 
Philip. Stuart, Silas Stow, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel 
Taggart, John Taliaferro, Benjamin Tallmadge, Uri 
Tracy, George M. Troup, Charles Turney, jr:, Pierre 
Van Cortlandt, Laban Wheaton, Leonard . White, 
William Widgery, and Thomas Wilson—70. .. 

Naxs—Daniel Avery, Ezekiel Bacon, David Bard, 
William Barnett, William W. Bibb, Adam Boyd, Ro- 
bert Brown, William A. Burwell, William Butler, 
Epaphroditus Champion, Matthew Clay, James Coch- 
ran, John Clopton, William Crawford, Roger Davis, 
Joseph Desha, Samuel Dinsmoor, Elias Earle, William. 
Findley, James Fisk, Meshack Franklin, Edwin Gray, 
Isaiah L. Green, Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, Jacob Hufty, 
John M. Hyneman, Richard M. Johnson, Abner La- 
cock, Aaron Lyle, Nathaniel Macon, George C..Max- 
well, Thomas Moore, William McCoy, Samuel McKee, 
James Morgan, Jeremiah Morrow, Anthony New, 
Thomas Newbold, Stephen Ormsby, Israel Pickens, 
Benj’n Pond, Elisha R. Potter, John Randolph, John 
Rhea, John. Roane, Jonathan Roberts, William. Rod- 
man, Ebenezer Sage, Ebenezer Seaver, Samuel Shaw, 
Richard Stanford, William Strong, Robert Whitehill, 
David R. Williams, and Richard Winn—56. 


So the bill was passed. 


MERCHANTS’ BONDS. 


The bill from the Senate directing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to remit fines, penalties, and 
forfeitures, in certain cases, was read a third time; 
and the question being stated, Shall the bill pass ? 

Mr. Cueves stated, that a doubt had arisen in. 
the minds of some gentlemen, and a communi- 
cation had been received from the proper officer 
of the Government on the subject, whether, as the _ 
importations had been contrary to law, the pay- 
ment of the duties thereon could be enforced after 
the passage of the bill. He therefore proposed, 
under the direction of the Committee. of Ways 
and Means, to amend the bill by striking out there- 
from the words “and the duties payable on such 
goods, wares, and merchandise, being paid and 
secured to be paid, agreeably to law,” and insert- 
ing the words * on payment of the duties which 
would have been payable by law, had such goods, 
wares, and merchandise, been legally imported.” 

This amendment, at this stage of the bill’s pas- 
sage, requires unanimous consent, which was 
accorded by the House, after a few observations 
from Mr. Biss, who stated, that, although a ma- 
jority of the Committee of Ways and Means were 
opposed to the bill, they had unanimously con- 
curred in the proposed amendment. . 

Mr. Ropers opposed the passage of the bill, 
as well on account of its generM*principles, as 
of the difficulty of legislating on it. 

Mr. Cueves replied. 

The question was then taken on the final pas- 
sage of the bill, and decided as follows: 

Yzas—Willis Alston, jr., Ezekiel Bacon, John Ba- 
ker, Abijah Bigelow, Harmanus Bleecker, Jas. Breck- 
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enridge, Elijah Brigham, William A. Burwell, John- 


Č. Calhoun, Francis Carr, Epaphroditus Champion, 
Langdon Cheves, Martin Chittenden, Thos. B. Cooke, 
Jobn Davenport, jr, William Ely, James Emott, Asa 
Fitch, Thomas R. Gold, Charles Goldsborough, Edwin 
Gray, Isaiah L. Green, Jacob Hufty, Richard Jackson, 
junior, Joseph Kent, Lyman Law, Joseph Lewis, jun., 
William Lowndes, Archibald McBryde, Alex’r McKim, 
James Milnor, Samuel L. Mitchill, Jonathan O. Mose- 
ley, Hugh Nelson, Thomas Newbold, Joseph Pearson, 
Timothy Pitkin, jun., James Pleasants, jun., Elisha R. 
Potter, Josiah Quincy, John Randolph, William Reed, 
William M. Richardson, Henry M. Ridgely, Thomas 
B. Robertson, William Rodman, Thomas Sammons, 
Lemuel Sawyer, Adam Seybert, Daniel Sheffey, Rich- 
ard Stanford, Philip Stuart, Silas Stow, Lewis B. Stur- 
ges, Samuel Taggart, Benj'n Tallmadge, Uri Tracy, 
Chas. Turner, jr. Pierre Van Cortlandt, Laban Whea- 
ton, Leonard White, David R. Williams, William 
Widgery, and Thomas Wilson—64. 

Nays—William Anderson, Daniel Avery, David 
Bard, William Barnett, Burwell Bassett, William W. 
Bibb, William Blackledge, Adam Boyd, Robert Brown, 
William Butler, Matthew Clay, James Cochran, John 
Clopton, Lewis Condict, William Crawford, Roger 
Davis, John Dawson, Joseph Desha, Sam’l Dinsmoor, 
Elias Earle, William Findley, James Fisk, Meshack 
Franklin, Thomas Gholson, Peterson Goodwyn, Felix 
Grundy, Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, John A. Harper, 
Aylett Hawes, John M. Hyneman, Richard M. Jobn- 
son, Wm. R. King, Abner Lacock, Peter Little, Aaron 
Lyle, Nathaniel Macon, George C. Maxwell, Thomas 
Moore, William McCoy, Samuel McKee, James Mor- 
gan, Jeremiah Morrow, Anthony New, Thomas New- 
ton, Stephen Ormsby, Israel Pickens, Benjamin Pond, 
Samuel Ringgold, John Rhea, John Roane, Jonathan 
Roberts, Ebenezer Sage, Ebenezer Seaver, Samuel 
Shaw, George Smith, John Smith, William Strong, 
John Taliaferro, George M. Troup, and Robert White- 
hill—61. 

© So it was determined that the bill shall pass. 


MEDAL TO COMMODORE PREBLE, &c. 


The following Message was received from the 
Preswen' or rue Unrren STATES: 


To the House of Representatives of the United States : 


I transmit to the House of Representatives a report 


of the Secretary of the Navy, complying with their res- 
olution of the 16th instant. 
JAMES MADISON. 
December 23, 1812. 


. The following is the report referred to in the 
above Message: 

Navy Department, Dec. 21, 1812. 
` Brn: On the subject of the resolution of the honor- 
able the House of Representatives, of the 16th instant, 
I have the honor to state, that, in pursuance of the 
resolution of Congress of the 3d March, 1805, a gold 
medal, emblematical of the attacks on the town, batte- 
ries, and naval force, of Tripoli, by the squadron under 
Commodore Preble's command, was presented to Com- 
modore Preble,’ the manner stated in the enclosed 
letter, dated May 17, 1806: 'That one month's pay was 
allowed, “exclusive of the common allowance, to all 
the petty officers, seamen, and marines, of the squad- 
ron, who so gloriously supported the honor of the Amer- 
ican flag, under the orders of their gallant commander, 
in, the several attacks :” That no sword has been pre- 


sented to either of the commissioned officers or mid- 
shipmen, who distinguished themselves in the several 
attacks: And that it is not known to this Department 
that there ever was made by Congress a specifie appro- 
priation of $20,000 for the purpose of carrying into 
effect the resolution referred to. 

With respect to that part of the resolution which 
requests the President to cause a sword to be presented 
to each óf the commissioned officers and midshipmen 
who distinguished. themselves, it is presumed that the 
President saw what to his mind appeared difficulties of 
great delicacy, from the peculiar language of the res- 
olution. By the resolution, he was requested to pre- 
sent swords to such. only as had distinguished them- 
selves; and all having been represented to him as hav- 
ing acted gloriously, he could not in justice draw with 
precision a line of discrimination. He felt, it is presumed, 
a repugnance to the making of a selection, which, by 
implication, would necessarily have cast an unmerited 
reproach upon all not therein included. A degrada- 
tion of that kind might have greatly injured the ser- 
vice, and could not possibly have been grateful to the 
honorable feelings of the favored officers. 

I have the honor to be, with the greatest respect, 
your obedient servant, PAUL HAMILTON. 

To the PRESIDENT. 


Navy Drearrmenr, May 17, 1812. 


Sin: In pursuance of the resolution of Congress of 
the 3d March, 1805, requesting the President of the 
United States to cause a gold medal to be struck, em- 
blematical of the attacks on the town, batteries, and 
naval force, of Tripoli, by the squadron under your 
command, and to present it to you in. such manner as 
in his opinion would be most honorable to you, the 
medal, which will herewith be delivered to you by Lieu- 
tenant Jones, has been struck. You will receive it, sir, 
as a testimony of your country’s estimation of the im- 
portant and honorable services rendered by you; and 
you will be pleased to accept an assurance of the great 
pleasure I have in the honor of presenting it to you. 

I have the honor to be, with great respect, sir, your 
most obedient servant, R. SMITH. 

To Com. Erwan» PREBLE. : 


From the records ofthe Navy Department. 
PAUL HAMILTON. 

After some conversation as to-the proper course 
for this business to take, it was referred to a select 
committee, to consist of seven members, to con- 
sider and report thereon. 

Mr. Quincy, Mr. Ranvoups, Mr. Roane, Mr. 
Lacock, Mr. Troup, Mr. Emort, and Mr. Dins- 
MOOR, Were appointed the committee. 


Tuurspay, December 24. 


Mr. Morrow, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, presented a bill concerning the lead 
mines in the Territory of Missouri; which was 
read twice and committed toa Committee of the 
Whole on Monday next. 

Mr. WinLiAMS, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, presented a bill in addition to the 
act, entitled “An act to raise an additional mili- 
tary force,” and for other purposes; which was 
read twice and committed toa Committee of the 
Whole on Monday next. 

. Mr. WiLLiAMS, from the same committee, also 
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presented a bill supplementary-to the act, entitled 
"An act for the more perfect organization of the 
Army of the United- States; which was read 
and committed toa Conimittee of the Whole on 
Monday next. ee is 
A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate bave-passéd a bill “in addition to 
the act concerning letters of marque, prizes, and 
prize goods,” with an amendment; in which they 
desire the concurrence of this House. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting: his re- 
port in relation to the execution of the act for 
arming.the militia of the United States, made in 
obedience to a resolution of the seventh instant; 
which ‘was read,and ordered to lie on the table. 


. [It appears from the report that stands of arms have 
been issued to the following States, viz: to New Hamp- 
shire 1,000; to Vermont, 2,500; Rhode Island 1,000; 
New Jersey, 1,000; Delaware 500; North Carolina 
2,130; South Carolina 2,000; Georgia 1,000; Ohio 
1,500; Kentucky 1,500; Tennessee 1,500 ; Illinois Ter- 
ritory. 216; Louisiana Territory 250; in all 16,096 
Stands ;—and that there have heen loaned, as follows: 
to. Rhode Island 250; Delaware 650; Ohio 3,500; 
District of Columbia 2,200. Contrasts have been 
made under the law for 85,200 stands, of which 53,560 

‘had been delvered by the contractors on the 7th Octo- 
ber, 1812] - 5 

"On motion of. Mr. JENNINGs, 

. Resolved, That the. President of the United 
States be, and he is hereby, requested to cause to 
belaid before this House a statement of the amount 
of. merchandise or other articles purchased’ for 
and furnished the Indians, by the Superintendent 
of Indian Affairs, in the Indiana Territory, sub- 
sequent. to the first day of January, 1803, and 
prior to the first day of January, 1812; distinguish- 
ing the different dates of the purchases, of whom 
and by whom purchased, and for what tribe or 
tribes of Indians. 

* Ordered, That Mr. Jenntnas and Mr. Bonn 
be'a committee to present the said resolution to 
the President of the United States. 

The amendments of the Senate to the bill “in 
addition to the act concerning letters of marque, 
prizes, and prize goods,” were read, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. RANDOLPH, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be directed to lay before this House a statement 
of the annual revenue of the United States, from 
the commencement of the Federal Government 
until the present time; distinguishing the amount 
received from the duties on imports and tonnage; 
after deducting therefrom the amount which may 
in any year have been paid on account of deben- 
tures; from internal taxes, from direct taxes, from 
sale of lands, and from all other sources. Also 
an account, within the same period, of the.annual 
expenditures on account of the Army, distinguish- 
ing the amount of expense of the Indian Depart- 
ment, the Navy, foreign intercourse; distinguish- 
ing the amount on account of Barbary Powers, 
and of other civil expenses on account of the civil 
list. 


. "Ihe House resolved itself ‘into.a Committee of 
the Whole; on the résolution ‘expressive’ of the 
sense of the House’ of the ‘gallantry and good 
conduct of Captains Hull, Jones, and Decatur, 
and their respective crews, in their late conflicts 
with the enemy. i DERRE 

The resolution was amended, reported to the 
House, and ordered to bé engrossed for a third 
reading. — — U = 

Mr. Ranpo pu, on whose suggestion the phrase- 
ology of the resolve had been amended in Com- 
.mittee of the Whole, moved now to recommit it 
to a select committee.—Motion negatived. 

The House adjourned to Monday. 


Monpay, December 28. 


Mr. Monnow, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lie Lands, made a report ón the petition of sundry 
inhabitants of the Illinois Territory ; which was 
read: When Mr. Morrow, from the same com- 
mittee, presented a bill giving a right of pre-emp- 
tion to certain settlers on public lands in the Illi- 
nois Territory ; which was read twice and com- 
mitted to.a Committee of the Whole on Monday 
next. D 

The engrossed joint resolution of approbation 
and thanks to our naval heroes; Hull, Decatur, 
and Jones, was read a third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Lacocr, the bill to amend 
the naturalization laws of the United States was 
recommitted to a Committee of the Whole, for 
the purpose of amendment. ` 

; On motion of Mr. Rua, the House resolved 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on the bill 
authorizing the Postmaster General to establish 
post-roads in certain cases. [Between the seat 
of Government and the headquarters of the ar- 
mies, &c.] "E 

Some objections were made by Mr. TALLMADGE 
to the indefinite phraseology of the bill, and re- 
plied to by Mr Raga, but no motion for amend- 
ment was made. j ; ; 

The bill was reported to the House, and ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 

On motion of Mr. Basserr the House resolved. 
itself intoa Committee of the Whole on the bill 
providing for navy pensions in certain cases ; 
which was reported to the House and ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading. 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the report of the Committee on the 
Public Lands, made on the second instant, respect- 
ing an extension of the time limited by law for 
the payment of lands purchased of the United 
States. : 

The report coneludes with the following reso- 
lutions, the adoption of wbich the Committee 
recommend: 

« Resolved, That such part of the laws for the sale 
of public lands as allow a credit on part of the pur- 
chase money, be repealed; an1 that the price at which. 
jands shall be offered in future shall be one dollar and 
twenty-five cents per acre. 
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« Resolved, That in future sales a portion of the pub- 
lic lands be offered in tracts of eighty acres. - : 

« Resolved, That two years be. given in addition to 
the time allowed by law to the purchasets of public 
lands, whose time of payment shall have or may expire 
on or before the first day of January, 1814, on condition 
that all the interest that has accrued or may accrue on 
or before the 18th day of March next, shall be paid at 
that day, and the interest that may become due there- 
after shall be paid at the day on which the time, ac- 
cording to existing laws, shall expire for making pay- 
ment.” : l 

Considerable desultory debate took place on 
these propositions; but the Committee rose with- 
out coming to any decision thereon, and obtained 
leave to sit again. 


X 
— 


TUESDAY, December 29, - 


Mr. Lewis, from the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, presented a bill to incorporate 
the Columbian Insurance Company, in Alexan- 
dria, in the District of Columbia; which was 
read twice and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole on Thursday next. 

Mr. Witutams, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, presented a bill making provision for 
an additional number of General officers; which 
was read twice and committed to the Committee 
of the Whole on the bill supplementary to the 
aet, entitled * An act for the more perfect organ- 
ization of the Army of the United States.” 

On motion of Mr. Witutams, the Committee 
of the Whole to whom is committed the bill in 
addition to the act, entitled “ An act to raise an 
additional military force,” and for other purposes, 
were discharged from the consideration of the 
said bill, and it was committed to the Committee 
of the Whole last mentioned. 


IMPORTATIONS FROM INDIA. 


Mr. Curves, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, to whom were referred the petitions of 
Simon Forrester, David D. Pulsifer, and Board- 
man and Pope, and others, importers of goods, 
wares, and merchandise, from British settlements 
beyond the Cape of Good Hope, praying to be 
permitted, on seeuring the duties payable on such 
goods, when legally imported, to sell and dispose 
of them, and so forth ; also, a bill from the Sen- 
ate, embracing the cases of the petitioners, re- 
ported the said bill, with sundry amendments; 
also, sundry documents explanatory of the sub- 
ject ; which were read, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The documents are as follow: 

Treasury Deranrment, Dec. 10, 1812. 

Sin: I have the honor, in compliance with the re- 
quest of the Committee of Ways and Means, to sub- 
mit such information as appears to have been received 
at this office concerning the importations from any of 
the ports of India, since the commencement of the 
operation of the non-importation act. | 

It will be recollected, that all the vessels which had 
cleared from the United States for any port beyond the 
Cape of Good Hope, prior to the 10th of November, 
1810, were, by the non-importation act, of 2d March, 


1811, exempted from its general provisions, and per- 
mitted to import their return cargoes. Of those car- 
goes, as they were entered without difficulty, no par- 
ticular account has been received ; and it is presumed 
that they were not intended to be embraced by the in- 
quiry of the committee. m^ 

It is also possible that, on the subject of some of the 
importations, not permitted by the act above-mentioned, 
letters may have been received from the parties, and 
that their names, not being recollected, and no regu- 
lar application for a remission of the forfeiture having 
been made, some of the cases thus communicated may 
now be accidentally omitted. Nor is it probable that 
application should have generally been made to the 
Treasury respecting vessels admitted to entry by vir- 
tue of the act of 5th of July last, since it was evident, 
by the tenor of that act, that the ultimate disposition 
of the cargoes depended on a future act of Congress, 
and not in any degree on the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. Indeed, it is known, from report, that two ves- 
sels of that description have arrived, of which no offi- 
cial information has been received. _ 

The following cases have been officially communi- 
cated, viz: 

The ship “Amiable” sailed from Philadelphia for 
the Isle of France, on the 22d of December, 18105, 
arrived at that place subsequent to its capture by the 
British, and returned to Philadelphia in August, 1811, 
with a cargo, the produce of that island. On applica- 
tion to the Treasury for a remission, it being certified 
by the district judge that the capture of the Isle of 
France by the British, which took place early in De- 
cember, 1810, was not known at Philadelphia till the 
2d of April, 1811, the forfeiture was unconditionally 
remitted. 

The ship “Lark” also sailed for Isle of France on 
the 3d of January, 1811; arrived there, and returned 
to Philadelphia a few days after, and under the same 
circumstances as the ship “Amiable,” with the excep- 
tion of her having brought a small parcel of merchan- 
dise, presumed to be manufactures of British India, 
and which had been originally shipped, at the Isle of 
France, on board of another vessel, bound to Phila- 
delphia, as early as October, 1810, but was detained in 
port by reason of the attack and capture of the island 
by the British. On. application to the Treasury for a 
remission, the forfeiture was unconditionally remitted, 
“except so far as relates to any articles of the produce 
or manufacture of any British possessions, other than 
the Isle of France, which may have been imported in 
the said vessel, the decision, in relation to such arti- 
cles, being for the present suspended." It is not 
known whether that merchandise has been condemned, 
as there was some doubt as to the place where manu- 
factured ; but, if condemned, a remission will probably 
be granted on terms at least as favorable as in the 
case of the * South Carolina," hereafter mentioned. 

The brig * South Carolina" sailed from Philadelphia 
for Calcutta, on the 26th of December, 1810, with 
about $23,000 on board, stated to have been shipped 
for the purpose of covering the expenses of the voyage, 
in case of a disappointment in the object of the said 
voyage, which was undertaken in order to bring from 
Calcutta the proceeds of funds, wholly belonging to 
citizens of the United States, and which were in Brit- 
ish India prior to the President’s proclamation of the 
2d of November, 1810. The vessel, with a return 
cargo, (purchased with the said funds and outward 
cargo,) sailed from Calcutta in October, 1811, bound 
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to Philadelphia. The owners expecting the vessel, | 


and finding the non importation-aéf still in force, em- 
ployed pilots in the bay of Delaware, for the purpose 
of warning the vessel-not-to enter into the waters of 
the United States; but the vessel was compelled, by 
stress of water, to enter the port of Charleston, (where 
she arrived on the 27th of January, 1812,) instead of 
proceeding to: Philadelphia. On application to the 
Treasury for a remission, and the above-mentioned 
facts. being proved to the satisfaction of the district 
judge, and stated. by him to be correct and true, the 
forfeitures were remitted, on condition “that, from the 
proceeds of sale of the cargo, the costs and double du- 
ties, as fixed by the act of first of July, 1812, should 
be deducted; that the residue, if not exceeding the 
prime’ cost, freight, and charges, of said cargo, should 
be returned to the owners; but, in case of excess, so 
much only of the said residue as would be equal to 
the said prime cost, freight, and charges, should be re- 
turned to the ‘owners; and that the balance, or sur- 
plus, should be divided in the same manner as the for- 
feiture would have been.” -The result of the sales is 
not known at the Treasury; but there is reason to 
believe that they have not produced any surplus, and 
that the effects of the decision have only been the pay- 
ment of double duties, and, in every other respect, an 
unqualified remission of the forfeitures. 

The brig “ Ellen Maria” sailed on the 10th of Jan- 
wary, 1812, from Providence for the Isle of France, 
then a British colony, and thence bound, as is stated, 
for Smyrna. On her return voyage, and being in- 
formed at sea of the declaration of war, she proceeded 
to Boston, where she arrived prior to the 16th of Sep- 
tember, 1812. No bond having been required at the 
‘Isle of France to land the cargo in the United. States, 
the vessel is not embraced by the provisions of the act 
of 5th July last. The owners, from whom this state- 
‘ment of facts is obtained, have been informed that the 
Secretary of the Treasury had no authority to grant 
relief, except in the manner prescribed by law, viz: on 
application for remission, presented through the dis- 
‘trict judge, on whose statement of facts, alone, the 
Secretary of the Treasury could take the subject into 
consideration. No application has, as yet, been re- 

. ceived. 

The brig “Aurora” sailed in July, 1809, from New 
York, being cleared for Brazil alone, but with instruc- 
tions to the captain to proceed thence to the South 
sea, and ultimately to Canton or Manilla. The vessel 
not being cleared for a port beyond the Cape of Good 
Hope, is not embraced within the exception made in 
favor of such vessels by the act of 2d March, 1811. 
The Aurora, after a long and circuitous voyage, ar- 
rived at Calcutta in September, 1811. She was char- 
tered there on the 26th of December following, by citi- 
zens of the United States, who had knowledge of the 
non-importation act, but who seem to have presumed 


that the vessel, having sailed feom the United States. 


prior to the 10th of November, 1810, would, by virtue 
of the provisions of the act of 2d March, 1811, be per- 
mitted to bring a return cargo from British India. 
The same citizens purchased at Calcutta, and shipped 
on board of the Aurora, a cargo of India goods; and, 
to accomplish the purchase, borrowed the necessary 
‘sum from a British house in that place. The policies 
of insurance were pledged to the lenders; and, by the 
terms of the agreement, the cargo was, in fact, on their 
risk, while at sea ; but, from its arrival into the United 
States, the merchandise was at the risk, and on ac- 


count, of the American shippers, who are. bound for 
the amount borrowed. The Aurora arrived at : Phila- 
delphia on the 16th of June, 1812, and an application 
has been. made to the Treasury for a remission. No 
decision has taken place; but the owners of the cargo 
have been verbally informed that the voyage from Cal- 
cutta, having been undertakén by them with a-knowl- 
edge of the non-importation act, and without even the 
plea of having funds in Indie, which they wanted to 
bring to the United States, the transaction appeared, 
on their part, in the light of a direct and voluntary in-. 
fraction of the law. As the cargo had not, however, 
been landed when the act of 5th July passed, and as 
that act, without reference to the time of arrival, or to 
any of the circumstancés of the voyage, admits to 
entry all American vessels previously laden in India, 
for the landing of whose cargoes in the United States 

bond had been given, it appears that the Aurora is 
entitled to the benefits of that act; and it is believed 

that the owners of the cargo have availed themselves 
of its. provisions, and that the cargo has been accord- 
ingly entered, and remains subject to the disposition 

of Congress. With respect to the vessel, a remission 

will, if necessary, be granted by the Treasury, the 

owners having had nó concern in, or control over, the 

illegal part of her employment. i 

The ship “American Hero" sailed on the 17th Jan- 
uary, 1811, from Boston. The master sold her cargo 
at the Cape of Good Hope and the Isle of France; 
and having taken in payment bills of exchange on 
Madras and Calcutta, proceeded there and purchased 
a cargo, for the landing of which, in the United States, 
bond was given. In conformity with orders from the 
owners, he-thence went to Brazil, where he was not 
permitted to sell his cargo; and, after having waited 
several months, hearing of the last American embar- 
£o, and apprehending war, he left Brazil, and brought 
the vessel and cargo to Providence, where she arrived 
prior to September last. 

The “Atalanta” arrived, prior to the 8th of Novem- 
ber last, in Philadelphia, from Calcutta, via Rio Janei- 
ro, with a valuable cargo. The circumstances of the 
voyage have not been communicated to the T'reasury. 

The two last cases being clearly embraced by the 
act of 5th July, 1812, the parties have been informed 
that the cargoes must necessarily remain subject to 
the disposition of Congress, and that the Secretary of 
the Treasury had no power to interfere. : 

Another case has been mentioned; which, although 
no importation has taken place, ought, pérhaps to be 
stated; 

The brig * Daphne" sailed from Philadelphia, for 
Calcutta, in the Spring of 1811. According to orders, 
and in order not to infringe the law, the vessel, with 
her return cargo, proceeded to St. Bartholmew’s. Be- 
ing there when the declaration of war between the 
United States and Great Britain took place, and the 
act of 5th July last not being known, the cargo was 
landed, and the vessel discharged. By the provisions 
of the said act, the cargo is not admissible to entry, 
unless brought in the vessel on board of which it was 
laden in India; and the owners, who cannot now im- 
port it legully, are placed in a worse situation than 
those who have infringed the law. 

I have the honor to be, with great respect, sir, your 
obedient servant, 


ALBERT GALLATIN, 


Hon. Laxenox Cuxvzs, 
Chairman of Committee of Ways & Means. 
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Extract from a regulation for the: conduct of the. trade- 
of foreign nations, with the ports and settlements of 
the British nation, in the East Indies, and for de- 
fining the duties to which such trade shall be: sub- 
ject at such of the said ports and settlements as are 
inimediately dependent on the Presidency of Tort 
William. Passed by the Vice President, in Coun- 
cil, on the 30th April, 1811. 


'AnTrcLE 3—First. Foreign European ships, be- 
Jonging to countries having no establishment in the 
East Indies, and ships belonging to the United States 
of America, may, (when those countries and States, 
respectively, are in amity with His Majesty) in like 
manner, [as, in article two, is granted to the ships of 
mations having settlements in the East Indies] freely 
enter the British seaports and harbors in the East In- 
dies; they shall be hospitably received there; and 
have free liberty to trade in imports and exports, con- 
formably to the regulations of the place; provided, 
always, that they proceed from their own ports direct 
to the said British territories, without touching at any 
port or place, whatever, on the voyage out, except 
from necessity, and merely to procure refreshments or 
repairs, in case of distress or accidents in the course of 
such voyage, the burden of the proof of which neces- 
sity to rest upon the parties. 

Second. The vessels of the said European Powers, 
last aforesaid, and of the United States, shall not carry 
any of the articles exported by them from said British 
territories, to any port or place, except to some port or 
place in their own countries, respectively, where the 
same shall be unladen. The said ships shall not be 
cleared to carry on the coasting trade in India; but 
vessels going with their original cargoes, or part there- 
of, ftom one British port of discharge to another Brit- 
ish port, are not to be considered as carrying on the 
coasting trade. 

Third. The said vessels shall not be allowed to pro- 
ceed either with or without return cargo from the said 
British territories to the settlements or factories of any 
foreign European nation in India, or to the territory 
of any Indian or Chinese potentate or power, except 
from the like necessity, as is before described, of which 
the proof shall rest with them. Nor shall the said ves- 
sels be allowed to enter the river in that part of the 
British territory situated in Bengal, for any other pur- 
pose than that of proceeding to the port of Calcutta 
for trade, refreshment, or repairs. 

Fourth. In clearing out for their respective coun- 
tries, the clearance shall be a direct one to the coun- 
try, European or Amcrican, to which the vessel be- 
longs, and to no other whatever; they are to give 
bond, with the security of a resident in the country, 
that they will deliver the cargo at the port for which 
the clearance is made, and such bond is to be cancelled 
when a certificate from a British Consul, or two known 
British merchants, resident at such port, is produced, 
of the bona fide delivery of the cargo there. 


ADDITIONAL MILITARY FORCE. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 


the Whole on the bill “ supplementary to the act 


for the more perfect organization of the Army of 


the United States,’ and on the bill “in addition 
to the act for raising an additional military 
force.” 

The bills having been read through, a motion 
was made by Mr. Davin R. Wittiams to fill the 


blanks in the first bill, for the amount of bounty,. 
&c., and the question having been stated— 


Mr. D. R:. WirnLiAMS said, the embarrassment 


which he felt on the- present occasion, was not of 
an ordinary kind ; 
with the importance of the subject before the 
Committee, he was fearful its success might, in 
some degree, depend on his efforts to sustain its, 
and, feeling that the interest, perhaps the charac- 
ter of his country might be committed by the 
decision, he was humbled that its cause could not 
by him be more ably supported. He felt, how- 
ever, some confidence from the circumstance that 
the Military Committee was entitled to the can- 
dor of the House, because it liad not presented 
mere fragments, to be acted on in detail, but a 
system on which to rest the future prosecution of 
the war. An explanation of its merits, from the 
relation in which he stood to that Committee, 
was probably expected of him. 


he was so solemnly impressed 


Without going back to the unavoidable and 


just causes of the war in which we were engaged, 
he would presume it was the object of all to ter- 
minate it successfully, and that there now re- 
mained no other mode than to call into the field. 
a force adequate to the command of every honor- 
able object. 
the community, to secure, if directed with skill, 
spirit, and enterprise, our defence every where 3. 
and, by offence, to make the enemy feel it had 
become his interest to abstain from plunder: and 
oppression. 


The force was abundant throughout 


To effect the first great object, defence of the 


exposed parts, it struck him as of primary import- 
ance, that the whole jurisdictional limits of the 
United States should be divided into military dis- 
tricts, that thecommand of each should be intrust- 
ed to an intelligent officer, who should have under 
his command certain portions of artillery and in- 
fantry of the regular army; that in each district 
there should be a sufficient number of cannon 
mounted on travelling carriages, which. could be 


rapidly directed to such parts as may be threat. 
ened; and an engineer to devise the plans and 
superintend the erection of such works of de- 
fence as may be necessary. These would form 
the rallying points of defence in periods of dan- 
ger, and will be sure to meet the approbation of 
the whole country. When it shall have placed 
before it proofs that the protecting arm of Gov- 
ernment is everywhere extended, it will bestow, 
in return, its confidence and attachment. For 
this object, also, the care of the Government can- 
not be too early directed to the Hast Florida fron- 
tier; there danger already exists. In its present 
state it is improvable by the enemy to our essen- 
tial injury: it is perfectly within his control for 
every military purpose he may contemplate, and 
will require an equal force, whether occupied by 
the United States or not. He would exemplify 
more in detail his views on the subject of defence, 
by enumerating the military distriets and the 
least number of troops which ought to be sta- 
tioned in each. If the Representatives’ from: 
those districts shall object, that the number of 
troops allotted to each was too small, and he felt 
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confident-some of them would ; he replied, such 
objection served only to strengtheyn-his argument, 
and the more: satisfactorily: proves. the. present 
military. establishment insufficient, and that it 
ought to be increased. He requested it might be 
recollected, his‘observations-were intended to ap- 
ply to all the.bills or system. he had reported, be- 
cause they were all, in some measure, pendent on 
- the success of the ‘présent motion. To Boston 
‘district, including "Portsmouth and the whole 
State of Massachusetts, 600; to Newport, in- 
eluding ‘the States of Connecticut and "Rhode 
Island, 600 ; to New York, inclusive of that State 
and New Jersey, 1,000; to Philadelphia, com- 
prising the States of Pennsylvania and Delaware, 
400 ; to Baltimore, Annapolis, Norfolk, including 
Maryland and Virginia, 500; to Charleston, in- 
eluding North and South Carolina, 400; to Sa- 
vannah and the East Florida frontier, 2,000; to 
New Orleans, comprising Mobile, West Florida, 
and Natchitoches, 2,500; to Detroit and all the 
Western frontier, 2,000; making an aggregate of 
10,000 regulars.. These, taken from the Estab- 
lishment already provided for, leaves a force of 
: 25,000. The difference between the numbers eù- 
listed, and.effective men, is very material; in no 
service, however actual, is it estimated at less 
than one-fourth, with new: levies at least one- 
third ; deduct only 10,000 from the whole number 
provided for, we shall, supposing our ranks filled, 
iave in the field only 15,000 that can be directed 
against Niagara, Kingston, Montreal, Lower Can- 
ada, and Halifax. Is that number sufficient for 
the purposes of Government? This must- de- 
pend upon the number and quality of the oppos- 
ing force. It ought not to be estimated that the 
regular force in Upper and Lower Canada is less 
than 12,000 ; besides these, there are several thou- 
sand militia,and at Halifax three thousand regu- 
lars. To drive this force from the field you 
should cross the St. Lawrence with a well ap- 
pointed army twenty thousand strong, with a re- 
serve, always desirable, with raw troops indispen- 
sable; of ten thousand. We ought not to calcu- 
late on peace. The Administration have in vain 
sued for it, through Mr. Russell, even at the ex- 
pense of the sarcastic sneers of the British Min- 
Ister ; let us, then, prepare in good earnest fgr war. 
If the Spring shall not bring with it peate, the 
campaign must open in a style of vigor and force 
calculated to inspire confidence of success among 
ourselves, and awe in the enemy. The result of 
such a state of things will be as favorable to us, 
by depressing the spirits of the adversary, as by 
making our own troops undaunted ; nothing must 
be left to chance that is within the compass of our 
means; we must deserve to be fortunate. To 
be successful, our. movements everywhere must 
be in concert; at the same moment we move on 
Canada, a corps of ten thousand men. should, 
from the province of Maine, threaten Halifax; as 
a diversion, it will indisputably be felt; such a 
force, if disregarded by the enemy, trusting to the 
supposed difficulty of approach, will be com pe- 
tent to the reduction of Halifax. j 
The character of our Government had been so 


depressed in Europe, not more by foreign than 
domestic misrepresentation; as much even within 
these walls- as without them, it. had become ñe 
cessary to make war to place our backs against the 
walland prove to European marauders there is 
a point. beyond which we will not recede. This 
good the war has accomplished; but it has be- 
come more thàn ever necessary to prove that we 
will not only declare war, but can ‘prosecute it 
with energy and courageous enterprise. -Thè 
honor, the character of the nation require that 
the British power on our borders shall be demol- 
ished in the next campaign—her American pro- 
vinces once wrested from her, every attempt to: 
recover them will be chimerical, except through 
negotiation.: The road to peace then lies through: 
Canada. When we shallonce be in possessioni 
of it, peace, honorable peace, the sole object of us - 
all, is secured. But some gentlemen affect a 
sympathy for the Canadians—why, say they, 
will you.make war on them? "They have not 
injured us. , Nor, sir, has the British tar injured 
us, although he is the instrument of plunder and 
impressment, It is to conquer the sovereignty of 
the soil, to raze the British power, to reach, by 
süch means, her profligate and unjust ministry, 
that war is waged at all—the unarmed will never 
fall on American bayonets; it is not against the 
people of either Canada or Great Britain, but 
against the English subject in arms, that the war 
is directed. By physical force then alone can 
we proceed. Mr. W. here recapitulated at some 
length the amount of the force provided and that 
which was necessary for the various objects that 
should be accomplished, showing that at least 
twenty thousand additional regulars ought to be 
authorized. How, asked he, shall this deficiency 
be supplied? Shall we rely on the militia? 
Sound policy, not less than experience, forbids a 
draught on them for permanentservice, However 
valuable they are for sudden emergencies, and in 
this way too much reliance cannot be placed on 
them; economy, both to them and the Govern- 
ment, forbid their use for other purposes. Their 
state of discipline and insubordination, (except in 
the face of danger,) circumstances growing out 
of the freedom of our institutions; the waste of 
public property, which he could illustrate by 
strong facts, all unite to dissuade us from this re- 
sort. Call them out on short terms of duty, and, 
so much time is lost in marching to and from 
the places of rendezvous, you are subject to pay 
nearly double the force necessary to maintain 
any one point; make the term of service long, 
and you disproportion the burden of the war. In 
short, the great mass who form the militia will 
find it cheaper to pay regulars than fight them- 
selves. UE: 

Shall we any longer deceive ourselves by a 
further dependence on the absurd volunteer acts ? 
Experience isequally warningon them. Though 
thousands of your brave countrymen, Mr. Chair- 
man, have rushed to the field of danger, it was 
certainly not under the volunteer acts. If ever 
one scheme was better caleulated to deceive its 
authors than another, this surely is it. To say 
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privates in each company without a correspond- 
ing increase of officers. If two lieutenants were 
necessary in a company, for the purpose of dis- 
cipline and recruiting, when it consisted of only 
sixty-four privates, assuredly three are as much 
so now it is raised to ninety. The recruits, as 
fast as they are enlisted, may be concentrated 
under the eye of the major, where they may be 
exercised and drilled, so. that when he joins the 
regiment, they will be qualified to enter the ranks 
and face the enemy. 

He expected to hear it objected that these ad- 
ditional officers were unnecessary, seeing the 
regiments were not full. He apprehended this 
objection was more specious than solid. Con- 
sidering all the circumstances in relation to the 
Army, the period when raised and how officered, 
he believed, supposing the regiments only half 
filled, it was indispensably necessary the officers 
should be constantly with them.. He was much 
mistaken if the officers were not as raw as the 
private soldiers—it was as important they should 
be familiar with those duties as they whom they 
areto command. It would be nothing short of 
butehery to send brave men into the field, under 
such circumstances, when in our power to avoid 
it. All the dollars and cents you will save 
by refusing these few additional officers would 
not be worth the life of a single man, to say 
nothing of the possible slaughter: of thousands 
without them. Of necessity our officers need in- 
struction; they should be devoted to it during 
the winter; they can be nowhere so beneficially 
employed as with their regiments on duty, Itis 
the quality, not the number of the troops, that 
secures and improves victory. ME 

One other objection he could anticipate—per- 
haps those who can sneer at the disasters and 
misfortunes of the late campaign may object that 
there is no encouragement to vote additional 
forces, seeing those which have been already 
raised have been so illy employed. It becomes 
us all to be equally faithful to our country, whe- 
ther her arms are victorious or not; it is in times 
of discomfiture that the patrios resolution and 
virtues are most needed. Itis no matter by what 
party names we are distinguished, this is our coun- 
try—ye are children of the same family, and 
oughto be brothers in a common cause. The 
„pers misfortune which befalls one portion, should sink 
money was necessarily distributed; in proportion | deep in the hearts of the others also. What mis- 
to the number of persons with whom it is in- | fortune so great as the loss of character? If we 
trusted, will be its misapplication. To remedy | shall forget our impatience under disgrace, and 
this it is proposed to appoint officers to each regi- | look back on the events that have passed, with 
ment, for that particular purpose, in no way dif- | only as much candor as becomes us, this objec- 
ferent from those already appointed, who shall|tion must vanish. Under the circumstances in 
be employed in recruiting for their respective | which it found itself, without experience, either 
regiments; these to be under the order of a major, | in itself or others to guide it, Administration 
who shall receive and be accountable for the | ought not to be censured for the bad military ap- 
issue of money and clothes for that service. The | pointments it may have made, however much it 
ranks filled, the presence of all the officers on the | may deserve, if it shall retain men in employ, 
present establishment will be indispensable, as in | when found incapable to discharge the duties in- 
our service the proportion of privates to the offi- | trusted to him. He was fearless of contradiction 
cers is greater than in any other service whatever. | in declaring, all our disasters sprung from a 

he new organization which was given to the | cause which no man in the nation could have 
Army at the last session increased the number of | anticipated. It was next to impossible any hu- 


nothing about its unconstitutional character, it 
is a miserable contrivance, perfectly nugatory, 
‘except to accomplish disappointment. Without 
a head, its operations, to say the least of them, 
begin atthe wrong end. The people.are to man- 
age the affair—to associate—to enroll themselves 
—to recommend officers. Organize a. regiment, 
it will be made up of such discordant, insubordi- 
nate materials, strangers to and ignorant of each 
other, confidence cannot exist in it; but, above 
all, the volunteer is to indent himself for three 
years for the performance of one. year’s service. 
“Repeal these acts, as the bill proposes, with a 
reservation of the rights that have accrued under 
them, and- the services to the Government of the 
men who have enrolled themselves, and, in their 
stead, authorize a corps of 20,000 men of an efficient 
regular character. When the colonels shall have 
been selected for their virtues and influence, give 
to them the selection of their officers—they can 
better judge who ought to command, and who 
can raise men in their own neighborhood, than 
the President or the Senate. This mode will 
only change the appointment of officers, from in- 
dividual members of,Congress to the colonel, 
who certainly will be more scrupulous who he 
associates with him in danger than any other can 
be: they may be safely intrusted with this power 
under the approbation of the President. With 
such a provision the corps can be raised almost 
as soon as the officers can be nominated by the 
President, approved by the Senate, and commis- 
sioned by the Secretary at War. The term of 
enlistment is, confessedly, not the most eligible 
to form soldiers; but, inasmuch as it is doubtful 
whether you can get a force sufficiently strong 
on a long period, the present is proposed. But 
for the gallant and brave patriot of the Revolution 
before him (Colonel Sruarr) he should have 
omitted to add this mode was found the most 
efficacious to raise men during the Revolutionary 
war: having been tested by experience it may be 
again relied on. 

Having shown the necessity of augmenting the 
regular forces, it was equally material to provide 
for filling the ranks, and for keeping them at their 
full complement when filled. With this view 
was the Ist section introduced. The greatest 
evil, incident to the recruiting service, results 
from the number of persons to whom the public 
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man. being could have foreseen; much less pro- 
vided against it: -It was with.pain aud reluctance 
he felt it-his duty-tospeak of an officer fallen and 
disgraced ; he wished he could:discoverany cause 
for the surrender-of: Detroityless heinous than 
treachery. or cowardice—between them he saw 
nothing to choose. «Justice will hereafter, if party 
heat denies it: now, pronounce the plan of the 
campaign, as intrusted to:General Hull, easy to 
be: accomplished. and;judicious in its objects. 
The commandant was furnished with every 
means necessary for. success— with money, men, 
petion, and munitions of war, in abundance. 

hat better mode could have been adopted, to 
prevent Indian hostility: and: intercept British 
supplies of the instruments of massacre? That 
your Army. had not been. protruded beyond the 
point with which communications could have 
been maintained, is evident from the events which 
followed. What was there to mar success? 'T'he 
commandant at Malden. needed only an apology 
to: surrender! | What if the other Hull had com- 
manded? Everything would have fallen. be- 
fore him—great science was not necessary ; cour- 
age and faithfulness would have accomplished 
everything. A train of heavy artillery was not 
required to batter a breach for the assault ; it 
was not necessary to fire a single gua—not a cart- 
ridge. need have been expended—the bayonet 
alone was adequate to have taken Malden at 
-any hour from the moment the American Army 
-crossed into Canada, till its. most shameful. re- 
treat. "The fort. was. not- enclosed—one entire 
‘side was open to assault.’ Yes,sir, had the brave 
Hull, who bore your “thunder on the mountain 
wave," directed the valor of the Army, he would 
have poured the storm of. vietory resistless on 
the foe. This black’ deed, without a battle, was 
consummated in the solicitous surrender of the 
brave corps which were hastening to his relief; 
these, too, were arrested and thrown back on the 
community, leaving the whole Western frontier 
exposed to savage inroad. Hence all our mis- 
fortunes! After this, will it be contended that 
the accidental appointment of an improper agent 
shall cause a refusal of the force necessary to 
drag our drowned honor up from the ocean of 
infamy into which it has been plunged? Im- 
possible! Economy of life and treasure call for a 
vigorous campaign—away with lifeless expe- 
dients; miserable inertness must be banished— 
zeal and energy must be infused every where. 
One protracted campaign will cost twenty-fold 
more than the expenditure now asked for. Let 
this be the signal for resolution—the first evidence 
of energetic. policy. _ Let us suppose ourselves 
leading the forlorn hope, and assume the spirit and 
vigor characteristic of such an enterprise—the 
Army will feel it—the people will feel it—dis- 
aster and disgrace will then disappear. It is to 
save the public treasure—the people’s blood ; it 
is for the reclamation of character, I ask for high 
bounties and premiums; and, so asking, I hope 
not to be denied. Ln : 

The question was then taken on filling the 
several blanks in the first bill, and carried. 


Mr. H. CLAY congratulated thecommittee and 
the nation on the-systein which had been pre- 
sented to their consideration; and the prospect of 
prosecuting the. next campaign with: a vigor 
which should insure a successful result. He 
rose at. this time, however, to propose an amend- 
ment to the bill, the object of which was to repeal 
so much of former laws as authorizes a bounty 
of land to the recruits. He was satisfied that, as 
respected the nation, this was a waste of its capi-. 
tal, without producing a single provident result. 
Asto the recruiting service, he was convinced, 
froní what he had heard, that it added scarcely 
any inducement to the recruit—that it had not àd- 
ded an hundred men to the Army. He confessed 
he had been much mistaken as to the effect it had 
been expected to produce, &c. Mr. C. added 
many remarks going to support his positions, 
stating, among other things, that the land would 
in the end get into the hands of speculators, 
and the individuals for whose benefit it was in- 
tended would derive no advantage from it. Now, ` 
that it was proposed to inerease the bounty in . 
money, he thought it would bea proper occasion 
to repeal so much of the existing lawsas allowed. 
a bounty in land, on which the recruits set gen- 
erally as much value as if it were located in the 
moon. Mr. C. concluded by making a motion 
to that effect. E. 

Mr. Troup and Mr. Braz stated objections to 
the mótion, as going to withdraw what was cer- 
tainly, in many parts of the country, an induce- 
ment to enlistments, at a time when every means 
ought to be called into action for the purpose of 
filling the ranks of the Army. 

Mr. CraY!s motion was then agreed to by the 
Committee. 

The other bill before the Committee, going 
to authorize the raising an additional force of 
twenty thousand men for one year, was then 
taken up. and the blanks therein severally filled. 

Mr. Pirxin, adverting to the provision of the 
bill which gives the appointment of officers ‘be- 
low the rank of colonel to the President alone, in- 
quired the reasons why, contrary to the general 
usage, the Senate were precluded from concur- 
rence in these appointments ? ` 

Mr: WiLLiams stated that the motive of the 
committee in proposing this provision was, to 
avoid the delay incidental to the minor appoint- 
ments, which could be much more easily and ef- 
fectually made‘by the colonéls of the regiments, 
respectively, who would be personally acquainted 
with, and responsible for, the good conduct of 
those who were appointed. 

Mr. Pirkin said it was on account of his objec- 
tions to this provision of the bill and for other 
reasons that he was about to move that the Com- 
mittee rise. The House had just been presented 
with the plan of the next campaign by the Chair- 
man of the Military Committee, (Mr. WiLLIAMS,) 
and the bills for increasing our present regular 
force to fifty-five thousand men had been to-day 
for the first time under discussion. He confessed 
for himself that he wished for a longer time to 
examine them, not only in principle but in detail; 
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state of declared. war, when we are in danger 
from every quarter, it is not expedient to delay, 
procrastinate, and "interrupt the necessary provi- 
sions to secure our safety. We were not in 1798, 
when-this provision was adopted, in a state of 
danger; we assuredly are now, and it cannot be 
less expedient now than then. . Sir, said Mr, 
W.,'Eratostratus got himself a name by having 
destroyed the Athenian temple; letit be our care 
that by our delay and procrastination we do not 
become equally: notorious in the destruction of 
our country. E : 

Mr. Prrgin said it had become very fashiona- 
ble of late to refer to the Administration of John 
Adams for precedents for measures of the present 
day. The measures to which the gentleman has 
alluded, together with many other things of that 
day, did not meet the approbation of Mr. P., nor, 
he apprehended, of the gentleman from South 
Carolina, whom, if he was not mistaken, he had 
heard inveigh against them. He considered the 
case the gentleman had quoted asa bad prece- 
dent, and would not pursue it. If it was wrong 
then, let us avoid it and do right now. Mr. P; 
moved that the Committee should: rise and ob« 
tain leave to sit again. 

Mr. Lirris opposed the motion.. The subject 
was as well understood now, as it could be in 
two or three weeks; and the gentleman was at 
liberty to propose any amendment now that he 
thought proper. : 

Mr. Rara conceived that the wise framers of 
our Constitution had intended to authorize Con- 
gress to place the power of appointing these offi- 
cers wherever they thought proper; and had not 
contemplated, in a case of-great emergency, that 
any such appointments should await the slow 
process of going through the Senate. Mr. R. 
could not conceive a greater emergency than ex- 
isted at present. He. was, therefore, willing to 
sanction the exercise of the power, and was op- 
posed to postponement. ; 

Mr. BicELow hoped the Committee would rise 
and report progress. It was true that this bill 
had been proposed some daysago, but it was only 
to-day that the intention with which the addi- 
tional force was proposed and the plan of the 
campaign had been laid before them, and it was 
impossible to examine that subjeeteorrectiy with- 
out mature deliberation. He expected to have 
heard the gentleman go farther, and | estimate 
the probable expense of the force proposed to be 
raised, and of the additional officers proposed to 
the present army. Thereis also another import- 
ant consideration, said Mr. B. I was glad to hear 
the gentleman say his object was to effect a peace 
with Great Britain. If that be his object, it is 
proper to inquire whether this be the most prob- 
able mode of obtaining peace. I believe Great 
Britain would be more likely to make peace, if 
she were satisfied that our measures were adopted 
with prudence, caution, and due deliberation. 
She will be much more. satisfied of your ability 
to maintain your rights if you do not attempt 
more than you can effect. Is it to be expected 
that Great Britain, powerful as she is, is to be in- 


he hoped that.two days at least would be spent in. 

Committee of the Whole on a subject so all-im- 

portant to the vital interests of the nation. Mr. 

P. particularly objected to the provision giving 

the appointment of inferior officers to the Presi- 

dent exclusively. The gentleman had told the 

House these officers were in fact to be appointed 
' by the colonels; and that if they were virtuous 

the power would be well lodged. Sir, said Mr. 
P., has not the gentleman this day told you that 
one of your Generals was either a traitor or a 
coward? Suppose the colonel of a regiment was 
such a man, eould you trust the appointment of 
your officers to him? You would not. . For this 
reason I would prefer the appointment residing 
in the officers heretofore designated for the pur- 
pose. There may not be so much despateh as in 
the mode now proposed, because it is not in the 
nature of our Government to be rapid in its move- 
ments. Despatch is the virtue of despotism, but 
caution and deliberation are the virtues of Re- 
publican Government, There is much more dan- 
ger in giving the President the power of appoint- 
ing military officers, than there would be in giv- 
ing him the power of appointing civil officers. 
You may next say, sir, that the President shall 
appoint all military officers. Give him an army 
of an hundred thousand men, with officers of his 
appointment, and who will say that he shall sub- 
mit to re-election every four years? The Presi- 
dent of the United States has now more power 
than is consistent with the simplicity of Repub- 
lican Government. If this Government ever be 
wrecked, it will be on the rock of Presidential 
power. lam not for arming him, who already 
possesses too much, with more powers. It is the 
patronage from immense standing armies that I 
fear. Iask the gentleman, whether raising such 
armies, and giving power to the President of the 
United States to appoint the officers, be not sap- 
ping the foundation of. the Government? It is 
in time of wars and convulsions that power is 
improperly vested in men; and when they have 
thus obtained the power, it has been found diffi- 
cult in peace to divest them of it. Iaskifa 
Burr, or a person of like disposition, had been put 
at the head of this immense military force, with 
the power of appointing all his officers, where 
would be the liberties of this people? I would 
stop the project in limine—I would resist it at 
the threshold, I do hope the Committee, for 
this and other reasons, will rise, and spend at least 
another day in Committee of the Whole on this 
subject. 

Mr. Wiuutams said he was surprised to hear 
the gentleman talk of resisting the principle at 
the threshold. "This principle, Mr. W. said, 
was not new. 'The law which he held in his 
hand, passed in the year 1798, gave the President, 
besides the power to commission officers, so much 
objected to by the gentleman, the power to call 
into service and commission any number of com- 
panies he thought proper. Mr. W. perfectly ap- 
preciated (he said) the observations of the gen- 
tleman about limiting Executive power; but he 
thought the gentleman would admit that in a. 
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timidated to. make..peace by such measures as 
these? „Will they tend-to give her any greater 
idea of our power than: she now has? I appre- 
hend not, sir. I apprehend that if Great Britain 
sees. we dre adopting-wise and-pradent measures; 


à g^ 
that, instead of invading her-tetritories our care |. 


is to ‘provide for events, guard our frontier from 
attack, and attack her only. where we can injure 
her, she will: be. much more likely than now to 
suppose Our war will be effectually prosecuted. 
These are important considerations, which ought 
to be duly weighed before we go out of Commit- 
tee of the Whole on this subject. For these rea- 
sons, sir, I am in favor of the Committee’s rising, 
witha view to sit again on the subject. 

The question was taken on the Committee’s 
rising, and negatived—.51 to 43. í 

Mr. TarLMADGE moved to strike out the sec- 
tion of the bill which directs the manner in which 
the company officers shall be appointed. He said 
he had. hoped that the Committee would have 
risen and given at least one day for consideration; 
that they would have maturely weighed and de- 
liberately made up their minds on this question. 
It is true that, in 1798, there was a power given 
to the President of the United States to appoint 
all officers for ten thousand men under the rank 
of field officers; but the appointment of all field 
officers was retained to the President and Senate. 
Mr. T. said. he knew how perfectly easy it was 
to go on step by step, and yield power till it all 
passed out of our hands. The argument now is 
a plea of urgency. What was the case in 1798? 
Not the same as now. Congress had been: mak- 
ing preparations on the contingency of war. The 
language of the law which has been referred to 
is to this effect: in case of war being declared 
by any foreign Power, or the country actually 
invaded, then the President shall have the power 
of appointing these officers. Such a provision 
was very different from that now proposed. Mr. 
T. was also opposed to this section in the bill, be- 
cause he would not. pass a bill. going, as far as in 
the: power of this House, to take away the power 
of appointment from the Senate. It was a disre- 
spsot ie would not offer to them, to call upon 
them. to ratify a law .depriving themselves of a 
powerthey haveuniformly possessed and exercised. 

Phe question was taken on Mr. TALLMADGE!'s 
motion to strike out the section; and lost. 

The Conimittee rose and reported the two bills 

and the House adjourned. ; : 


WzpNESsSDAY, December 30. 

Mr. CurrTENDEN presented a bill for the relief 
of Royal Converce ; which was read twice, and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole on F'ri- 
day next. - ] : : 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter. 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a report of the Director of the Mint, containing 
the result of the assays of foreign gold and silver 
coins made current by theact of the 16th of April, 
1806; which was referred to the Committee of 
Ways and. Means, . : 


7 ADDITIONAL MILITARY FORCE. . 

‘The House resumed the consideration of the 
report of the Committee of the Whole on the two 
bills yesterday considered. The first bill which 
came under consideration was the following: `` 

Resolved. by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America, in Congrese 
assembled, That the President of the United States " 
be and he is hereby authorized, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint one ad- 
ditional major to the first regiment of light dragoons, . 
the regiment of light artillery, each regiment of infan~ 
try, and the rifle regiment, in the Army of the United 
States, who shall receive the like pay, rations, forage, 
and other emoluments, as officers of the same grade 
and corps of the present Military Establishment. 

- Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That there be 
appointed, in manner aforesaid, one third lieutenant 
to each troop or company in the Army of the United 
States, who, if of cavalry or light dragoons, shall re- 
ceive the monthly pay of thirty dollars; and if of 
other corps twenty-three dollars, and be allowed the 
same forage, rations, and other. emoluments, as sec- 
ond lieutenants of the same corps to which they. 
belong. 1 : 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That there be 
allowed to each troop or company in the Army of the 
United States, one additiorial sergeant, who shall rc- 
ceive the like pay, clothing, rations, and other emol» 
uments, as sergeants of the present Military Estab- 
lishment. . 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, ‘That, in order 
to complete the present Military Establishment to the 
full number authorized by law, with: the greatest pos- 
sible despatch, there shall be paid (in lieu of the boun- 
ty in money heretofore allowed) to each effective able- 
bodied man who shall be duly enlisted into the service 
of the United States, to serve for the term of five years, 
or during the war, a bounty of dollars ; but the 
payment of /wenty dollars of the said bounty shall be 
deferred until he shall be mustered, and have joined 
some military corps of the United States for. service; 
and a bounty of one hundred and sixty acres of land, 
as heretofore established by law. DE 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the com- 
missioned officers, who shall be employed in the re- 
cruiting service, shall be entitled to receive, for every 
effective able-bodied man, who shall shall be duly en- 
listed by them for the term of five years, or during the 
war, and mustered, and between the ages of eighteen 
and forty-five years, the sum of five dollars: Provided, 
nevertheless, That this regulation, so far as respects 
the age of recruits, shall not extend to musicians, or to- 
those soldiers who may re-enlist into the service: And 
provided, also, That no person under the age of twen- 
ty-one years shall be enlisted by any officer, or held in 


| the service of the United States, without the consent, 


in writing, of his parent, guardian, or master, first had 
and obtained, if any he have; and if any officer shall 
enlist any person contrary to the true intent and mean- 
ing of this act, for. every such offence he shall forfeit 
and pay the amount of the bounty and clothing which 
the person so recruited may have received from the 
public, to be deducted out of the pay and emolument 
of such officer. 

The firstamendment reported by the Commit- 
iee went to repeal so much of former acts as al- 
lows a bounty in land in addition to the bounty 
in money. 
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The concurrence in the amendment was op- 
posed by Messrs. Gronpy, TALIAFERRO, Finp- 
LEY, RHEA, Bieg, Troup, and Desna; and sup- 
ported by Messrs. Srow and BAKER. 

The-nrguments on the one hand were, general- 


ly, that the experiment of a bounty of land, even: 


ifof doubtful expediency, had not been sufficiently 
tested by practice to authorize its abandonment ; 
that although, as had been stated, it might not 
have operated in some parts of the country to 
encourage enlistments; in others, it had been a 
main inducement; and those opposed to the 
amendment deemed it proper to offer every prac- 
ticable facility to enlistments. On the other 
hand, it was said that this bounty in land was no 
inducement to. enlistments, in any degree com- 
pared with its intrinsic value ; that it was, there- 
fore, an improvident expenditure of the public 
resources, especially when the bounty should 
have been increased, as it probably would be, to 
forty dollars. 

The amendment was, in the end, negatived by 
a large majority. 

Mr. Pearson, in the course of the discussion, 
asked for information on the subject of the num- 
ber of men now enlisted, &c. 

Mr. WitLiAMs said, in reply, that the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs had been furnished with 
information on this head by the proper Depart- 
ment; but had deemed it would be prejudicial 
to the publie service to lay it in detail before the 
publie. It was, however, free to the inspection 
of every gentleman in the House who chose to 
consult the documents. 

Mr. Pearson said it was because the informa- 
tion was not public, and he wished to consult the 
documents, that he was not now prepared to vote 
on this subject. He could not see the necessity 
for appointing additional officers to the Army, 
when it was evident many of those already in 
service had not men to command. He there- 
fore moved to postpone the further consideration 
ofthe bill to Monday. The motion was nega- 
tived. 

Tbe next question was on filling the blank for 
the increased bounty with forty dollars. This 
question was decided in the affirmative—yeas 69, 
nays 40, as follows: 

Yeas—Willis Alston, jun., Stevenson Archer, Dan- 
icl Avery, Ezckicl Bacon, David Bard, William Bar- 
nett, Burwell Bassett, William W. Bibb, William 
Blackledge, Robert Brown, William A. Burwell, Wil- 
liam Butler, John C. Calhoun, Francis Carr, Langdon 
Cheves, Matthew Clay, Jas. Cochran, William Craw- 
ford, Richard Cutts, Roger Davis, Joseph Desha, Sam- 
uel Dinsmore, Elias Earle, William Findley, James 
Fisk, Meshack Franklin, Edwin Gray, Isaiah L. 
Green, Felix Grundy, Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, John 
A. Harper, Aylett Hawes, John M. Hyneman, Joseph 
Kent, William R. King, Peter Little, Aaron Lyle, 
William McCoy, Samuel McKee, Arunah Metcalf, 
Samuel L. Mitchill, Jeremiah Morrow, Anthony New, 
Thomas Newton, Stephen Ormsby, Israel Pickens, 
James Pleasants, jun. Benjamin Pond, William M. 
Richardson, Thomas B. Robertson, John Rhea, John 
Roane, Jonathan Roberts, Ebenezer Sage, Lemuel 
Sawyer, John Sevier, Adam Seybert, Samuel Shaw, 


George Smith, Silas Stow, William Strong, John Tali- 
aferro, George M. Troup, Charles Turner, jr., Robert 
Whitehill, David R. Williams, William Widgery, and 
Richard Winn. ; 

Nays—John Baker, Abijah Bigelow, Harmanus 
Bleecker, Adam Boyd,.James Breckenridge, Elijah 
Brigham, Epaphroditus Champion, Martin Chitten. 
den, Thomas B. Cooke, John Davenport, junior, Wil- 
liam Ely, James Emott, Asa Fitch, Thomas R. Gold, 
Jacub Hufty, Richard Jackson, jun., Lyman Law, Jo- 
seph Lewis, jr., Nathaniel Macon, George C. Maxwell, 
Archibald MeBryde, Jonathan O. Moseley, Thomas 
Newbold, Joseph Pearson, Elisha R. Potter, Josiah 
Quincy John Randolph, William Reed, Henry M. 
Ridgely, William Rodman, Daniel Sheffey, Richard 
Stanford, Philip Stuart, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel 
Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Pierre Van Cortlandt, 
Laban Wheaton, Leonard White, and Thomas Wilson. 


The other blanks were filled by the Words, as 
inserted in ths above copy of the bill, in italic. 

Mr. Euy then moved to strike out the three 
first sections of the bill, for the reason that he 
could not see the, necessity of appointing addi- 
tional offieers, when it was evident that more 
were now in service than could be employed. 

Mr. WirLtAMs and Mr. Desna replied that, as 
was stated yesterday, these officers had become 
necessary for the recruiting service, as the ser- 
vices of the present officers would be necessary 
with their respective regiments. As to the lieu- 
tenants, when the companies consisted of no more 
than sixty-four men, two lieutenants had been 
considered necessary ; and now that the compa- 
nies were increased to ninety, no objection could 


-| be made toa third, which had become necessary. 


Mr. GorbssoRovcH having called for a divis- 
ion of the question, the question was first taken 
on striking out the first section; and decided in 
the negative—yeas 34, nays 75, as follows: . 

Yzas—Abijah Bigelow, Harmanus Bleecker, Adam 
Boyd, James Breckenridge, Elijah Brigham, Epaphro- 
ditus Champion, Martin Chittenden, William Craw- 
ford, John Davenport, junior, William Ely, James 
Emott, Asa Fitch, Thomas R.. Gold, Jacob Hufty, 
Richard Jackson, junior, Lyman Law, Joseph Lew- 
is, jr., Jonathan O. Moseley, Joseph Pearson, Timothy 
Pitkin, jr Elisha R. Potter, Josiah Quincy, William 
Reed, William Rodman, Daniel Sheffey, Richard Stan- 
ford, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin 
Tallmadge, Pierre Van Cortlandt, Laban Wheaton, 
Leonard White, William Widgery, and Thomas 
Wilson. ] 

Naxs—Willis Alston, jr., Stevenson Archer, Daniel 
Avery, Ezekiel Bacon, David Bard, William Barnett, 
Burwell Bassett, William W. Bibb, William Black- 
ledge, Robert Brown, William A. Burwell, William 
Butler, John C. Calhoun, Francis Carr, Langdon 
Cheves, Matthew Clay, James Cochran, John Glop- 
ton, Thomas B. Cooke, Richard Cutts, Roger Davis, 
Joseph Desha, Samuel Dinsmoor, Elias Earle, William 
Findley, James Fisk, Meshack Franklin, Charles 
Goldsborough, Edwin Gray, Isaiah L. Green, Felix 
Grundy, Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, John A. Harper, 
Aylett Hawes, John M. Hyneman, Joseph Kent, Wil- 
liam R. King, Abner Lacock, Peter Little, Aaron 
Lyle, Nathaniel Macon, George C. Maxwell, Archi- 
bald McBryde, William McCoy, Samuel McKee, Aru- 
nah Metcalf, Samuel L. Mitchill, Jeremiah Morrow, 
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Anthony New, Stephen Ormsby, Israel Pickens, Jas. 
Pleasants, jr., Benjamin Pond, William M. Richard- 
son, Henry M. Ridgely, Thomas B. Robertson, John 
Rhea, John Roane, Jonathan Roberts, Ebenezer Sage, 
Thomas Sammons, Lemuel Sawyer, John Sevier, Adam 
Seybert, George Smith, Silas Stow, William Strong, 
John Taliaferro, George M. Troup, Charles Turner, 
ir, Robert Whitehill, David R. Williams, and Richard 
inn. ^C HE 


The question was then on striking out the 
second and third sections, and decided in the 
negative—yeas 42, nays 66, as follows: ` 


Yxas—John. Baker, David Bard, Abijah Bigelow, 
Harmanus Bleecker, Adam Boyd, James Breckenridge, 
Elijah Brigham, William A. Burwell, Epaphroditus 
Champion, Martin Chittenden, Thomas B. Cooke, 
William Crawford, William Ely, James Emott, Asa 
Fitch, Thomas R..Gold, Charles Goldsborough, Edwin 
Gray, Jacob Hufty, John M. Hyneman, Richard Jack- 
son, jr, Lyman Law, Joseph Lewis jr., George C. 
Maxwell, Jonathan O. Moseley, Joseph Pearson, Timo- 
thy Pitkin, jr., Elisha R. Potter, Josiah Quincy, John 
Randolph, William Reed, William Rodman, Daniel 
Sheffey, Richard Stanford, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel 
Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Uri Tracy, Laban 


Wheaton, Leonard White, William Widgery, and | 


Thomas Wilson. 

Naxs—Willis Alston, jr., Stevenson Archer, Daniel 
Avery, William Barnett, Burwell Bassett, William W. 
Bibb, William Blackledge, Robert Brown, Wm. But- 
Jer; John C. Calhoun, Francis Carr, Langdon Cheves, 
Matthew Clay, Jas. Cochran, John Clopton, Richard 
Cutts, Roger Davis, Jos. Desha, Samuel Dinsmoor, Elias 
Earle, William Findley, James Fisk, Meshack Frank- 
lin, Isaiah L. Green, Felix Grundy, Bolling Hall, 
Obed Hall, John A. Harper, Aylett Hawes, Joseph 
Kent, William R. King, Abner Lacock, Peter Little, 
Aaron Lyle, Nathaniel Macon, Thomas Moore, Archi- 
bald McBryde, William McCoy, Samuel McKee, Sam- 
uel L. Mitchill, Jeremiah Morrow, Anthony New, 
Thomas Newton, Stephen Ormsby, Israel Pickens, 
James Pleasants, jr., Benjamin Pond, Henry M. Ridge- 
ly, Thomas B. Robertson, John Rhea, John Roane, 
Jonathan Roberts, Ebenezer Sage, Thomas Sammons, 
Lemuel Sawyer, John Sevier, Adam Seybert, Samuel 
Shaw, George Smith, William Strong, John Taliafer- 
ro, George M. Troup, Charles Turner, jr., Robert 
Whitehill, David R. Williams, and Richard Winn. 


The question was then taken on engrossment 
of the bill for a third reading, and passed in the 
affirmative—yeas 70, nays 37, as follows: 

Yxas— Willis Alston, jr., Stevenson Archer, Daniel 
Avery, Ezekiel Bacon, David Bard, William Barnett, 
Burwell Bassett, William W. Bibb, William Black- 
ledge, Robert Brown, William A. Burwell, William 
Butler, John C. Calhoun, Francis Carr, Langdon 
Cheves, Matthew Clay, James Cochran, John Clop- 
ton, William Crawford, Richard Cutts, Roger Davis, 
Joseph Desha, Samuel Dinsmoor, Elias Earle, William 
Findley, James Fisk, Meshack Franklin, Charles 
Goldsborough, Isaiah L. Green, Felix Grundy, Bolling 
Hall, Obed Hall, John A. Harper, Aylett Hawes, John 
M. Hyneman, Joseph Kent, William R. King, Abner 
Lacock, Peter Little, Aaron Lyle, Nathaniel Macon, 
Thomas Moore, William McCoy, Samuel McKee, 
Samuel L. Mitchill, Jeremiah Morrow, Anthony New, 
"Thomas Newton, Stephen Ormsby, Israel Pickens, 
James Pleasants, jun. Benjamin Pond, William M. 


Richardson, Thomas B. Robertson, John Rhea, John 
Roane, Jonathan Roberts, Ebenezer Sage, Thos. Sam- 
mons, John Sevier, Adam Seybert, George Smith, John 
Taliaferro, Uri Tracy, George M. Troup, Charles 
Turner, junior, Robert Whitehill, David R. Williams, 
William Widgery, and Richard Winn. 

Naxs—John Baker, Abijah Bigelow, Harmanus 
Bleecker, Adam Boyd, James Breckenridge, Elijah 
Brigham, Epaphroditus Champion, Martin Chittenden, 
John Davenport, jr, William Ely, James Eniott, Thos. 
R. Gold, Edwin Gray, Jacob Hufty, Richard Jackson, 
jr, Lyman Law, Joseph Lewis, jr., George C. Max- 
well, Archibald McBryde, Jonathan O. Moseley, Thos. 
Newbold, Joseph Pearson, Timothy Pitkin, jr., Elisha 
R. Potter, Josiah Quincy, John Randolph, William 
Reed, Henry M. Ridgely, William Rodman, Daniel 
Sheffey, Richard Stanford, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel 
Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Laban Wheaton, Leon- 
ard White, and Thomas Wilson, 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for.a 
third reading. 


The House then proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the report of the Committee of the Whole 
on the other bill reported by the committee, enti- 
tled * A bill in agdition to the act to raise an ad- 
ditional military force, and for other purposes"— 
the first section of which is as follows: 

Be ii enacted, &c., That, in addition to the present 
Military Establishment of the United States, there be 
raised twenty regiments of infantry, to be enlisted for 
the term of one year, unless sooner discharged. 

[The remainder of the bill is mere detail; the 
bounty on enlistment sixteen dollars.] 

Mr. Gor» said this was a bill involving ques- 
tions of great importance, as well in principle as 
in its details. There was one feature especially of 
the bill which required mature consideration ; he 
alluded to the limited period of service of the pro- 
posed additional force. There was no pressing 
emergency to hurry the bill; and he, therefore, 
moved to postpone the further consideration of it 
to Monday. : 

Mr. Quincy enforced the. propriety of post- 
ponement. In relation to the bill just ordered to 
a third reading, though he did not approve of 
many of its principles, he had not objected to it, 
not being disposed to be unnecessarily captious. 
But the bill now under consideration was of a 
very different character from that. It proposed 
to augment our military force by the addition of 
20,000 men: It would not be pretended, he said, 
that the postponement of this bill for a week 
would materially affect the operations of the 
Government. It could not be pretended that the 
bill was not connected with the great relations of 
the country. On the contrary, Mr. Q. said, it 
opened the whole scope of the argument on the 
great questions growing out of the present war, 
and the manner in which it had been, and was 
proposed to be, conducted. He said that to prove 
it he need only refer to the observations made by 
the gentleman from South Carolina, who stated 
what proportion of force was destined by the 
Government against one or another quarter— 
against Halifax, and against the Floridas. [Mr. 
WinLrAMs explained, that he had spoken not of 
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; ; 
the Floridas, but the Florida frontier.] Be that 
as it might, Mr. Q. said, it was evident that this 
bill, and the questions resulting from it, were ne- 
cessarily the great questions of the session; that 
these questions touched the whole course of the 
Administration ; that they had relation to the 
present cbaracter and future prospects of the 
country. The bill had been brought on the tapis 
but last Monday, and, not having had an oppor- 
tunity to examine ithe was for one unprepared 
to act on the subject. But it was not from per- 
sonal considerations that he asked for time, but 
from the general duty which he owed to his con- 
stituents, which impelled him to require further 
time to examine the whole bearing of the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. Fisx said that he was among the number 
of those who ardently hoped the motion would 
not prevail. If on this bill all the relations of 
this country were to be brought into discussion, 
the stronger was the reason for immediately en- 
tering upon it; for, calculating on past experi- 
ence, the discussion would transcend reasonable 
limits, and procrastinate unnecessarily. the pas- 
sage of the bill. The House colild not have for- 
gotten that it had been intimated from the other 
side of the House at the last session, that the 
majority were not serious in their declared inten- 
tion to go to war, because the force they proposed 
to raise was not adequate to the object. The 
proposition now before the House was intended 
to procure an immediate addition to our mili- 
tary force. If the recent scenes on the frontier 
of New York had not been sufficient to prompt 
gentlemen to lend their aid to retrieve the char- 
acter of the nation, no argument from this side 
of the House could be expected to have influ- 
ence, If this bill even were to pass without un- 
dergoing the wide discussion the gentleman from 
Massachusetts anticipated, the gentleman need 
not be at a loss to find an opportunity to discuss 
the subject on another occasion. 

Mr. Gorn said he was surprised the gentle- 
man had not abstained from the allusion he had 
made to the frontier of New York. "That fron- 
tier, Mr. G, said, was now a victim to the unfor- 
tunate policy which had dictated a premature 
declaration of war. Instead of advancing to 
the object for which war has been avowedly de- 
clared, we were every moment receding from it. 
Twelve months had been thought sufficient time 
for its accomplishment at the last session; and it 
would now take three times as long as any one 
could then have supposed it would. Mr. G. 
wished further time for consideration. After the 
disaster on disaster which had taken place, it 
was time to look about us, and see that he mea- 
sures now proposed were calculated to redeem 
our affairs on the frontiers from the calamitous 
situation in which they now stand. The bill 
just passed upon would answer every present 
emergency, and give more time for mature con- 
sideration of that now before the House. 

Mr. Troup said he would have no objection to 
graut the postponement asked by the gentlemen, 
(Messrs. Goto and Quincy,) if their object was 


consistent with that of the committee. The ob- 
ject of the committee was to combine a union of 
council and energy of action in favor of the 
war. Thenext campaign must be opened with 
vigor, and prosecuted to success. With this 
view, the committee had presented a system; 
genilemen might, il they pleased, call it a sys- 
tem of the Executive. They submitted it to the 
House, notas the very best which it was possible 
for human ability to devise, but the best which, 
under .all circumstances, they were able to pre- 
sent; they asked gentlemen on the opposite side 
to take it, not word for word, as it was submitted, 
but to take it for as much as it was worth ; to 
amend it if defective; to substitute one in lieu 
of it if radically wrong. Their argument would 
be listened to with pleasure—their amendment 
or substitute respectfully considered. But the 
motion to postpone was inadmissible, because the 
motive was incorrect; procrastination in the 
present state of the country was death. Gentle- 
men would neither amend the system with a 
view to make it better, nor would they substitute 
one in lieu of it. They were opposed to the war; 
they disavowed any responsibility for its origin, 
progress, or consequences—it was a war of wick- 
edness against innocence. Gentlemen had ex- 
pressly said so; they would not give you a dol- 
lar ora man to carry it on. Yet are we asked to 
postpone the bill—to hear the argument—to risk 
the loss of another campaign. If there be any- 
thing which can endanger the system, it is delay. 
A week or a day is of great importance. Itisa Par- 
liamentary rule, that he who is radically opposed 
to a bill shall not amend it. It isa good rule that 
he who is opposed to the war shall not plan the 
campaign. A gentleman on the opposite side of 
the House (Mr. Porrer) had said, in a spirit of 
frankness and candor which did him honor, that 
having opposed the war he was opposed to the 
ways and means of conducting it, and therefore 
to every object of expenditure connected with it— 
to a navy, an army, and everything else. He 
was happy to find, however, that there were some 
gentlemen on the same side of the House who 
would not act with him; who would not sacri- 
fice the country to the passions of party. Mr. 
T. only asked that the majority, to whom the re- 
sponsibility attached, should be permitied to pro- 
ceed in furaishing the Executive with the means 
of conducting the war. 

Mr. Quincey said the gentleman from Ver- 
mont had been well answered by the gentleman 
from New York. It was extraordinary indeed 
that he should have brought into view the objec- 
tion made last session on this side of the House, 
that the war was premature. Was not that ob- 
jection made good? Had not experience proved 
the objection valid? Did not the present bill 
present further evidence of it? If gentlemen 
had attended to those arguments at a former ses- 
sion, we should not have gone to war until we 
were prepared, and there would have been no 
necessity for this bill. The honorable gentle- 
man from Georgia, said Mr. Q., chose to inti- 
mate that our motives are not correct in wishing 
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postponement; : If the gentleman. meant-to inti- 
mate that we were opposed -to war, and that this 
opiuion. of ours was incorrect, we certainly are 
opposed to war. But: the question now under 
consideration has. no. bearing: on. that point. It 
concerns our relations. with: our constituents ; 
which. demand that we should. have an opportu- 
nity to canvass the merits of the bill. As to the 
proposed. bill, would it not be a fair argument in 
opposition to it.thaf. the description of force it 
embraces is incompetent to its object? Is it not 
competent to'show that the whole statement 
made. by the gentleman from South Carolina is 
erroneous, and that these men will not be ade- 
quate to tle purposes in view? We are now 
about establishing or sanctioning the whole prin- 

ciple of the next campaign, and gentlemen are 
for deciding it instantaneously. Is this correct ? 
I appeal to gentleman themselves—their sense of 
propriety; of character, of duty. I shall hold 
myself perfectly discharged from all obligation 
to debate such abill, if its decision be pressed at 
this moment. There can be but one apology for 
this haste; that this whole bill is a sham fire, to 
raise a great smoke, to hide a retreat, If that be 
the object, your haste and hurry is-wise. If this 
bill be pressed. through as proposed, without al- 
lowing time for deliberation, it will be viewed in 
that light by the nation. 1f gentlemen wish to 
‘catry on war to effect, they must carry with them 
the minds of intelligent people, who must first 
be convinced that your means are adequate to 
the end, the instrument to the purpose. How 
ean it be so considered, when tliose who have à 
right to debate the subject are precluded. the 
opportunity? No such course of proceeding is 
known in.the British Parliament. Questions of 
great moment are always postponed for investi- 
gation; the day for discussion is previously fixed, 
and those who choose to discuss the great princi- 
ples of the pending question have a right to do 
so. But here the wish to postpone is represented 
as the result of a factious spirit. Mr. Q. said he 
considered the moiion he had made as what he 
had aright to demand; that this was a subject 
which of all others peculiarly required discus- 
sion, viz: whether 20,000 men should be added 
to our regular army, when no man pretended to 
say that our present ranks were half filled. He 
did not intend to have touched the merits of the 
bill now; but he did, he said, wish for an oppor- 
tunity to test the merits of the bill not only be- 
fore the House but before the community. 

Mr. Rara said, if he thought that an allow- 
ance of a few days to the gentleman was likely 
to produce conviction on the gentleman's mind, 
he should be very ready to give it. But hesaw 
no probability of such an event. The necessity 
of this bill, he said, had growu out of the defects 
of a system on which gentlemen had wished to 
rely for everything, but which great pains had 
been taken to render inoperative. As to the Brit- 
ish Parliament, Mr. R. said that he had always 
understood, they went through ‘every subject at 
one sitting ; and he had no objection, fur his part, 
as it met the gentleman's approbation, to follow 


their example.- If the bill, indeed, was nothing 
but à sham fire, the sooner it was got out of the 
way the better. He was willing to take his share. 
of responsibility for its passage, and if it was so 
terrible a thing, the sooner the. nation saw and 
remedied the evil, the better. He was willing to 
run the risk. As to sham. fire, he did not know 
what it was; it was something like the land in: 
the moon,. which had been spoken: of in debate; 
invisible and not understood, because inaccessible 
to man’s comprehension.. ZE » 

Mr. WirLtAMs said he did not feel himself au- 
thorized to-require, but he should be glad that the 
gentleman would favor the House with an ex- 
planation of what he meant by comparing this 
bill to a sham fire, &c. à : 

Mr. Quincy said he would explain with pleas- 
ure. He had not said such was the character of 
the bill, but that it would be so considered if hur- 
ried through in this way.. Did gentleman sup- 
pose the passage of such a bill as this was to af- 
fect the opinions of people across the Atlantic 2 
No; such persons would look at our ways and 
means. The nerve of war is money. When you 
exhibit it, said he, you may produce some effect 
on the mind of your antagonists. But no man 
has yet shown how the ways and means are to 
be provided. Your bill will be consideréd a mere 
sham in those countries habituated to the expenses 
of wars, if you do not first exhibit the ways and 
means to carry it into operation. .I object to the 
bill, at this time, because if the honor of the coun- 
try is to be maintained, it must. be‘on solid prin- 
ciples, growing out of an ample provision of rev- 
enue. After that object be effected, it will be 
time to go into other considerations. 

Mr. Q. concluded by saying that he hoped this 
explanation would be satisfactory to the gentle- 
man from South Carolina. : 

Mr. Wiuitams.—Not exactly, sir. I believe 
there is something in the gentleman’s bosom, 
which he has not explained. I believe, sir, that 
the gentleman thinks that the administration of 
the Government are as. perfectly satisfied as we 
are, that the system. on which the war has here- 
tofore been conducted, is not to be relied on ; that 
they are determined that the inertness which: has 
heretofore pervaded everything shall cease, and 
that a system of energy and perseverance shall be 
substituted. I believe, sir, that the gentleman has 
discovered that we are disposed to offer such 
terms to Great Britain, as, should she resist them, 
would compel the gentleman and his friends to 
come out and support the war; that there isa 
disposition, by yielding certain minor points in 
controversy, to place our relations with Great 
Britain on such a footing as to abolish all oppo- 
sition to the war, if she refuse to accommodate 
with us. I did hope, sir, to have drawn this 
knowledge aud belief from the gentleman; I did 
hope he would have been more candid, and ex- 
plained what he meant by calling this bill a sham 
fire, but I was mistaken. 

Mr. Macon said, if the gentleman who had 
made the motion to postpone, wished for time to 
prepare amendments to the bill, he was willing 
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to accord it. But when postponement is asked; 
the mover ought to show cause for it. On ques- 
tions affecting the means of carrying on a war, a 
speedy decision seems proper, unless good grounds 
appear for delay. As to the British Parliament, 
every question was there discussed and decided 
in one evening; for there they always went into 
debate after dinner, and then their speeches were 
inspired by their wine. In this country the prac- 
tice was different, but much greater opportunity 
for debate was afforded. EEE e 

Mr. Gorp said he did wish to move amend- 
ments. He had an objection to the shortness of 
the term of service proposed, viz: one year; and 
he wished the bill postponed to prepare amend- 
ments. 

Mr. Macon said that the gentleman and him- 
self exactly agreed in the objection to the bill; 
put itrequired no great consideration to move to 
strike out “one? and insert “five” years. So 
that that reason was not adequate for postpone- 
ment. 


The question was then taken on postponement, 
and negatived—yeas 40, nays 71, as follows: 

Yzas—Abijah Bigelow, Harmanus Bleecker, James 
Breckenridge, Elijah Brigham, Epaphroditus Cham- 

ion, Martin Chittenden, Thomas B. Cooke, John 

avenport, jr, William Ely, James Emott, Asa Fitch, 
Thomas R. Gold, Charles Goldsborough, Jacob Hufty, 
Richard Jackson, junior, Lyman Law, Joseph Lewis, 
junior, George C. Maxwell, Archibald McBryde, Jona- 
than O. Moseley, Thomas Newbold, Joseph Pearson, 
Timothy Pitkin, jun., Elisha R. Potter, Josiah Quincy, 
John Randolph, William Reed, Henry M. Ridgely, 
William Rodman, Daniel Sheffey; Richard Stanford, 
Silas Stow, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Ben- 
jamin Tallmadge, Uri Tracy, Pierre Van Cortlandt, 
Laban Wheaton, Leonard White, and Thomas Wil- 
gon. 

Naxs—Willis Alston, jun., Stevenson Archer, Dan- 
iel Avery, Ezekiel Bacon, David Bard, William Bar- 
nett, Burwell Bassett, William W. Bibb, William Black- 
ledge, Robert Brown, William A. Burwell, William 
Butler, John C. Calhoun, Francis Carr, Langdon 
Cheves, Matthew Clay, James Cochran, John Clopton, 
William Crawford, Richard Cutts, Roger Davis, Jo- 
seph Desha, Samuel Dinsmoor, Elias Earle, William 
Findley, James Fisk, Meshack Franklin, Edwin Gray, 
Isaiah L. Green, Felix Grundy, Bolling Hall, Obed 
Hall, John A. Harper, Aylett Hawes, John M. Hyne- 
man, Joseph Kent, William R. King, Abner Lacock, 
Peter Little, Aaron Lyle, Nathaniel Macon, Thomas 
Moore, William McCoy, Samuel L. Mitchill, Jere- 
miah Morrow, Thomas Newton, Stephen Ormsby, 
Israel Pickens, James Pleasants, jun., Benjamin Pond, 
Thomas B. Robertson, John Rhea, John Roane, Jon- 
athan Roberts, Ebenezer Sage, Thomas Sammons, 
Lemuel Sawyer, Ebenezer Seaver, John Sevier, Adam 
Seybert, Samuel Shaw, George Smith, William Strong, 
John Taliaferro, George M. Troup, Charles Turner, 
jun, Robert Whitehill, David R. Williams, William 
Widgery, and Richard Winn. 


DEATH OF MR. SMILIE. 


So soon as this decision was declared— 

Mr. FinpLEv rose.—[It is my melancholy duty, 
said he, to announee to this House that my ven- 
erable colleague and old friend and associate, 


Jonn SmiLIE, is no more. He departed this lifeat 
two o’clock this afternoon. : ; 

.A committee was. then appointed to superin- 
tend the funeral of the deceased, consisting of 
Messrs. Finptey, Lvrg, Brown, Roserts, Da- 
vis, Lacock, and HYNEMAN. 

A resolution was unanimously adopted, re- 
questing each member of the House, in testimony 
of their respect to the memory of Jonn MILIE, 
to wear crape on the left arm for one month. 

And, on motion of Mr. Fires, the House then 
adjourned. 


` Tuurspay, December 31. 

On motion of Mr. FINDLEY, 

Resolved, unanimously, That the members of 
this House will attend the funeral of the late 
Joun Smit, this day, at two o'clock. ` 

Resolved, That a message be sent to the Senate 
to notify them of the death of Joun SMiILIE, late 
a member of this House, and that his funeral will 
take place at two o'clock, this day. 

And then the House adjourned. 


Frivay, January 1, 1813. - 

Mr. Baxer presented a petition of Michael Me- 
Kewan, of Virginia, praying compensation for 
the loss of a negro man, ia the service of the 
United States, in the Revolutionary Army, and 
for two wagons and eight horses, and sundry other 
articles furnished to the United States during the 
Revolutionary war.—Referred to the Committee 
of Claims. 

Mr. McKee presented to the House certain 
resolutions adopted by the Legislature of Ken- 
tucky, approbatory of the conduct of the General 
Government, and expressive of their opinion “ re- 
specting our foreign relations."—Ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. Morrow, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred the bill from the 
Senate “approving the report of the Commis- 
sioners appointed by the Secretary of War to as- 
certain and settle the exterior line of the public 
land at West Point, in the State of New York,” 
reported the same without amendment, and the 
bill was ordered to be read a third time on Mon- 
day next. 


SATURDAY, January 2. 


Mr. Basszrr, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the amendment of 

| the Senate to the bill “in addition to the act con- 
cerning letters of marque, prizes, and psize goods,” 
reported the disagreement of that committee to 
the said amendment. 

On motion of Mr. Lirras, the further consid- 
eration of the amendment was postponed until 
Monday next. 

An engrossed bill authorizing the President of 
the United States to establish post routes, in cer- 
tain cases, was read the third time, and passed. 

An engrossed bill providing Navy pensions, in 
certain cases, was read the third time, and passed. 
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ORGANIZATION OF THE ARMY. 


~ Phe: bill supplementary to the act for the more: 


perfect organization-of the Army of the United 
States; was read ;a third.time: 

"Mr; Stow asked the indulgence of the House 
for one moment; nat that he might.advocate or 
oppose the present bill; but that he might explain 
to ‘this: House, andthe nation, the vote he was 
about to give. ‘I-was, said he, decidedly opposed 
to the war; and I have, by every lawful means in 
my power,endeavored to change the Executive. 


Shall I then vote the means for carrying on a war: 


which l:opposéd; and place those means at the 
disposal of men in whom I have but little confi- 
dence ? -I deliberately say, yes. When the peo- 
ple, by their constituted agents, have said “ we 
will have war,” and when they have decided who 
shall-be the Executive to conduct it, I conceive 
it my duty to furnish all reasonable means for 
carrying their will promptly. and vigorously into 
effect. If the Executive misuse these means, he 
is answerable to seven millions of people; if he 
use them wisely; we shall all share in the pros- 
perity and glory of our country. 

The bill was then passed—yeas 65, nays 34; as 
follows: ^ ^". 

'"Yxas—Stevenson. Archer, Daniel Avery, Ezekiel Ba- 
con, David Bard, William Barnett, Burwell Bassett, 
William W. Bibb, William Blackledge, Robert Brown, 
William A. Burwell, William Butler, John C. Cal- 
houn, Francis Carr, Langdon Cheves, Matthew Clay, 
James Cochran, John Clopton, William: Crawford, 
Richard Cutts, Roger Davis, Joseph Desha, Samuel 
Dinsmoor, Elias Earle, William Findley, Meshack 
Franklin, Edwin Gray, Isaiah L. Green, Felix Grundy, 
Bolling Hall Obed Hall, John A. Harper, Aylett 
Hawes, John M. Hyneman, Joseph Kent, Abner La- 
cock, Peter Little, Aaron Lyle, Thomas Moore, Wil- 
liam McCoy, Arunah Metcalf, Samuel L. Mitchill, Jer- 
emiah Morrow, Thomas Newton, James Pleasants, jr., 
Benjamin Pond, William M. Richardson, Thomas B. 
Robertson, John Rhea, John Roane, Jonathan Roberts, 
Ebenezer Sage, Thomas Sammons, Ebenezer Seaver, 
John Sevier, Adam Seybert, Samuel Shaw, George 
Smith, Silas Stow, Uri Tracy, George M. Troup, Chas. 
Turner, junior, Robert Whitehill, David R. Williams, 
William Widgery, and Richard Winn. 

Naxs—Abijah Bigelow, Harmanus Bleecker, Adam 
Boyd, James Breckenridge, Elijah Brigham, Epaphro- 
ditus Champion, Martin Chittenden, Thomas B. Cooke, 
John Davenport, junior, William Ely, James Emott, 
Asa Fitch, Thomas R. Gold, Jacob Hufty, Richard 
‘Jackson, junior, Lyman Law, Joseph Lewis, junior, 
George C. Maxwell, Jonathan O. Moseley, Joseph 
Pearson, Timothy Pitkin, junior, Elisha R. Potter, 
John. Randolph, William Reed, William Rodman, 
Daniel Sheffey, Richard Stanford, Lewis B. Sturges, 
Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Pierre Van 
Cortlandt, jr., Laban Wheaton, Leonard White, and 
Thomas Wilson. : Í 

Ordered, That the title be, * An act supple- 
mentary to the act, entitled *An act for the more 
perfect organization of the Army of the United 
States.” : : ; 

ADDITIONAL MILITARY FORCE. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
report of the Committee of the Whole on the 
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bill in addition to the act for raising an additional. 
military. force. i ; ; i RA aii 

The amendments. made by the House having, 
been .agreéd to, the question was stated, Shall 
the bill be engrossed, and read a third time 2. 

Mr. Mosetey said that, in, stating concisely 
some of the-reasons which would induce him to. 
vote against the present billjhe should not attempt 
to ‘enter into a consideration of the justice or ex- 
pediency of the war, nor the policy of continuing 
it., War is declared, and it appears to be the de- 
termination of those who have the control of our 
publie concerns to prosecute it. with the utmost 
vigor; yes, sir, with a vigor that, within’ twelve 
months from the enlistment of the twenty thou- 
sand men to be raised by this bill, we are told. 
must bring it toa successful termination. Really, 
Mr. Speaker, when Ilistened to the confident as- 
surance of the honorable Chairman of the Mili- 
tary Committee, that with these twenty thousand 
men, in addition to the troops already: raised, and 
voted to be raised, we should in.a single campaign 
be able: to. conquer Canada, Nova Scotia, and. 
New Brunswick, and that the-object of all these 
conquests was to procure an honorable peace, I 
almost. felt myself persuaded as a peace man to 
join the honorable gentleman in his project: of 
fighting for peace one year, with such a certainty 
of obtaining it at the expiration of that period ; 
but unfortunately I could not but recollect. the 
fate of similar assurances made on. former ocea- 
sions. When we were about declaring war, I 
very well remember that we were told with equal 
confidence by gentlemen anxious to engage in it 
(and who would listen to no arguments, even for 
delay, against the measure) that we had only to. 
declare war, and Canada would, in the course of 
a few months, at most, be ours; that the militia 
alone, with the aid of a very few regulars, would 
be competent to the conquest of the whole coun- 
try, except the fortress of Quebec; and that that 
must very soon fall of course. An honorable 
gentleman from Vermont (Mr. Fisk) informed 
us that the people of those Provinces would al- 
most conquer themselves;.that they were at least 
pre-disposed to be conquered—to use his own ex- 
pression, that they were “panting” to participate 
in our Jiberey. po 

Experience has now proved the fallacy of these 
predictions, . Gentlemen must now be convinced 
that Canada is not to be conquered quite so easily 
as they had imagined—thatit is not to be subdued 
with a few thousand militia, regulars, or volun- 
teers, though aided by proclamations. I mention 
proclamations, because they seem to be considered 
as an indispensable auxiliary on all great emerg- 
encies. What can be done by proclamation, I 
will readily concede we are competent to do. 
No nation, I believe, ever arrived at greater per- 
fection in the art of proclamation-making than 
we have done ; and if history is faithful to record 
them, we shall in this particular at least bear the 
palm from all the world. ; 

Sir, it ean afford pleasure to no man, who feels 
as he ought for the honor and interest of his coun-- 
try, to dwell unnecessarily upon the disasters and 
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disgrace which have everywhere attended our 
military operations from the commencement of 
the war to the present time. I mean upon landj 
for to ovr litle Navy too much praise cannot be 
given. Our gallant seamen have not only afforded 
to their countrymen examples of valor worthy of 
imitation, but. they have also taught us a lesson 
of wisdom, by which Iam happy to find we have 
manifested a disposition to profit... But; sir, while 
gentlemen must feel mortified atthe miserable 
termination of all our our boasted military ex- 
ploits thus far, and might wish to draw a veil 
over the disgraceful scenes which have taken 
place, it cannot be. done; it would be unwise to 
attemptit... We ought rather to look at the causes 
which have produced our misfortunes, and pursue 
a course in future which may not expose us to 
similar evils. s 

The disasters of the war have, not only by the 
honorable Chairman of the Military Committee, 
‘but by other gentlemen who have occasionally 
adveried to the subject, been ascribed prineipally 
to three causes: the misconduct of the Comman- 
der of our Northern Army in the outset ; the dis- 
affection of the people generally in the Eastern 
States to the war; and tothe relusal of the Gov- 
ernors of Massachusetts and Connecticut to fur- 
nish their required detachments of militia. Iap- 
prehend, however, that to neither of these causes, 


nor to all of them combined, can fairly be impu- 


ted the series uf disasters and defeats which we 
have experienced. 

The capture of Hull and his Army might have 
retarded our operations in that quarter. But has 
there not been time enough tohave retrieved that 
misfortune? Have we not since had other Gen- 
erals to supply his place, and other armies more 
numerous than his, who might at least have ob- 
tained a foothold in Canada, if the conquest of 
it was so easy a matter as was represented? As 
to to the disaffection of the people in the Eastern 
States, it is well known that a great proportion 
of the people in those States are opposed to the 
war ; but it will not be pretended, that they have 
not promptly complied with all Constitutional 
requisitions in support of it, except, indeed, by 
some in the refusal mentioned of the Governors 
of Massachusetts and Connecticut to furnish the 
detachments of militia required. And surely it 
would be attaching too much importance to their 
refusals, to consider them as paralyzing the en- 
ergies of the whole nation. On this subject, 
Mr. Speaker, as gentlemen have more tian once 
alluded to it, I would wish they would spare their 
remarks, and more especially their censures, un- 
til it is brought regularly before the House, if 
such step should be deemed advisable; then, per- 
baps, more may be said upon it than they have 
anticipated. And if those States shall consider 
Congress to have competent jurisdiction of the 
subject, they will probably acquiesce in any de- 
termination that, in their opinion. may comport 
with the true spirit and meaning of the Constitu- 
tion, and not be incompatible with the rights of 
sovereignty reserved to them by that instrument. 
Perhaps this remark may be thought irrelevant 


to the subject immediately under consideration ; 
if so, I cán only plead as my apology, the practice 
of.other gentlemen, and particularly the example 
of the honorable Speaker; who, Í recollect, in 
his able speech on the subject of the Merchants’ 
Bonds, took occasion to advert to the disasters of 
the war—the cause of them—and to comment 
with some-severity upon the conduct of Massa- 
chusetts and Connecticut for refusing obedience 
to the requisition of.the General Government. 
I think also he went so. far as to. pronounce an 
eulogium upon his friend from Kentucky, for his 
patriotic zeal and soldier-like conduct in a late 
expedition against theIndians. Ido not mention 
this with a view of casting the least degree of cen- 
sure upon the Speaker for his, but only as an ex- 
cuse, if necessary, for my own digression. : 

Bat I will proceed to state, as I promised to do 
when.1 rose, very concisely, some of the reasons 
which will induce me to give my vote agaibst 
the bill now under consideration. And, sir, my 
objections are grounded iu. à want of faith—an 
entire disbelief that the twenty thousand men 
proposed to be raised for the term of twelve 
months can be adequate to the objects for which 
they were said to be wanted. : 

I know that the Chairman of the Military 
Committee, who has doubtless paid great atten- 
tion to the subject, is perfectly confident that 
these twenty thousand men, and the thirty-five 
thousand men already raised and to be raised, are 
competent to carry on our offensive war with suc- 
cess and afford all needed protection to every part 
of the country. And he certainly seemed to take 
a commanding view of the whole ground, when 
he addressed the House.. I own, sir, I was 
struck with admiration at the facility and preci- 
sion with which the honorable gentleman ar- 
ranged and disposed of this force in different di- 
rections for the purpose of offence and defence. 
The whole nation seemed, indeed, at once to be 
* put into an armor and an attitude demanded by 
the crisis.” We were, with this fifty-five thou- 
sand men, not only to be guarded at every vulne- 
rable point at home, but prepared to extend our 
conquests abroad whenever we pleased. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I would ask whether any 
gentleman, upon cool reflection, can bring himself 
to believe, that if, with all the force of every de- 
scription which has been employed the Summer 
past—if, with the militia, regular troops and vol- 
unteers, we have not been able to gain a single 
inch of ground, but lost a territory—1 would ask, 
if it is seriously believed, that with the force re- 
lied on for that purpose, we shall beable in a 
single campaign to conquer all the British prov- 
inces in America? No further dependence, it is 
said, can be placed on militia or. volunteers—all 
expectation of further aid from them is aban- 
doned. The war.is now to be carried on solely 
by regular troops. But how much preferable in 
point of discipline or any other point of view will 
be the raw troops now to be raised to ordinary 
militia? But we are told that our ill success has 
been owing to our officers. Our men are brave 
and would have been victorious, but we have had 
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bad Generals. , How many are meant to be inclu- 

ded' in the epithet, Ido not know: one has been 

thé most openly dehounced’in this House. ^ - 
“Whether any or what change is to be made in 


thé line of officérs it is impossible for me to say.. 


But, as there appears to have been an error of 


judgment in the appointment of some of our ofli- 


cers, what security 1s there that we may not suffer 
further from ihe same cause ?—1 say error of judg- 
ment; ‘for, it is.Dot to be presumed, that on the 
eve of a. war, officers would be selected from mo- 
tives of fayoritisim. Suppose, then, that another 
General should prove ua worthy, and from that or 
from some other cause we should fail of accom- 
plishing all that is necessary. to bring the war to 
a successfül elose the next campaign, what are 
we to do then? Raise another army of twenty, 
thousand twelve-months men, and so continue to 
carry on the war? Mr. Speaker, it appears to me 
that those. who: have the management of. affairs 
either are deceived or do not rightly estimate the 
magnitude of the work they have undertaken in 
engaging in the war, or are afraid from some 
cause or other to adopt the measures necessary 
to prosecute it with any prospect of success.: The 
ground of controversy with Great Britain is in- 
deed greatly narrowed. There is but one point 
of difference, it appears, remaining. But that is 
a point which we well know, or ought to know, 
that she will not yield until reduced to the last 
extremity—uniil absolutely compelled to do it. 
If ‘we therefore persist in our demands we must 
expect.a long. and arduous conflict. Great Brit- 
ain will no doubt defend to. the utmost her pos- 
sessions in America; and while we are attempt- 
ing to wrest them from her, she will.not pro- 
bably on her part be idle elsewhere.‘ 

If gentlemen are determined to persevere in 
this war, they ought to sit down and deliberately 
count the cost and prepare their means. 

We must, I apprehend, have more durable 
armies than twelve-months men. But, sir, I do 
not purpose to trespass upon any of the Parlia- 
mentary rules mentioned by the honorable gen- 
tleman from Georgia, (Mr. Troup,) by proposing 
any amendment to the present bill. Much less 
does it come within my purpose. to point out the 
course: of measures. proper to be pursued. -But 
when à specific proposition is submitted to the 
House, I presume it cannot be thought incorrect 
for any gentleman to express his sentiments upon 
it, and suggest such objections as present them- 
selves: to his mind. 2 
~ And I do apprehend, as I have attempted sum- 
marily to show—to say nothing of the impolicy 
of the war or the objections arising from the 


structure and genius of our Government to eù- 


gaging at any time in offensive war—I do believe 
that the force proposed by this bill to be now 
raised, when added to that we already have, will 
be totally inadequate to the objects of offence and 
defence contemplated ; that if we rely upon it we 
shall be again disappointed; that, instead of re- 
deeming the honor of the nation, we shall be in 


-cing more men and more money, and of plunging, 
if possible, still deeper into disgrace. |... 

, Mr. Goto said the annals of this Government, 
the last ‘six months, commencing with the decla- 
‘ration of war, would be found the most interest- 
ing, the most deplorable. ^ ^ .. .  ..- 

In that period, we have seen a war declared, 
precipitately and prematurely ; for, notwithstand- 
ing all the arguments urged: on that occasion, 
with so much zeal ‘and eloquence, time has dis- 
sipated all; the illusions have. vanished; your 
army, so confidently expected, did not, under the 
magic of that declaration, spring into existence ; 
the condition of your enlistments would not, I 
apprehend, at this hour, justify the declaration of 
war. "We have seen, sir; that war conducted in a. 
manner well to comport with the spirit in which 
it was declared; disaster u disaster in rapid 
suecession have followed; tone and heart of 
the country broken; universal disgust at the past, 
and deep concern and anxiety for the future pré- 
vail every where. E NND ena 

Aud what, Mr. Speake ow proposed -for 
the future—what is to ‘retrieve, our affairs—on 
what are our hopes to rest? "An army of twelve- 
months men! A broken reed! Ad army and term 
of service, which well nigh lost the country in the 
‘Revolutionary war; an army which in every 
step and stage of that war ‘received the uni- 
form and reiterated censure and.condemnation of 
Washington, and every intelligent officer of that 
period; an. army. that stands recorded by every 
historian of that war with deep reproach and rep- 
robation.. Such is the foundation of our future 
hopes; shutting our eyes upon the lessons of ex- 
perience, we live but to repeat former errors and 
renew our sufferings. Shall we never learn, that 
a soldier is not the creature of an hour; that he 
must be seasoned to the hardships.of war; that to 
remove your recruit from. his fireside, from his 
plentiful board, and all the comforts with which 
he is surrounded, to the theatre of service, there 
to sleep on the ground in tents, with two or three 
articles of subsistence only, isto give him upa 
victim to disease, to consign him to the grave? 
This precise result is presented to the mind by 
the melancholy review of the last campaign; dis- 
ease and death have walked abroad in our ar- 
mies on the frontier; they have been swept to the 
grave as by the besom of destruction. | It has not 
stopped with yourarmy; the frontier inhabitants, 
infected by the diseases of the camp, fly from the 
deadly theatre as from a destroying angel! Shall 
we never learn the difference between our situa- 
tion, and that of nations who have a competent 
military establishment, sufficient at all times for 
both offensive and defensive operations ? 

The slender Military Establishment of the 
United States, whilst it consults economy, and 
favors the genius of the Government, forbids a. 
hasty resort to war, especially extra-territorial aud 
offensive war; time for preparation, alter the 
measure is resolved on, is indispensable; and a 
disregard of our situation in this respect cannot 
fail to produce defeat and disaster—to produce 


danger of further defeats and disasters, of sacrifi- | such a campaign as has just now closed, 
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6 Mr. Speaker; wherefore c 
stment, from 


far cónquered that you can now reduce the term 
óf enlistment ? ‘It is impossible to shut our eyes 
on the past; while all is disgust and despondeney 
with our own citizeas—siek of the past, and. con- 
eerüed for the fuiuré; while every post brings 
to the Cabinet ‘fearful and alarming changes in 
the sentiments of the people under this ill-fated 
war; your enemy, the Canadians, take courage, 
their wavering sentiments have become resolved, 
and’ ‘union ip defence of their. firesides, the land 


mm 


that gives them ‘bread, is spreading and cement- 


yield, oh specious grounds, to the mad and de- 
strüctive policy which we reprobate in others; 
a policy which lias iu all‘ periods overwhelmed 
nations with calamity, and. swelled the tide of 
buman Misery. But itis said, that Mr. Russell, 
late Chargé d'Affaires at St. James, has evinced 
the moderation of our Government, that‘he ten- 
dered'to the British Minister à proposition which, 
by excluding’ British ‘Seamen from’ our. vessels, 
would cut up the dispute by the roots. Is the fact 
sö? ` Had Mr. Russell or the President authority 
to stipulate?’ 1f he lad not, if all he could offer 
must be subject’ to ‘the’ Legislative" discretion of 
Congress, acting under the impulse of th 
tender ‘was nugatory and void. Whi tl 
position Was not’ made before the declarat 
war, before the'passidns Were kindled into a blaze 
Ihave never béen able to discover. ‘We’ all re- 
member how frequently “the diplomatic: notes. 
passed between Mr. Monroe and Mr. Foster in 
the months of May and June last; how ‘each 
Government exérted itself, through its agents, to 
profess and show its disposition to peace and ré 
conciliation, to obviate difficulties, and make eor 
cessions, and present its claims in the most mod- 
erate and least exceptionable form. Wherefore 
was this proposition, at that all important pe- 
riod, held in reserve? Why is the blaze of 
war first kindled and then the olive branch thrust 
into the flame? I should be loth to believe, that 
you withhold: when it would be received; and 
offer only. when the. passions are worked up to & 
point tó refuse. The subject requires explana- 
tion; propositions. agitated at a former period, 
under a different Minister, will not. satisfy the 
candid inquirer.on this point; But, sir, though 
the proposition: be made informally and at a late 
and inauspicious hour, it is, in my: conception, 
the bounden duty of those who have made it, and 
place so much stress and boast. upon it, to make 
good the tender, by passing the requisite laws:to 
give effect to the proposition, and make it bind- 
ing; or, in other words, to give to the President 
power to. stipulate for the exclusion of British 
seamen from our vessels. The result. of such an 
overture, will, in my apprehension, much, depend 
on the spirit of candor and fairness in which it is 
made. In any event, and in whose ever hands 
the Government may be, the people of the United 
States will not long maintain a war, at the present 
enormous expense, for the single article of im- 
pressment, especially if the redress can be ob- 
tained by the exclusion of. British seamen from 
our service. But if, Mr.. Speaker, the appeal to 
arms for redress is to be persevered in, there are 
considerations in a review of the past, which for- 
bid a hope of the speedy return of. peace, at least 
in the life and continuance of the army raised by 


EMI in the patriotie vow. | E 
“here was a time, sir, when you had friends in 
the Upper Province; there were many who wished 
well to your ar ad would have greeted your 
approach; but that ill-fated’ policy which precipi- 
tated everything, which in zeal for the end over- 
Jooked the meahs, has blastéd all our hopes from 
that quarter. The Canadian, while he knows your 
power, distrüsts'your wisdom and your capacity 
to conduct the war; he dares not commit himself, 
his all, to such auspices. Hence, sir, difficulties 
thicken on every side, and at least three times 
the force is now necessary to effect the conquest, 
which would have been required at the com- 
mencement of the war. Have we made an im- 
pression on the Prince Regent and his Ministry ? 
are they now more disposed to succumb and ac- 
cept your terms than beforethe war? How stand 
the people of the British Empire? Instead of 
their coercing the Government into our terms, 
which we fondly anticipated, the late election to 
Parliament shows them disposed to go hand in 
hand with the Government in resisting our claims, 
and inflicting on us all the evils of war. " Mari- 
time Rights” are echoed and re-echoed with ap- 
plause throughout the Empire. Such, sir, are the 
bitter fruits of your policy, and to what farther 
point the same hand shall conduct the destinies 
of the country, remains to be seen. 

Tseek not to aggravate the misconduct of the 
‘war, nor to commend our enemies, but only wish. 
sir, that we may see things as they are, our ac- 
tual situation, and thus look danger in the face. 
Do you persevere in the conquest of Canada? 
Pass not the barrier with an army of less than 
forty-five or fifty thousand men: if you do, in my 
apprehension, the defeats and disasters of the past 
campaign will be visted upon you ; another army 
will be made to pass under the yoke, and at the 
end of the year, you will find yourself still fur- 
ther removed from your object. The tug of war 
is now placed fairly before us, we cannot ad- 
vance without meeting it. Such, Mr. Speaker, 
aré the grounds on which I object to this twelve- 
months army ; it is not adapted to the professed 
object of the war, the conquest of Canada. Is 
there, sir; any other object in contemplation of 
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ty,. and,, siding 
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ilto prolong. the, war. 
our, neutral course, in 


Jan 
üt upon, Great Britain the threatened. alier- 
of n: recourse... Was the factso.?, You 
e UR the fact; you. proclaimed. the 
ance herself, the author of the deed 
arty to be benefited, denies and disowns.it 
at the time. - 
departure from the straight. line of justice ; and 
when, our error in this. was palpable to all the 
: 1d, we gave no, explanation, no. excuse, but 
persevered in a.méasure which led to war.. . It is 
this course, sir, this departure from even-handed 
neutrality. ‘between. Great, Britain and France, 
that has lost you the support: of. your, own citi- 
zens to agreat and alarming, extent, and, at, this 
moment, sustains the British. Ministry inthe 
ngli: ` Tt is this belief of our 
^s leaning to France, that. has, carried 
that Ministry $0., ‘triumphantly, through. the late 
lections to, Parliament. .; .. 


ime.on 


Hal 13 we making th 
our enemy, and this at the ill-fated mc 
the all-grasping. Emperor of that, country. is roll- 
ing a ‘baleful cloud, charged with destruction, 
north upon. the Russian Empire; upon a. Power 
always just to America ; upon our truest and 
best friend in: the European. theatre. . Against 
such a friend, at. such a period, we have. beheld 
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nine months; the next foriwelve months; 
the next for two years, then for three, and, | dy 
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during the war. But every man, who went out 
to serve under those short enlistments and return- 
ed, brought disgust home. with him. Some. gen-. 


tlem aoai, "When war was declared last year, 


hát it could. be carried on by 1 volunteers, and that 


Ds and, sinks | L 


is G ern ment, whether. well | 


"Here was.a.fatal error; a į 
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if you-pass this: bill, 


i p n, prepared. for. operae 
tion, as the machine. from. he hand. of.a; master 
workman, a, wish 


army. Go. on with 


your: aliments for the. fall 
term of five years.. Whether, the. war be a bad 
one or good one,.you must-unite and get out. of. 
it. The only way. to,insure success is-to-unite. 
As. to speaking of, the: people iof..the.provinces 
withdrawing themselves from, the British: sway, 
it. was idle to;expert it -unless. they were assisted 
by our measures. It, been.our misfortune, 
from our inexperience. the art. of, war, like 
most. young people, not to make proper..calcula- 
tions at its. commencement... The militia had ire- 
fused to cross.the, lines, and would j^ totally inef- 
ficient for the parpi ose-of carrying on:the:wat,as 
had,been freilh imen of experience. ;.S peak- 
ing of militia, ‘Mr, G.said, „a bill had been: von 
ed to ihe House for classing the militia, whieh 
had. always.been. a. favorite. object, with him, and 
he believed tha he.,only, way, ental ee 

militia. could be made, effectual. On the; peed 
asi he. regretted. to see so able.à 
body. treading step by step in those: early measures 


enere and. iip iat and it poe wou M 
be the case with men enlisted.for; short terms, of. 
service.. Mr. C. concluded, by moving to;s 
out “one. year," (the ter isiment) n 
sert “during the, war." . : 

Mr. Fisk, was: ‘opposed, to the motion;and ehould 
himself almost. give; up. the- bill-if.it prevailed. 
He asked. the attent on of the; House; fota mo- 
ment, to. a comparison. between; the. present: state 
of the.country.and the “commencement af our 
Revolution. . ‘What. was that. period, and: what 
were the objects of the war.? We Aere then col- 
onies to, Great „Britain, not calculating 9n separ 
ration. from the mother country, but on resistance 
You will find, sir, on looking 
into history, that this was;the, course of the. First 
“Great Britain then: not 
d jurisdiction over these 
but bad armiesin the country; and it was 
ndep ndence was declared thatit be- 
came.a serigus,war.. The war then progressed 
ly; the. difficulties were encountered: which 
e been. dverted to by. the gentleman from 


Virginia, (Mt. CLAvY,) until Great Britain became 


involved. ina: war with, all Europe, and. was 
obliged to. “withdraw, -her forces.from our shores, 
Our situation is now very different. No man, sir, 
believes that Britain can. maintain an army here 


now. How. long will it take us-with an. ample 
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force to overthrow-Canada? It will be'as easily 
done ib one year with sufficient force, as in three 
years with less ‘than an adequaté force. The 
‘mere diseases of the army will waste more. men 
in encampments "in three years, than ‘taking the 
country in one year’s hard fighting will dilapidate 
it. The gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. Mosz- 
LEY) has referred to an observation which I made 
at the last session, that the people of Canada were 
ready to conquer themselves, which he treats as 
having been visionary. You have been told by 
gentlemen themselves that they were ready to 
join you, but your disasters have enlightened 
them. And to prove the truth of what I said at 
‘the last session, I would refer to the first procla- 
‘mation of General Hull on entering Canada, un- 
der which five or six hundred men flocked to 
your standard ; but, owing to the cowardice or 
something else of your General, they were sur- 
rendered. Had he behaved properly, Upper Ca- 
nada would have been yours now. 

As to the motion before us, sir, to strike out 
“one year" and insert “five years” as the term of 
enlistment, we cannot get men quickly for three 
or five years, and itis well known we can get 
them for one. The gentlemen say, they wish a 
respectable force. This bill; sir, offers the very 
best means and the only means of speedily ob- 
‘taining it. 

With regard tothe relations of this country 
with Great Britain, and the opinion of the peo- 
ple of that country, and their disposition now to 
support their Government, I agree with the gen- 
tleman that they always will; and I am sorry, 
sir, that the impartial pen of the historian must 
record that in this free country are to be found 
men who advocate the cause of a foreign coun- 
try and condemn everything done in their own. 
Iam sorry to hear it said on this floor, sir; that 
we have no cause of war, and had better go home. 
I was sorry to hear an excuse made for the refusal 
of the British Government to accept the pacifica- 
tion last offered, that Mr. Russell’s powers were 
deficient. How, sir, are we to expect the conclu- 
sion of a war, if it be not through our accredited 
agents? Why did not the gentleman say, that if 
the British. Ministry doubted his authority, they 
might still have approved his propositions? Why 
did they notify Mr, Russell that it was a subject 
on which they did not choose to negotiate ? 
What apology can be made for an enemy that 
has treated us in every instance with injury, in- 
sult, negleet, and contempt? And yet we hear 
her defended! It is strange, sir, how the same 
gentlemen who apologize for her feel towards 
Russia at this moment. When a inission to Rus- 
sia was spoken of a year or two ago, they said it 
was unadvisable because she was at war with 
Great Britain; and now that she isin alliance 
with Great Britain, she has their warmest affec- 
tion. These things, sir, speak for themselves; 
the people cannot be blinded to them; it is too 
late for such conduct ; the funeral has gone by. © 

Ishould be extremely sorry if this bill should 
be lost, It embraces the only efficient force you 
can get. When you shall have conquered the 


| Provinces with its aid, you will have enough five 
yeats’ men to maintain the posts in them. 


You 
want now a sufficient force to overrun the Prov- 
inces. Ten thousand men will be enough for the 
upper province, fifteen thousand for the lower, 
with the exception of Quebec. Of all descriptions 
of forces, that proposed by the. bill will be the 
best for the times. They will be willing'to enter 
for one year, and subiit.to discipline. 1f it be: 
changed to five years, the object will be defeated 
entirely. Ihope the gentleman will withdraw 
his motion on further consideration. — . 

Mr. Wiocery said he would vote for the mo- 
tion to amend if the gentleman from Virginia. 
would so amend it as to move to. substitute 
eighteen for twelve months’ enlistment. I should. 
have no hopes of gétting troops for. the next 
Summer's campaign, should such an alteration 
take place as to make the enlistment during the 
war; but to alter the bill from twelve to eighteen. 
months? enlistment would meet my wishes much 
better than it now does. I fully agree with. the 
gentleman from New York, that the time of en- 
listment is too short, although, had: I brought 
forward the amendment, I am sure the gentleman 
and his friends would not have supported me— 
his argument must, therefore, be set down to the 
side of opposition. ‘Sir, if you enlist men for 
twelve months only, before you can get them 
disciplined and concentrated to any one point, so: 
as to be useful, one half your time of enlistment 
would be out. Sir, if it is as gentleman say, the 
men can be enlisted by the last of May—with an. 
enlistment for eighteen months you can have 
two campaigns, while in the other case of twelve 
months, you can have but one campaign. "The 
only reason I have heard against it is, that you 
must be at double the expense for clothing, &c. 
Sir, the answer to this is given in your bill—if 
not sooner discharged. If your business is fin- 
ished in one year, you, can discharge them as 
well as if you had enlisted them but for one year 
—and eighteen months is so short a time that 
you may get them for that time, if you. can get 
them at all. Many unforeseen accidents may 
happen to prevent your accomplishing your un- 
dertaking the first campaign, which may make 
it necessary to attempt a second; for which rea- 
son, notwithstanding I am opposed to amending 
from twelve. months to an enlistment for during 
the war, if the gentleman chooses to alter it to 
eighteen months, I will go with him; otherwise, 
I must vote against the motion, because I do not 
think it will answer the purposes for which the 
bill is intended, as men commonly choose to 
have a time fixed in their enlistment. 

Mr. Boyn said he rose to offer his sentiments. 
on the question now before the House and the 
bill generally. Sir, said he, I do not expect to 
make one proselyte to my opinion. I know how 
difficult it isto persuade predetermined men. All 
Task isantimpartial bearing from the Speaker 
and the House; in that I will hope to be indulged.. 
I will try to take a comprehensive view of the 
past, the present, and from that look to the future 
When war was declared last session it is weE 
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known that I gaye my voice against it, because 
3 thought i jature—that we were altogether | 
unprepared. . | hasthe event proven? That.: 
‘in that I was t correct. It was altogether 
“a mistaken | or the attainment of what we 


called our ri . Having made that mistake, T 
could and. do most seriously hope that our dis- 
asters would arfést our sanguinary progress, and 
‘not. plunge. ourselves still deeper and deeper in 
‘such ünpromising, and, in my view, ruinous 
n res. As near as my memory serves me, 
the expressions of many gentlemen in the major- 
‘ity, last session, were loudly and constantly re- 


‘iterated, that the spirit of the nation was up, and’ 


demanded of. us that we should declare war, and 


give them an opportunity to revenge the wrongs: 


and, the ‘insults of their injured. country ; that 
they. would rush to the American ‘standard, to 
‘the tented field, and to danger; that the militia 
would, if permitted, take the Canadas; the vol- 
unteers with their high spirit of patriotism would 
doit. Well, sir, they have been let loose; is it done? 
No, sir ; nor will it be done short of a regular force 
equal to the magnitude of the undertaking. When 
the war was declared, perhaps we had five thou- 
sand men—I_ believe not more—to defend three 
‘thousand miles of a savage frontier, including 
‘Canada, . Will any man ‘say that our force was 
‘equal to the attainment of the thing proposed ? 
"The honorable Chairman of the Military Com- 
mittee acknowledges he has been déceived in 
his calculations with respect to the prowess and 
high martial spirit of the militia.and volunteers, 
(Ihave not) and hence that Committee, through 
their Chairman, recommends the raising twenty 
new regiments to be enlisted for one year, and, 
that is, according to the present view, to achieve 
the grand object. No, sir, not in my mind. I 
will ask, will your numbers on paper conquer the 
British possessions in America? No, sir; we 
have tried that, to the conviction of every man 
in America that will think at all, and to our dis- 
grace ; beware of the second attempt of the same 
_ kind. Mr. Speaker, I ventured last session to 
say that it would require fifty thousand discip- 
lined troops to complete the reduction of the 
Canadas, including Quebec. "Phat idea was 
much. scouted at that time. I am now fortified 
in that opinion by a majority of the House. 
And the question is, how are you to get them ? 
lanswer, not by the present bill in its present 
form. I join with the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. Cuay) who says that by short enlistments 
you never can have an-army in the field that 
can be depended upon. . What said the late Gen- 
eral WasninGTON on that subject, in his letters 
to Congress in the Revolutionary war, whom we 
all respect as our first authority ? ` It is this, that, 
short enlistments gave you men to feed and 
clothe, and that their time was spent in collect- 
ing, marching to camp, and returning home; that 
they could not be disciplined; and, when with 
the army for a short. period, could not be relied 
upon, and, therefore, advised enlistments for more 
extensive periods, or for during the war. I hope 
that this will be thought good authority. In ad- 


“Additional Military Force. 


‘dition t0 this, Mr. Speaker, with your leave, I 


will mention a discourse that took place between 
General Wilkinson and myself some few days 
before he left this city last Summer, as I think 
it in point to my present purpose; it was this: I 
observed to him that I was desirous of asking 
him a question, but was not. sure that it was a 
proper one; that, howsoever, I did not mean that 
it should be otherwise, and that he must be the 
judge. Hereplied: your question, sit. -Itis this ; 
if we had at this time thirty thousand troops en- 
listed and here at Washington, would you un- 
dertake to reduce the Canadas, including Quebec, 
to. obedience to the United States, in one cam- 


“paign? He said, do you wish an answer to that 


question ? If agreeable to you, sir, I have uo 


‘hesitation in answering you, sir, said he, and 


then said, I should not like to risk my. reputation 
onit. This I give as au additional authority for 
the opinions that I advance on the present ques- 
tion. Sir, I am as little inclined to relinquish 
my rights or the rights of the American people 
as any gentleman on this floor; but what they 
are and how they may be best..defended, for me 
is a different and au important question. Do I 
doubt the zeal and patriotism of the honorable 
Chairman that reported and those that support 
the bill? I donot; but the proposition appears to 
me to be plunging the country into more and 
more difficulty, and, therefore, objectionable, Sir, 
when the Chairman was called upon as to the 
number of troops that we had actually now in 
service, he answered that the committee had the 
returns that would satisfactorily answer that in- 
quiry, and that the reason it had not been ex- 
hibited was, that the committee thought it inex- 
pedient; but if any membet would call on the 
committee, the sight of the papers should be at 
their service. Sir, I want no secrets; it requires 
no great depth of judgment to define why it is 
inexpedient; the language is but too plain; and 
will you now add twenty regiments before you 
know whether the men are to be got or not—in- 
creasing our national debt beyond calculation ? 


‘If itis necessary.to have such an army you are 


to remember that they must be paid—with what? 
Money? No; that you have not got. Will you 
tax the people? No. Why not?. The reason 
is too plain. I wish not to involve the country 
in an irredeemable debt. If the national debt of 
England be a sore calamity to that people, and a 
grievance almost insupportable, as I believe it is, 
and I think cannot be denied; and yet, sir, we 
are treading exactly in her steps; I feel that you 


lare mortgaging my property and that of my 


posterity for what perhaps you can never obtain. 
Whatisit? Why, thata few stripes atthe mast- 
head of any ship shall be a protection to every- 
thing on board, whether enemy's or contraband 
of war, contrary to the usage of all Europe for 
three centuries. I do not say that England will 
not relinquish a part of her claims. I think that 
it is more than probable that she may, but why 
will she do so? Because that by such an agree- 
ment she is furnished with the vast advantage of 
vending to the United States sixty millions of 
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.dollars worth of her manufactures, and receiving. 

“the best payment from us of any part of the. 
“world, and most suitable to her internal welfare. 
If she does, and I bope she will, those are her’ 
motives, and not your land conquests, that will 
compel her to yield to our demands. Doll 
< Sir, Iam sensible that I am taking a greater 
latitude than might be thought strietly. correct: 
but I hope that I sball be pardoned when I say 
“that I think the subject demands and requires it 
of me. I know that it may be said to me, that it 
‘is much easier to find fault with what is offered, 
than to point out a better way. Sir, I think that 
might easily be done, in either of two several 
ways; and I shall attempt it before I sit down. 
But before I do that, let. us examine what advan- 
tage those provinces would be to us. For argu- 
ment, I will suppose a sufficient force before the 
walls of Quebec—further, suppose it surrendered 
to your arms, with all the upper country—how 
many men must you keep in pay to garrison and 
to keep it? And what use will it be to us unless 
you have Halifax also—and that you cannot take 
or keep without a superior naval force? Have 
we got that? No; the timberis as yet growing 
that is to form that part of our force—and with- 
out it your Canadas are worse than nothing. Sir, 
Tam nota correct geographer, but I understand 
that the St. Lawrence is the natural outlet for 
one-half of New Hampshire, great part of Ver- 
mont, a considerable part of New York, much of 
Pennsylvania, and some part of Ohio. Whence 
is the produce of all that country, that I have 
been describing, to find its way out, whilst your 
enemy hasthé command of the river? Ah! but, 
say the advocates of the present bill and the war, 
we have other force to rely on—our privateers 
will so annoy and distress their trade that that 
will bring them to our terms. I will ask, if this 
is not in contradiction to themselves? England, 
with a fleet superior to all Europe, cannot pro- 
tect her commerce against our private armed 
ships, say they. And I grant it. And then I 
ask, how we are, with our small force, to protect 
our trade against their privateers and men of war? 
Sir, the argument isconclusive against themselves 
by their own showing. 

Sir, last session, when we were flattering our- 
selves with those delusive hopes that the militia 
was to achieve everything, then the volunteers 
were to do all that was necessary, it was my mis- 
fortune not to see things in quite so pleasing a 
point of view ; I still labor under that misfortune; 
then New Hampshire was to take the Canadas— 
Vermont, only give her liberty, she would take 
it—Pennsylvania, Tennessee, and Kentucky, they 
would do it— 

[Here the SrEAkER observed to Mr. Boyn, that 
he was not in order; the question before the 
House was on the amendment. Mr. Boyp gave 
way and did not finish his observations.] 

The question was then taken on Mr. Crav!s 
motion, aud negatived. 

Mr. Macon moved to strike out one and insert 
five years as the term of enlistment. He regret- 
ted as much as any one the disasters which had 


befallen the country ; and there was butone way 
to, obviate their effects, and that was by a 
superior to them, as a part of the-bation had al- 
ready done—he meant the Western country, 
where a patriotism had. been exhibited equal to 
that which might have distinguished Rome in 
its best days. Their zeal was equal to, their 
bravery—and tlie only drawback on their'enter- 
prise was the difficulty of finding something to 
eat in the wilderness. We must rise after re- 
verses. What, sir, said Mr. M., would have be- 
come of Rome, had she desponded' when Han- 
nibal defeated her armies? She rose upon it, 
and became the ‘mistress of the. world. What 
woul: have.been the situation of our cause in the 
Revolution, if, after the British successes in Jer- 
sey, we had desponded? But the men of Penn- 
sylvania and New Jersey rose on it, and ‘victory 
and triumph followed. Our object now ought to 
be to recover the ground we liave lost, and meet 
the enemy with troops that will insure success. 
We are told, sir, this war has united England to 
aman.. Sir, I never expected aid from our ene- 
mies. Let us follow so good an example, and 
unite to a man ; let us remember the old Conti- 
nental maxim—* united we stand, divided we 
fall.” If we were as united in defence of our 
rights, as England isin her usurpations, this war 
would not last a single campaign—and I hope in 
this respect, we shall at least, learn wisdom from 
an enemy. The calculations about one or two 
campaigns, however, in present circumstances, 
are visionary. We have engaged an enemy not 
in the habit of yielding very soon. Bat, if we 
were to unite, the question would soon be.settled. 
The cause and object of this war has been more 
concisely stated by one of those actively engaged 
in it, than by any other person—I mean Captain 
Porter’s motto—" free trade and sailors? rights ;" 
no man could have given a better definition of it. 
It appears to me that one part of this Continent. 
ought to be zealous for the rights of seamen— 
another part for a free export trade ; and, if we 
were, as we ought to be, united, the war would 
be carried on with energy and with success. I 
agree with the gentleman from New Jersey, that 
this thing is not to be done by paper men.. My 
opinion is, that the best thing we can do, is to 
raise men for five years. Let the Legislature of 
the country do its duty. If the thirty-five thou- 
sand men now authorized, be not enough, let us 
get as many as will be adequate to the end we 
propose. Gentlemen have thought proper to re- 
view former transactions. I would be willing to 
pass them over. I believe almost every measure 
adopted by the General Government would have 
had its destined effect if adhered to. You have 
always got the better of the argument; you have 
better proclamations ; but what avails all this? 
Britain has impressed your seamen, and given you 
blows for good words. You have been hereto- 
fore told your paper measures were worth noth- 
ing: now, that it is proposed to give blow for 
blow, what is said? That you are departing 
from the pacific system, which the same persons 
before reprobated,and to which they have become 
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friendly only after evéry attempt at pacification 
has failed. Sit; we are now engaged in war, and 
we must succeed -or wé ‘must yield- the rights of 
Sailors and free tíade. ^ Does any man doubt that 
‘the war is justly-undertaken % “Is there a man in 
thenation—I cate not of what political sect, many 
as there are—who*believes’ that the war is not 
undertaken “on ‘just -grounds—that we had not 
Borne with~their ‘indignities till we could have 
borne’ them no longer ? After plundering. your 
‘property’ and impressing your seamen' on the 
ocean, their agents have been sent into tliis nà- 
tion-tó'sów divisions among us, who ought to'be 
but one family; What crime lias been left un- 
ne? njury havewenotsuffered ? Could 
oné be added 16 the catalogue? It šeems to me 
not; No man loves peace more than I do, and if 
it ‘had not been for Great’ Britain sending her 
agents to our firesides, I do not: know but I should 
have voted against the war, It seemed to me like 
an attempt'on-a tan’s daughter. Not content 
with vexing: and harassing you ‘whenever you 
went from’ home, they came here to put strife 
into your family. “You have been told that the 
Prince Regent and his Ministers are firm. Sir, 
we never calculated on their receding; but on the 
energies and force of the nation to obtain redress, 
and ‘if we had been united we should have 
‘equalled our most san 


tain our national rights, as they do to maintain 
‘their ‘usurpations on them. TU : 
"With respect tó the term of service, enlistments 
for one year-will look as if we were afraid to go 
the whole length of the war. Raising men for 
five years would convince the enemy you meant 
to maintain and’ enforce your rights ; but while 
you take men for one year or eighteen months, 
they will think we are temporizing, and instead 
of lowering their tone by this means; you will 
raise it, Exactly as you appear fickle, they will 
unite, and-as you display energy you will disunite 
them. Do not loosen’ your grasp in àny quarter, 
but increase it in every way within your power. 
Mr. M. concluded his remarks by moving tostrike 
óut one arid insert five. l : 

` Mr. M. Cray seconded the motion of Mr. Macon 
to strike out “one year” and insert “five as the 
term of enlistment. He said an army ought to 
be seasohed ‘before it was: carried into the field. 
‘We have heard much’ said, observed he, about 
sickness in your army; much of the sickness, 
some time ago, at New Orleans, and much lately 
of the sickness at Plattsburg. Have you ever 
heard of an army on earth that was carried into 
the field before it had been seasoned'in the camp? 
Jt must, to be good for anything, be first discip- 
lined in camp, and become inured to the mode of 
living and the fare of soldiers. It will take some 
time to season men to the-change in their mode 
of living which must take place on going into 
‘camp. It will take a year to prepare them for 
the field. Without discipline they will be use- 
less. Your seamen are brave and successful be- 
cause they know what they go to sea for. Take 
a landsman on board a ship, and what sort of a 


sailor will he make? Such as the French have 
on board their vessels.. We take no man into 
the Navy but who understands his business and 
the purpose for whieh-he goes there, and we'see 
the effects of it. - E do not wish it understood, sir, 
if I vote against tlie bill; that T am opposed: to 
the war. No, sir. It is a righteous. war, into 
which I go with hand and heart.. We may dif- 
fer about the mode, but that is all. I speak from 
experience more than from. anything else;; Let 
us raise à sufficient army to serve during the war, 
be it long or short. It is absurd to suppose. that 
we shall not succeed in our enterprise against the 
enemy’s provinces: We have the Canadas as 
much under óür command as she has the ocean; 
and the way to conquer. lier on the ‘ocean is to 
drive her from the land. Iam not for stopping 
at Quebéc or anywhere else; but I would take 
the whole continent from them, and ask them no 
favors. Her. fleets cannot then rendezvous.at 
Halifax as now, and having no place of resort in 
the. North; cannot infest our coast as they have 
lately done. It is as easy to conquer them on 
the land as their whole Navy could conquer ours 
on the ocean.: As to coping with them at ‘sea, 
we cannot do it. We.can annoy them, but not 
meet them on the open sea.. I would meet them 
and hurt. them, however, where we éan. We 
must take the continent from them. : I wish never 
to see a peace till we do. God has given us the 
power and the means; we are to blame if we do 
not use them. ` If we get the continent, she must 
allow us the freedom.of the sea. I hope, sir, the 
amendment of my friend from North: Carolina, 
going to make this army.more efficient, may.be 
adopted. ; 

Mr. PLeasanrs said, before the question was 
taken, he wished to submit a few of the reasons 
why he was opposed to the amendment. The 
question before the House; if he correctly under- 
stood it, was not, what were the best materials of 
which to make an army; whether men for the 
war, for five years, or for twelve months; but the 
question was, what is the kind of force; and for 
what length of time: can. you raise an army to 
take the field at the-earliest period ?. I hesitate 
nota moment, Mr. P. said, to declare, that i£ it 
were within the compass of our ability to raise 
an army for five years by voting it, I would au- 
thorize it: Not a moment should I doubt on the 
subject. The-history of the world is strongly in 
favor of such an army. But we perfectly know, 
from the progress of the recruiting service, that 
we havealready authorized as many men of that 
description as we shall probably be able to raise. 
This force is wanted to render the next campaign 
efficient. Iconsider the bill merely as a substi- 
tute for the volunteer system heretofore pursued. 
Of what materials will this army be composed ? 
Of yóung. men ready to volunteer their services 
for one year in the form of regulars; and in 
ninety-nine cases out of a hundred, men will en- 
list in this corps who would not enlist for five 
years, or forthe war. I am sanguine in the opin- 


ion, that this measure, if now adopted, will do 


away the defects of the present volunteer system, 
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and I am fully of opinion, that under it, a force 
may be drawn into the field ready to act effi- 
ciently in the next campaign. - I am not one of 
those, sir, notwithstanding the accounts we have 
heard of our disasters, who despair of the Repub- 
lie. If we turn to history we shall find that we 
have never engaged in any war in which we 
have come out better.in the first campaign than 
we bave in this. Look at the war undertaken 
under the auspices of Gen. Washington against 
the Indians. What was the history of it? We 
all recollect the campaign under Harmar, and its 
ploody scenes. The campaign under St. Clair 
cannot be forgotten. We then suffered defeat 
upon defeat, disaster upon disaster, in the course 
of the war, which was not terminated till the 
Treaty of Greenville, in 1795, though it may be 
said to have virtually terminated by the defeat of 
the Indians by General Wayne, which occurred 
previous to the treaty. If this country be will- 
ing to go into the contest heart and hand, we 
shall, in à very short time, demonstrate to the 
enemy all we want to convince her of, that it is 
in reality her interest to be at peace with this 
country... I hope, sir, the motion to amend the 
bill will not prevail. I am perfectly convinced 
that the bill as it is will enable us to call a valu- 
able force into service, and 1 am sanguine in the 
hope, that, with its aid, together with the other 
force we shall have, we may clear the continent 
of the enemy’s dominion in one campaign, though 
I do not undertake to predict that we shall. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Macon’s 
proposed amendment, and lost. 

The question recurred on the passage of the 
bill to a third reading. 

Mr. Pearson said, not unfrequently it happens, 
Mr. Speaker, both in private and political life, 
that men of the clearest perceptions and most 
correct motives, experience much difficulty and 
embarrassment in determining on the course best 
to be pursued, or the application of means best 
calculated to produce a given object. The ob- 
ject most devoutly wished for by myself, and, no 
doubt, equally desired by every honest and hon- 
orable man in this community, is, that my coun- 
try should once more be restored to the enjoy- 
ment of peace. Under the pressure of existing 
circumstances, involved in a war with a power- 
ful nation—a war now prosecuted for a doubtful, 
or, at least, strongly controverted question of na- 
tional righi—a war, the prosecution of which, so 


far as relates to our military operations, has eve- | 


rywhere, and on all oceasions, been attended 
with disgrace, defeat, or disaster; under such 
circumstances, I confess, sir, I am not free from 
embarrassment in determining on the course de- 
manded by genuine patriotism, or best calculated 
to restore the blessings of peace to the country. 
T rejoiced to hear the honorable Chairman of the 
Military Committee (Mr. D. R. WiLLiAMS) de- 
clare, the other day, that his object was also 
peace. It must be a source of gratification to 
the country to learn that some of the strongest 
advocates for the declaration of war begin now 
to think and talk of peace, 


The honorable gentleman, however, urges the 


passage of the bill under. consideration (which 
authorizes the enlistment of twenty thousand 
additional regular troops for one year; and pro- 
vides for the appointment of proportionably an 
unusual number of officers, with all the accom- 
panying. paraphernalia of an army,) as the means 
best calculated to produce the end in view. 
Did I believe, sir, that the passage of this bill, or 


(what is more difficult and less likely to happen) 
the actual enlistment of the proposed additional 
force, would secure to-us our. object, I would not 
only consent to give this force, but: ten times the 
number, if it were by force alone.to be obtained ; 
but when I reflect on the special-and sole cause 
for which it is avowed the war.is now. prosecu- 
ted ; when I consider the relative strength, situa- 
tion,and disposable force, by sea and land, of the 
two nations, and especially. when my recollec- 
tion is. assailed (for we cannot, nor ought we 
to, close our senses against such damning facts) 
with the heretofore scanty enlistments; the con- 
fusion and insubordination which has pervaded 
many parts of your army; the extraordinary 
expense already incurred, and the uniform disas- 
ters which have marked all your military opera- 
tions, I cannot bring my mind to the belief that 
the force now proposed can produce any desira- 
ble effect. $ 

Mr. Speaker:.As much as I was opposed to 
the declaration of war,and as much as subse- 


| quent events have convinced me of the correct- 


ness of the vote I gave on that momentous ques- 
tion, it is not my purpose on this occasion to 
question the policy of that unfortunate act. My 
mind is bent on peace ; to that object my efforts 
are directed. The impression is strongly fixed 
on my understanding, that this war can be ter- 
\minated with honor and advantage to this na- 
tion, without the further effusion of human blood. 
If so, surely no Christian will deny but justice, 
humanity, and sound policy demand that nothing 
should remain undone, on our part, to stop this 
career of carnage and bloodshed. I have said, 
sir, that itis my impression that this war can be 
terminated with honor and advantage to this na- 
tion, without a further appeal to arms. In sta- 
ting this opinion, I do not mean to be understood 
as identifying the honor of the nation’ with the 
honor of those by whom the war was declared ; 
or, in other words, I do not admit that the na- 
tional honor rests solely in the hands of those 
who may happen to be in the Administration, or 
who may happen to constitute a majority in 
Congress. No, sir, this is an elective Govern- 
ment—the power and ultimate responsibility rest 
with the people; they cannot be dishonored un- 
less they pertinaciously approve of unwise or 
wicked measures, and continue to support the 
authors of such measures. It is, therefore, not 
with me à primary consideration, in the sugges- 
tions I am about to make, how far the honor or 
reputation, for political wisdom, of any individu- 
als may-be affected by the adoption of the plan 
for peace which has occurred to my mind. I do 
not know that any hónorable gentleman will be 
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affected. by it, should it be adopted. “I hope he 
will nots to me-t is perfectly indifferent who are 
in. power, so. that.the. affairs of the nation are 


well.conducted.:. 7. " d d 

Mr. Speaker : Whatever may. have been the 
original. causes: for:.the declaration of this war, 
we áre now taught to believe that the question in 
contest is reduced .to a single point. The Brit- 
ish Orders in: Council were repealed on the 21st 
of June, three days. after our declaration of war; 
and of course, without a knowledge of that event, 
the blockade of May, 1806, had. long ceased to 
‘exist. The. sole. avowed cause, therefore, re- 
maining, and for which the war is now carried 
on, is the practice of impressment from on board 
our merchant vessels. This subject has for many 
yer engaged .the attention of both nations; it 

as been a fruitful theme of execration and dec- 
lamation for almost every editor and orator of 
the age. Great as our cause of complaint may 
have been, (and I am not disposed to palliate it,) 
it must be admitted by all. who understand the 
mature and true bearing of the question, that it 
has been subjected to much exaggeration. Per- 
mit me, sir, to remark, that notwithstanding the 
‘importance, the difficulty, and delicacy which 
have been justly attributed to this subject, and 
the unwillingness at all times manifested on the 
part of the British Government to abandon or 
derogate. from the abstract right of impressing 
her. own seamen from on .board neutral mer- 
chant. vessels, it is very far from being certain 
„that she has not been willing to: enter into such 
arrangement with this Government, as would 
place the question of impressment on a basis 
both safe and honorable to-this nation. By a 
reference to the correspondence of Messrs. Mon- 
roe and Pinkney with the British Commissioners, 
which preceded the treaty concluded by those 
gentlemen in the year 1806, but which was un- 
fortunately rejected. by the then President, it is 
evident that the interest of impressment was, in 
the.opinion of those gentlemen, placed on a foot- 
ing well calculated to secure our own seamen 
from the abuse against which we had com- 
plained, and against which it was our duty to 
protect them. This opinion was not only ex- 
pressed in forcible and decisive language at the 
time of entering-into the arrangement, but re- 
peated by Mr. Monroe more than a year after, in 
a formal letter to the Secretary of State. The 
language of that gentleman, now your Secretary 
of State, is peculiarly emphatic, and must be 
within the recollection of every gentleman in 
this House. Without troubling the House with 
the reading oi the documents referred to, it is 
sufficient for me to state, that your present Secre- 
tary of State did, in a letter addressed to Mr. 
Madison, dated. February 28, 1808. declare “ that 
: he always believed, and did still believe, that 
: the ground on which the interest of impress- 
« ment was placed by the paper of the British 
« Commissioners of the 8th of November, 1806, 
¿and the. explanations which. accompanied it, 
: was both honorable and advantageous to the 
« United States.” 


Thus, sir,as we have conclusive evidence of-a 
disposition on the part. of the British Govern- 
ment, at one period at least, to advance consid- 
erable length towards an adjustment of this long 
contested question ; and as we. have no evidence 
that different principles and claims are now as- 
serted from those then advanced ; I think it fair 
to conclude, that it is still in our power:to put an 
end to this controversy with safety to-our sea- 
men, and advantage to the nation. Instead, then, | 
of passing this bill, and spending the blood and 
treasure of our countrymen in the prosecution of 
this war, I conceive it our duty to make an ef- 
fort for the sanction of our just rights, and the 
restoration of peace, without a further appeal to 
force. It is my decided opinion that such an ef- 
fort, if fairly and liberally made by this House, 
and the Executive branch of the Government, 
would not fail in producing the desired effect. .- 

The peculiar nature of. the question, which 
now constitutes the sole object for continuing the 
war; the intimation given. by the Executive in. 
the correspondence with the British Government, 
since the declaration of war, together with the 
opinions stated by Mr. Monroe and Mr. Pinkney, 
in their letter to the Secretary of State of Jan- 
uary 3, 1807, all tend to confirm me in the belief, 
that it is the duty of Congress to pass a law 
which would not.only check: desertions from the 
British service, by excluding persons of: that de- 
scription from employ in our service, but-also de- 
prive the British Government of the apology 
alleged for impressing American seamen, by ex-. 
cluding British subjects from the commercial 
and public service of tne United States. Hav- 
ing alluded to the letter of Mr. Monroe and Mr. 
Pinkney. of the 3d of January, 1807, I will take 
the liberty of reading from 1t a short extract. 
After stating. the opinion they had formerly ex- 
pressed, that although the British Government 
did not feel itself at liberty to relinquish formal- 
ly, by treaty, its claim to search our merchant 
vessels for British seamen, its practice would 
nevertheless be essentially, if not completely, 
abandoned, they observe: “That opinion has 
* since been confirmed by frequent conferences 
* on the subject with the British Commissioners, 
* who have repeatedly assured us that, in their 
: judgment, we were made as secure against the 
* exercise of their pretension by the policy which 
‘their Government had adopted, in regard to that 
‘very delicate and important question, as we 
‘could have been made by treaty. It is proper 
* to observe, however, that the good effect of this 
‘disposition, and its continuance, may depend, 
‘in a great measure, on the means whieh may 
‘be taken hereafter by the Congress to check 
* desertions from the British service. If the 
* treaty is ratified, and a perfect good understand- 
‘ing is produced. by it between the two coun- 
“tries, it will be easy for their Governments, by 
* friendly communications, to state to each other 
* what they respectively desire, and in that mode 
‘to arrange the business as satisfactorily as it 
* could be done by treaty.” 

Thus, sir, had the treaty of 1806 been ratified 
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anda good understanding been produced between 
the two countries, Congress were warned, even 
in that event, that it was their duty to lend their 
aid in rendering effectual and perpetual any ar- 
rangement which might. be made on this subject 
of impressment. As to the- late communications 
from the Executive department, made to the 
British: Government, since the declaration of war, 
it is not my intention at this time to enter into a 

articular examination of their merit or demerit. 
Į will barely remark, that to me they present a 
novelty in the history of war and diplomacy. 
Propositions, alleged to be of a pacific nature, 
made in six days after the declaration of war! 
Such a procedure (much as I desire peace and 
much as I was opposed to the war) is to my 
mind; to say the least, extremely extraordinary, 
and its policy incomprehensible. It is the more 
so from the circumstance of a British Minister 
being on the spot at the moment of declaring the 
war and keeping up a continued correspondence 
with the Secretary of State to the last moment 
of the existence of peace. Under such circum- 
stances [ should conceive each nation ought to 
have known the ultimatum of the other and not 
waited for the form of a declaration of war, to 
resume the negotiation and give a new shape to 
their proposition. I confess that I am not sur- 
prised at the result of this war negotiation—eve- 
rything was demanded to be yielded by our ene- 
my, for which the war was declared, even as a 
preliminary in the first instance to an armistice, 
and in the second instance as preliminary to a 
negotiation. The equivalent offered on our part, 
was of a nature which it was not within the pro- 
vince of the Executive to confirm, and, of course, 
depended on what Congress might or might not 
do on the subject. In addition to this, our agent 
in London, through whom those propositions 
were made, did not possess regular and compe- 
tent powers, and was considered by the British 
Government as incompetent to act with them on 
such a subject on equal terms of obligation and 
responsibility. Whatever, therefore, may be my 
opinion in relation to those late propositions, and 
however illy calculated they may have been to 
produce any desirable result, I am far from con- 
sidering them un worthy the particular attention of 
this House. Iallude particularly to the equiva- 
lent proposed as an inducement for the disconti- 
nuance of the practice of impressment. Here, for 
the first time in the whole history of the long 
protracted discussion on this subject, it is intima- 
ted that something effectual will be done on our 
part to prevent the cause of the abuse of which 
we complain—a promise is given, in theevent of 
obtaining the concessions demanded, that a law 
would be passed by Congress to prohibit the em- 
ployment of British seamen in tbe publie or com- 
mercial service of the United States. This, then, 
is what I ask you now to do—pass a law effectu- 
ally to exclude all British subjects from the pub- 
lic and private maritime service of the Uni- 
ted States; let the law be well guarded against 
the possibility of violation or evasion; and let us 
be determined rigidly to enforce it; place this 
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law in the hands of your Executive ; let him im- 
mediately appointrone'ot more honest, able, inde- 
pendent commissioners; men who neither have 
nor expect an office; men"in whom the ‘nation, 
without regard to party, would be willing to con- 
fide; give- them amplé powers to form a treaty or 
arrange the sole question which is now the pivot 
on which this: war depends. Do all ‘this; do it 
faithfully, and I venture to predict you’ will b- 
tain a peace, and" sécire’ your ‘just rights nore 
speedily, mote effectually;and more satisfactorily 


to the people of this country, than by all the mil- 
itary operations in the compass òf your: power. 
If then, after doing“everything which, as a just 


and honorable people we ought to do, not only to 
secure our own rights, but to guard‘against doing 


injury to the rights of others, wë should wnfortu- 


nately fail in obtaining peace and justicé, we 
should then be united’ in any war for essential 


rights. Sir, in’ polities, as well’ as in morality, 
the sin of omission is équal to the sin of commis- 


sion; if others are injured by oür neglect, with 


what propriety dan we complain: if that injury 
should happen to'be made to ‘recoil upon our- 
selves—unless, indeed, effectual means aré taken 
to prevent its recurrence? If this position is true, 
let it be applied to the quéstion now in dispute; 
and I conceive it must irresistibly follow, that our 
own hands are not entirely clean, and’ that’ it is 
our duty to make theiii'$o, before they are farther 
steeped in blood. Before’ enter into the exami- 
nation of tlie question of impressment—the only 
avowed existing object of the war—permit me to 
declare, as the firm conviction of my ünderstand- 
ing, that-if this question, as it at preseiit stands, 


under the peculiar ‘circumstances of the two na- 


tions, could be fully and fairly understood by the 
people of this country, they would not sustain the 
war in which we are involved for one single 
hour. No, sir, a-war never can, it never’ ought to 
bet sustained, for the protection of British subjects, 
or foreigners of any description, who may come 
among us, unless they remain ‘within ‘the territo- 
rial jurisdiction of the United States; on the con- 
trary, if Great Britain will not be satisfied to ar- 
range this subject fairly—so as toexempt us from 
the abuse'of the practice of impressing from 'oür 
vessels, when such security as is in our power to 
give, and such as she ought to ask, is given het, 
that none of her seafaring subjects shall be em- 
ployed in our public or merchant vessels—then we 
shall have a cause for war (and be united in it) 
more worthy of the energies of this nation. How 
far we have the right, or how expedient it may 
be for the Legislature, to restrict the claims of 
one, though very ineonsiderable, class of sea- 
men, viz: those British seamen who have, previ- 
ously to the existing war, been regularly natüral- 
ized agreeably to the laws of the United States— 
how far, I say, it would be Constitutional and just 
to interfere with the elaims:and privileges now 
enjoyed by this particular description of persons, 
I am not at this moment prepared to say. I be- 


lieve, however, the number is so incónsiderable, 
that it would not produce any serious obstacle to 
an arrangement; Which’ would bé other wise desit- 
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d, both, parties. regarding and looking to the 
future more than the past, would not permit.so 
inconsiderable:a practical and past evil.to become 
a.serions object of contestation.: As to those for- 
eigners who may ;be..hereafter naturalized, we 
have complete control over, the subject; they 
ought. not.to.. have a.claim.on .protection, if they 
are,not content. with the. blessings. of our laws 
and our land, without placing themselves in. the 
power of their native sovereign. . Sir, it would 
seemjif,indeed,any reliance is to be had ona 
very. extraordinary. document, furnished by the 
Executive during the present session-of Congress, 
purporting to be the detail. of. an interesting con- 
versation; between .Mr.. Russell and Lord Castle- 
reagh,on the 18th :of September last, that Mr. 
Russell, though not authorized by his Government 
sg..to,do, did. propose that the law. to be passed by 
us and to take.effect on thediscontinuance of the 
practice of impressment, should. prohibit the em- 
ployment of the.native subjects or citizens of the 
one;State, excepting such. only as had already 
been naturalized, on board the private or public 
ships. of the other. ;This proposition.: although 
not authorized and, not considered as binding on 
the. Executive, is certainly entitled to due con- 
sideration by us, from the time and manner of 
its being made, and the sanction most unques- 
tionably implied. from the silence of the Execu- 
tive in relation to. this. proposition. Thus, the 
subject is reduced by, the showing of our own 
Cabinet not so. much.to.the violation of a right, 
as id the. occasional abuse of the. exercise -of a 
; How, then, does the question really and fairly 
stand, for which it is alleged this war is and ought 
to be prosecuted.at the.hazard of everything dear 
to a prosperous and happy people?, The claim 
of the British. Government. is; to, take from the 
. merchant vessels of other. countrjes British sub- 
jects. We complain that, in, the practice, com- 
manders. of British ships of war often. take from 
merchant yessels of, the United States American 
citizens. If, then, the right of. search is not. de- 
nied—if the invariable principle of national allegi- 
ance-and protection is admitted, so far as gives to 
the Sovereign a right to the.services of their na- 
tive citizens or subjects, in-£ime of war, or when 
the exigencies. of. the State may require them— 
it follows that this practice of impressment from 
our vessels springs from-our. employment of her 
seamen in our merchant service, regardless of the 
injury inflicted by, deprjving: her.of the services 
of that class of her subjects, more than all others 


essential to her safety-in time of war, and, at all 
times, to.the general prosperity of the nation. 
This practice being induced and defended for the 
reasons above stated, will not be relinquished until- 
something is done—some plan adopted—which ' 
wil] remedy the evil complained. of, for which 
impressment is now resorted to. We will bave 
to give something in exchangeas the price of such 


'a relinquishment, and. nothing can be cheaper 


than the plan I have proposed. TAS i 
Will it be contended that this is granting too 
much? Will it be contended thata neutral flag 
shall protect everything that sails under it? 
Surely gentlemen will. except articles deemed 
contraband of war, and armed enemies of a bel- 
ligerent. They must go further: they must aban- 
don the protection of native subjects of a foreign 
Power, when they trust themselves beyond our 
territorial jurisdiction, and thus fall into the hands 
of their original sovereign. If this is not. done, 
this. war must be interminable, at. least, while 
Great Britain. has a flag on the ocean.. Should 
we be successful in the contest, the principle will 
not be sanctioned by any nation regardful of its 
maritime power, and probably be a curse to-our- 
selves, should we ever possess superior naval 
prowess. Moreover, in the assertion of such a 
right, we are entering the lists against the law 
and practice of perhaps évery nation in the world 
which pretends to regard-civilization orlaw. For, 
although I admit that all civilized nations recog- 
nise, in some form or other, the rights and privi- 
leges of naturalization, yet they equally agree in 
the'doctrine of perpetual allegiance, and deny that 
naturalization, by a foreign Power, gives to the 
person naturalized any new claims to protection 
against his own Sovereign. Much less, there- 
fore, are persons to be protected who are bound 
by no tie to any country, except the tie resulting 
from allegiance and protection, which is only due 
to and from the native State. . : 
This, sir, is the doctrine of approved writers on 
national law; it is the uniform doctrine of Great 
Britain, and is recognised, not. only by the prac- 
tice of France, but by a variety of statutes and 
edicts of that country, both before and since the 
Revolution. . She not only denies the right of 
protection. to the naturalized person against his 
own Sovereign, but denies to neutrals the right 
io naturalize her enemies, so as to protect them 
against. her arms, and authorizes the seizure of 
her. own seamen on board neutral vessels at sea. 
Yes, sit, these practices and these pretensions 
have. been enforced upon us by the officers of the 
French Government in a variety of instances ; 
and, so far from those officers considering it an 
offence, they have reproached our Government 
for seducing their seamen into our service; nor 
have I heard a whisper of complaint on this sub- 
ject against the’ French Government. Who.is 
there, that has paid any attention to the proceed- 
ings of France on this subject, that is ignorant of 
the rigid vigilance with which she has endea- 
vored to secure to herself the services of her own 
seamen, both in peace and war, and the little cer- - 
emony with which neutral or naturalized seamen 
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have been treated by her. She makes ita crime 
in her seamen to serve on board vessels of other 
nations, whether enemies or friends. She pun- 
ishes as pirates all masters of vessels, whether 
naturalized or settled in other countries, who take 
commissions or use any other flag than that of 
France. Ifher seamen are found in foreign ships, 
in time of peace, they are doomed.to confinement 
and service; if in time of war, they are sentenced 
to three years in the galleys. These are some of 
the regulations which exist, and had their origin 
previous to the Revolution.’ Since that period, 
and in the tide of French principles, (for I will 
not prostitute the term liberty) other regulations 
have taken place, which clearly show of what 
avail our certificates of naturalization or oür pro- 
tection to foreigners would have been, had that 
nation been able to keep anything like a fleet at 
sea. By this modern champion of maritime rights, 
all captains of neutral vessels were punished as 
spies, unless they could prove by our Minister 
near the French Court that they were born in an 
allied or neutral country. All Euglish sailors on 
board neutral flags in the ports of France were 
ordered to be arrested, and every man who spoke 
the English language was to be considered Eng- 

. lish, unless he could prove by authentic docu- 
ments that he was an American. 

These, sir, are some of the doctrines and prac- 
tices of France; their cruelty and injustice in 
many respects must be: admitted by all; they 
transcend any British pretensions which have 
ever come to my knowledge; they ure adduced 
not to palliate the conduct of the British Govern- 
ment, but to show the conductof different nations 
on the subject for which the war is now continued, 
and principally to show, that whilst we assert the 
principle that our flag shall be the shield of pro- 
tection to every foreigner who may take refuge 
under it, this war will be eternal, if not universal. 

One word more, sir,on this part of the subject— 
it is this: independent of the ‘existence of the 
war, and the intrinsic delicacy and perplexity of 
the question of which I have been treating, and 
setting aside all considerations of injury and ab- 
stract right both in relation to ourselves and others, 
there is something of superior encouragement and 
patronage due from us to our native tars. Na- 
tional honor and national safety require that your 
navies and your armies too should be composed 
of the natives of our soil. It ill befits us to share 
the toils and honors of defending our country 
with those who have no interest in it—already 
has the glory of the late brilliant naval achieve- 
ment, the capture of the Guerriere by the Con- 
stitution, under command of Captain Hull, been 
somewhat tarnished by the fact, or at least the 
belief, that a great part of our crew were Britons. 
Call not foreigners to your aid, let American bat- 
iles be fought by America’s sons; to them impart 
the honor or the shame. 

As to the bill under consideration, I consider 
it a perfect nullity in point of practical efficiency. 
It will add to expenses already too great for the 
people to bear, or this Legislature fairly to pro- 
vide. For, sir, so tottering are the props of this 


war, they will fall the instant you touch the pock- 
ets of the people ina way which they will see, 
feel, and understand. I know your reliance is.oa 
loans, to aid in providing for the expenditures of 
the present year, which, if this bill passes, will 
exceed thirty-five millions of dollars. This mode 
of getting money may fail, and, if it does not, lit- 
tle comfort is afforded by it to those who look 
forward to the day of payment. , No honest man 
derives much consolation from, being relieved 
from prompt payment, if a mortgage is rivetted on 
himself and. his posterity. Already you have 
officers in number sufficient to command thirty- 
five thousand men, independent of the six hun- 
dred which have just sprung up by the bill that 
was passed yesterday. Suppose (for the sake of 
argument) that there are at this moment not 
more than fifteen thousand men enlisted in thé 
present establishment; it follows of course that 
there are already supernumerary officers sufficient 
for the command of twenty thousand men, besides 
the additional six bundred exclusively intended 
for the recruiting service. Wo V 

Why then, with so. many unemployed officers 
in commission and pay, (a number almost suffi- 
cient to admit of a recruiting officer opening à 
rendezvous in every county, town, or village in 
the United States.) shall we have entailed upon 
us the curse of this additional mass of useless ex- 
pense? If there is any peculiar charm in the 
period of twelve months to induce rapid enlist- 
ments, after the law which at present exists àu- 
thorizing the enlistment of fifteen. thousand men 
for eighteen months, let these fifteen thousand and 
five thousand more if you please be enlisted for 
twelve instead of eighteen months, and you will 
have all the men contemplated by this bill with- 
out the unnecessary multiplication of officers. 

I understand. sir, the present campaign is broken 
up; no more fighting or attempts.on Canada are, 
intended during the Winter. Let your officers, 
instead of lolling in the tents, or spending ‘their 
time in amusement, exert themselves in provid- 
ing a force for the Spring, and if men are disposed 
to enlist at all, as many can and will be bad, in the 
manner I have mentioned, as there would be if 
you had a recruiting officer at every man’s door 
in the eountry. 

But, sir, when I consider the intrinsic objec- 
tions to short enlistments for distant offensive 
operations; when I refleet on the theatre where 
this war is to be prosecuted, and the consequence 
of opposing raw undisciplined troops in contest 
with veteran soldiers, I cannot avoid expressing 
my astonishment at the imbecility and wildness 
of the project contemplatetl by this bill, and ad- 
monish gentlemen of its total inefficacy in bring- 
ing nearer to them the objeet of their wishes. 

Mr. Catnoun observed, in reply to Mr. PEAR- 
SON, that he was very happy to find, that the 
gendeman from North Carolina, while he was 
unwilling to defend the Irish and Englishmen, 
yet was willing to promote the war for the Amer- 
ican seamen—that the cause was a good one, 
and he hoped that the other gentlemen who 
usually acted with him, would unite to defend so 
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brave and meritorious à class of citizens. That] 


as to acting on the subject, he, asa member of the 
Committee.of Foreign Relations, togéther with 
some others of that-committee, had it under con- 
sideration. That his views did not extend farther 
than’ the proposition made by our Executive to 
the British Government. IfEngland would agree 
to reciprocal exclusion, he. would agree for one 
to limit our protection to native-born seamen and 
those: who-are. now naturaliezd. The subject 
was, however, one“of very great delicacy, better 
fitted for negotiation than legislation, and he-had 
not fully reflected on it—but if, after due delibera- 
tion; he found-it could be done with propriety, it 
` should: be laid:before Congress before the end of 
the'session.; That he could not agree with the 
gentleman: from North Carolina, that we ought 
to.rely on such ‘provisions, and suspend in the 
meantime our preparations; that such conduct 
would be fatal, as England was a proud and high- 
minded nation, and that nothing could bring her 
‘to terms but a vigorous and successful prosecution 
ofthe war. 2. 
Mr. Rura made some remarks on the sam 
head; and the House adjourned. 


Monpay, January 4. 


Epwarp HEMPSTEAD, returned to serve as the 
Delegate in this House from the Territory of 
Missouri, appeared, produced his credentials, was 
qualified, and took his seat.. 

On motion of Mr. FINDLEY, .. | 

. Resolved; That the Speaker address a letter to 
the Executive of the State of Pennsylvania, com- 
niunicating information of the death of Joun 
SMiLIE, late a member of this House, in order 
that measures may be taken to supply the vacan- 
cy occasioned thereby, in the representation from 
that State. : 

The bill to confirm the decision of the Com- 
missioners appointed to settle the boundaries of 
the public lands at West Point, was read a third 
time, and passed. 

"Mr. BunwELL offered the following resolution 
for consideration: ` 

“ Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be.instructed to inquire into the expediency of fixing by 
law the value of ‘foreign gold coins within the United 
States?” - 

- Mr. B. observed, that the law which had form- 
erly made those coins a tender in the payment 
of duties, had been suffered to expire two years 
since; not having been renewed, under an appre- 
hension that those coins were so far reduced in 
value as not to be fit for circulation. By the report 
of the Assayer of the Mint, for the year 1812, laid 
on the table a few days ago, it appeared that 
there was no difference in the value of these coins 
between the present day and the time when the law 
of 1806 expired, except in those of Spain. There 
was circulating a quantity of gold coin in the 
country, which frequently fell into the hands of 
those unacquainted with the expiration of the 
law, who took itat its full value, and thereby in- 
curred loss,&c. ` 

The resolution was then adopted. : 


ROLL OF UNITED STATES’ OFFICERS. — 
^. Mr. RANDOLPH rose to make a motion. ‘He 
remarked, that at the first session of the seventh 
Congress, the President of the United States, for. 
reasons by him set forth, transmitted to Congress 
a roll of the persons having office or employment 
under the United States. At that day, relorm, 
economy, retrenchment, husbanding. the public 
resources, jealousy of great military. and naval 
establishments, jealousy of. Executive patronage, 
jealousy of the power of the General Govern- 
ment, when in collision with that of the States—. 
these were then the leading and prominent fea- 
tures of Republican faith. Wefind the President 
of the United States of that day himself pointing 
to the patronage with which he is clothed, to its. 
enormous amount, and soliciting its retrench- 
ment. But, setting aside any motive the Presi- 
dent of the United States might have had in 
making the communication, it may be admitted 
on all hands that it cannot be improper for this 
House to possess such information. . Mr. R. 
therefore moved— ; 

“That the President be requested to lay before the. 
House a roll of persons having office or emoluments 
under the Government of the United States.” 

Mr. Rusa moved that the resolution lie on the 
table. Negatived, 49 to 44. ae 
` Mr. Little could not conceive any object in 
view in requiring the names of military as well 
as civil officers, and thought a distinction should 
be made between them in the resolution, as in- 
deed he apprehended the gentleman who moved 
it intended. : ' 

Mr. RBEA, moved to amend the resolution by 
adding thereto the words “so far as he believes 
consistent with the public good.” 

Mr. BuackLepae made a motion going to su- 
persede that of Mr. Ruea, that the further con- 
sideration of the motion be postponed to Wed- 
nesday next. He wished time to prepare aa 
amendment, which should except from the gen- 
eral requisition the names of those persons in the 
employment of the United States, the diselosure 
of whose names, and perhaps employments, the 
existing state of war might render improper. 

Mr. RaNpoLPH said, he had no objection to 
the résolution being postponed or laid on the 
table, but for the difficulty which was interposed 
to doing any business in this House, but such as 
the majority of the House should previously, di- 
rectly or tacitly, have arranged to be done. Mr. 
R. said, he had himself attended in his place 
with a wish to make this motion at least twenty 
times. According to the present manner of trans- 
acting business, Mr. R. said, a difficulty was in- 
terposed, not only to making a motion, but to 
calling up business on the table—it was a mode 
of doing business before unprecedented and un- 
heard of, in this House, or in any Parliamentary 
body on the face of the earth. This eireümstance 
alone inducing Mr. R. to feel any reluctance to 
accede to the proposition for postponement. But 
while up, said Mr. R., permit me to notice a 
change, which would be amusing if it were 
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„not melaneholy—a change by time and chance, 
which bappen unto all things; a change in those 
who call themselves the legitimate successors of 
the seventh Congress; a difference between the 
feelings of this House now and then. This House 
now feels a fastidious delicacy, asort of ‘instinc- 


tive terror, an inward shrinking: and fainting in 


calling on-the Executive for that information 
which the Executive at that time voluntarily 
tendered tous. As to the nature of the informa- 
tion requested, Mr. R. said, he had copied the 
words from the Message of the President to the 
seventh Congress, transmitting what he was 
pleased to call “a roll of persons having office 
and emolument under the United States.” Mr. 
R: here read the Message alluded to. He stated 
his apprehension that an agreement to the mo- 
tion to postpone to Wednesday next would be 
equivalent to rejection. The mode of doing 
business, he repeated, was almost such as to seal 
the lips of every man who has not the honor to 
hold some prominent ‘station in the standing or 
select committees of the House. In his appre- 
hension this abuse ought to be remedied. The 
evil had increased, and was increasing. The floor 
of the House should be open as well to one side 
as the other of the House— 

Mr. R: had proceeded thus far; when 

Mr. SrzAKER said, he did not think the remarks 
of the gentleman, reflecting upon the House for 
the mode of transaeting business, proper in them- 
selves or relevant to the proposition to postpone 
the resolution until Wednesday. In point of 
fact, he would observe that there was no differ- 
ence in the opportunity enjoyed by gentlemen on 
all sides of the House, of submitting their mo- 
tions. If there were not greater extension of the 
time for receiving motions, it proceeded from the 
inability to make a House, in consequence of 
the non-attendance of some members, at the hour 
to which the House is adjourned. 

Mr. Ranpouru having resumed his seat, 

Mr. Ruta said, he should vote for postpone- 
ment, because there could be no ground for the 
call. If the gentleman had any object in view, and 
would call for information relative to it, he had 
no objection to affording it. But this resolution 
was too comprehensive, it bad a beginning, but 
no end or object that he could discover. 

Mr. Lacock said, he had no objection to the 
resolution, but that it was too broad for the pre- 
sent circumstances of Government. The name 
was required of every person employed by it, no 
mattter how necessary that their employments 
should be confidential. It left no discretion to 
withhold the name of any person, although en- 
gaged in military or other concerns requiring 
secrecy. 

Mr. BLAckiLEepGE rose to say, that he was by 
no means hostile to the object of the motion, fur- 
ther than it might be detrimental to the public 
service, He wished to postpone it to prepare 
an amendment. If he could not amend it satis- 
factorily. he would then vote for itas it stood. 

"The question on postponement was agreed to, 
58 to 49. 


ADDITIONAL MILITARY FORCE... 

. The House resumed the consideration of the 
bill for raising for one year an additional military 
force of twenty thousand men. 

The quéstion was stated on the engrossment 
of the. bill for a third reading. i 

Mr. Briegam.—Mr. Speaker, the bill under con- 
sideration if passed into a law, will deeply affect 
my constituents and the public in general. [t 
provides for prosecuting this war on a more ex- 
tensive scale—it is a kind- of second declaration 
of war. The objects of conquest are multiplied ; 
the field of operation is enlarged; the Army must 
be increased: with the addition of 20,000 regular 
troops; and enlistments encouraged by additional 
buunty and wages. Sir, this is the system of ar- 
rangement to prosecute the scheme of foreign in- 
vasion. One error frequently. prepares the way 
for another ; we are now unhappily involved in 
the calamities of war, and the'question is, how 
we shall prosecute and support it. 

Mr. B. said he had been uniformly, and in prin- 
ciple, opposed to this war, and of course, opposed 
to all the measures connected with it; that in his 
opinion, this war was both politically and morally 
wrong; that it was declared without suitable pre- 
paration, without necessity, without an army, 
without adequate resources, and without unani- 
mity; it has been prosecuted without success; 
we have also gained nothing but loss, defeat, and 
disgrace ; the people are alarmed at the loss of 
their peace, distressed with the fruits of the war, 
and have serious apprehensions of what may be 
the future measures of Congress on this subject. 

Sir, continued Mr. B., this war is of an offen- 
sive character; it isa war of conquest, totally 
inconsistent with the spirit and genius of our Con- 
stitution, and, if prosecuted in the present divided 
state of the country, I fear it may be fatal to our 
most valuable institutions. Republics, sir, ought 
never to be engaged in a foreign, offensive war; 
they are calculated only for defensive war. 

Sir, there is something unaccountable, that the ` 
disposition to prosecute this war should increase, 
as the causes of the war decrease, and the means 
and ability to carry it on lessen. The war which. 
we now have on hand is predicated principally 
on the Orders in Council. The impressment of. 
seamen, during the last session of Congress, was 
considered of minor importance and as a proper 
subject of negotiation between the two nations, 
and was so considered in the days of General 
Washington, in those of Mr. Jefferson, and why 
not now by Mr. Madison? 

Sir, the Orders in Council which interfered 
with our neutral rights are revoked. The Pres- 
ident, in his Message at the commencement of 
this session, declared the fact, and the war now 
rests solely on the subject of impressment. I do 
not believe that the prosecuting of this war will 
have a tendency to bring about an amicable and 
satisfactory adjustment on this subject, and at 
the end of the war, if it ever ceases, this question 
of impressment mast be settled by treaty. 

Sir, at this time, and under these circumstan- 
ces, we are called on to augment our standing 
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army to tlie.'ngmber-of 55.000 regular troops, to 
prosecute-the war«with: vigor,'and; as. some: say, | 


-forgloryG ^: - 


<a Sircif this system of warfare is carried into ef- 


fect,.we shall: unavoidably..create an annual: ex- 


“pense of foriy-millions of dollars; and where is: 


"your. money to.defray this.expense? | Why; you 
must take it from the pockets of our constituents, 
~-and from those who are opposed to this war; and 
if you fail.of obtaining. the necessary loans, you 


“must stop payment; the nation will become bank-. 


» rupt, and. future- generations will be loaded with 
<an enormous debt. 
^. Sir;canthis be for the honor and interest of the 
‘American people; can it be for the satisfaction 
Tof:óur: constituents; are they in love’ with this 
"war? -Are they prepared. to. barter away their 
property and their peace for the hazards and fa- 
;tigue of a foreign war, which promises. nothing 
but poverty and distress? It is impossible. Sir; 
: itis said that we are now about to make one sub- 
lime military éffort, which shall do-honor to this 
nation; that with these troops we are to take, 
/not only the Canadas, but Halifax and Nova 
-Seotia, and for aught | know, East Florida, fol- 
: low up the Tippecanoe expedition, and extermi- 
nate the Indians. Mr. B. said that he never had 
-known the incipient cause nor by what authority 
General. Harrison made his incursion into the 
wilderness, ‘beyond where the United States had 
extinguished the Indian titles, and destroyed the 
-Prophets town, but:said that hé hoped the time 
would: come when he should know the merits 
of that enterprise. i VA ane! 

Mr. B. said, if the friends of this bill and of the 
war could accomplish their darling object, subdue 
and take possession of the. Canadas, and all the 
other British provinces in North America, in his 
opinion it would be a great publie misfortune— 
fatal to the civil liberties of the country, and 
change the character of our Government. 

Sir, said Mr. B., with these impressions, I depre- 
cate the taking of the Canadas, or the other Brit- 
ish provinces; as Ido the loss of liberty and the 


~ ruin of this-country. This war cannot be per- 


petuated and prosecuted without violating the 
laws of humanity and justice, the laws of religion 
and morality—and these laws are to be respected 
as well by nations as by individuals; and we have 
not only reason to believe, but do believe, that the 


God of Armies, who superintends the concerns of 


men, will give suecess to our arms, or blast our 
enterprise, according to its moral character. 
the Canadas are subdued and conquered, it must 
be done by force of arms; and what have the in- 
habitants of those provinces been guilty of, which 
warrant this Government in putting them to the 
sword ?. . E 
Sir, they are now inoffensive, and quietly pur- 
. suing their own business; they are content under 
their own Administration; they are protected by 
their own. Government, and are not panting for 
the liberties of this country, as was vainly sup- 
posed the last season, nor do they ask us to relieve 
them from the oppression of their own Govern- 
ment, which General Hull, in his tender mercy 
12th Cox. 2d Sxzss.—17 


D 


If 


promised them, in his pompous proclamation, on 
the eondition that they woüld revolt from their 
rightful Sovereign, and put themselves under.Azs 
gracious protection; nor were they terrified by 


.the threat of extermination, if found fighting in 
their own. defence by the side of an Indians nor 


‘were they to be seduced from their allegiance.by 
promises which could not be performed. No; sir, 
nor do they ask any favor but that you cease 
from. troubling. Sir, they will not submit, and 
they. have-told-you, by their actual resistance, that 
they will defend themselves, their councils, their 
firesides, their. wives, and their children, their 
rights.and their property ; and they are not to be 
subdued but at the price.of blood. And where is 
your authority, where is your right to go home, 
invade, and break into a foreign territory, and 
there establish.a slaughter-house for the brave. 
sons of America; there spill your blood, and -ex- 
pend your treasure, destroy cities, and demolish 
houses, plunder. the- inhabitants, and. waste: the 
substance of the industrious and. the innocent ? 
Sir, there is no right but a Napoleon right, and 
that right is power; and not, that which reason 
approves, : 

Sir, there is no man in Christendom who is so 
abandoned to moral sentiment, or to the feelings 
of humanity, as. daresay that he delights in-the 
sight of the agonies of death ;; why then will you 
fall.on the unoffending, and put them to thesword, 
and what are we to gain by it? He said that he 
saw nothing to be obtained, but a negotiation with 
the British Government, on the subject of im- 
pressment. Sir, no man will say that this war is 
a vindicative war, or that we can subdue the Gov- 
ernment of Great Britain; why then pursue it? 
The advocates of this bill say in reply, that the 
war is commenced, and we must prosecute it, or 
submit:—Submit tg what? Sir, to my mind we 
shall submit to nothing by abandoning this war, 
and making open and direct overtures for an hon- 
orable peace, but to the dietates of sound policy, 
and the wish of our constituents. | It has been ob- 
served, that we cannot give up this war consist- 
ently with the honor of the nation. . Why, sir, 
thé bonor which we may acquire in future, by 
prosecuting this war, is uncertain, if we reason 
from analogy; and. from the facts before us, that 
have grown out of the last six months. war; we 
have nothing to hope for on the score of honor. 
And if we continue the war for the four years to 
come, in my opinion the nation will be as desti- 
tute of honor as of money. Sir, the honor of 
Administration consists in promoting the peace, 
the prosperity, and happiness of the people... We 
cannot progress in this war against the public sen- 
timent; wemust have the people with us; if they 
want war they will have it; and they must put 
their hands in their pockets and pay for it; and 
it is equally true, that if they are opposed to this 
war they will put it down. 

Mr. B. said, that the war was becoming more 
and more unpopular in the Eastern States, espe- 
cially in the State which he had the honor to 
represent; and they had, in their late elections 
come forth and declared it in a voice and lan- 
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„guage which cannot ‘be misunderstood. And 

Whether there will bea majority in the next Con- 

ress in favor of this war was uncertain—he 
Rape not. : i A 

Mr. B. said, he had heard gentlemen say, that. 
if we were united, we could prosecute this war 
with effect, and take the. Canadas; so he could 
say, that were we united, we should negotiate an 
honorable peace, and putan end to the horrors 
and perplexities of war j—but this was not the 
fact, we were not united ; we were a. divided 

- people. Sir, said Mr. B. we differ in sentiment 
on the bill under consideration, and who is in 
fault? 1f I differ from you,it is because you 

. differ from me, and if we are equally honest, I 
-shall consider it your misfortune, and not your 
fault. 

. Mr. B. said, he could not unite with the friends 

- of this bill in prosecuting the war, without viola- 
ting his own understanding and sense of duty. 
The Government had already suffered greatly 
from discord and difference.of opinion; the body 
politie had been groaning under the weight of 
disease, and for several years past had been in a 
high state of fermentation, and for the last twelve 
months had a nausea; but he said, if the dose of 
taxes which were prepared last session, had been 
promptly administered, in his opinion, the nation 
would bave disgorged the morbid matter, and by 
this time have been restored to a confirmed state 
of political health. 

Mr. B. closed by saying, that the hoped the 
pone of the United States would learn wisdom 

y the evils which they had been made to suffer ; 
and that this House would not aggravate their 
distress, nor increase their alarm, by the passing 
of this bill. : 

Mr. RinoELYy said, he claimed the patience of 
the House while he assigned the reasons that 
would influence him to vote against the bill now 
under consideration. He considered the force 
contemplated to be raised by the bill as unneces- 
sary. The present Military Establishment of the 
United States consisted of various descriptions of 
troops; they were the regular army, the rangers, 
the volunteers, and the militia. Theregulararmy 
was made up of the Peace Establishment, author- 
ized by the acts of the 16th of March, 1802, and 
the 12th of April, 1808, containing about 10,000 
men, including officers, and of the “additional 
military force,” which was directed to be raised 
by the act of the 11th January, 1812; these dif- 
ferent establishments were incorporated by an act 
passed on the 26th of June last; and the present 
regular army of the United States, as authorized 
by law, consisted of twenty-five regiments of in- 
fantry, three regiments of artillery, two of light 
dragoons, one of riflemen, and one of light artil- 
lery, containing in all about thirty-six thousand 
men, including company officers and privates; of 
these the President might have not exceeding fif- 
teen thousand enlisted for eighteen months, and 
the residue enlisted for five years, unless sooner 
discharged. Of the rangers, there were seven 
companies by the acts of 27th January, and 1st 
July, 1812, and about four or five hundred men. 


must have been incorrect, 
Canada (and when I speak of Canada, I mean 
both Upper and Lower Canada) has been vart- 
ously stated, from three to five hundred thousand 
souls; according to no account, I believe, can i 
be less than three hundred thousand; and, I 
sume, no gentleman on this floor will say that es- 


By the act of the 6th February last, the President 
was authorized to accept of any company or com- 
panies of volunteers, elther of artillery, cavalry, 
or infantry, who might offer their services to the 
number of fifty thousand men; their commis- 
sioned officers were to be appointed in the manner 
prescribed by law. in the several States and Ter- 
ritories; to which they might respectively belong, 
and they could only, according to the fair. con- 
„struction of this act, be considered. as militia, lia- 
ble: to be called on to do military duty at any 
time within two years after they were accepted 
by the President; and bound to continue in ser- 
vice one year after arriving at the place of ren- 
dezvous. By the law of the sixth of July last, 
the President was empowered to appoint and com- 
mission the officers of the volunteers who had or 
should offer their services, and to form them into 
battalions, squadrons, &c., and they were thus 
converted from militia into a species of regular 
force. By theact of the 10th of April last, the 
President was authorized to call on the several 
States and Territories for their respective pro- 
portions of a detachment of one hundred thou- 
sand militia; and the call has been made, I be- 
lieve, on every State and Territory. The present 
military force, then, of the United States, as au- 
thorized by existing laws, consists of upward of 
one hundred and eighty-six thousand men, all: of 
whom, when in service, are subject to the rules 
and articles of war. Of these, the militia can 
only be used in the prosecution. of this war for 
defensive purposes; the regulars and the volon- 
teers may be ordered to act offensively against 
the enemy. They may amount, as we have seen, 
to eighty-six thousand men ; and if Canada be as 
weak and badly defended as gentlemen seem to 
suppose, and the Administration should persist in 
their determination to conquer it, they should, I 
think, be satisfied with such a force to obtain an 


object so easily attainable. Bat, sir, said Mr. R. 
our present Military Establishment is certainly 
sufficient for all purposes of defence; and I wish 
to see no land forces raised for any other purpose. 
I have no hesitation in declaring that I should la- 
ment to see Canada or any of ‘the British provin- 
ces on this Continent in our possession, or form- 
ing a part of the American Republic. They will 
never be worth, to this nation, in any point. of 
view, the blood and treasure that their acquisition 
will cost us. It has been said by the honorable 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
that there are now in Canada twelve thousand 
regular troops, and that the militia amount to six 
thousand. To anything that gentleman should 
say, as matter of fact within his own knowledge, 
I should give the most implicit credit, But his 
estimate of the militia of Canada must be too 
low. His sources of information on this point 
The population o 


pre- 
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timate is too high.: Take, then, the population of 
-soulss what number of mi- 
jpulation.furüish ? We will 
of New Jersey as a guide for our | 
"calculation; according to the census of 1810, the 
- population of.that State ‘is 245,255, and its mili- 
tia, by the return for: the: same year, 43,740, and 
` the militia bears about the same proportion to the 
population in the States, generally, as it does-in 


Canada to be 30 
lítia: should this 
take the State « 


-this State. ^. 1f, then, the militia of Jersey, with 


its population, amounts to near thirty-four thou- 
sand, we may, I think, without danger of contra- 


, diction; estimate the militia of Canada (with a 
‘larger population) at between thirty and forty 
, thousands: to these add the twelve thousand Trég- 

ular troops, and, in all probability, before we can 
act offensively against them in the. Spring, the 
number of these troops. will be greatly increased, 


“and they may have an efficient force of about 


: fifty thousand men to oppose an invading army. 
It ought to. be recollected also, that a generous 


people, contending in their own defence, are ac- 


- duated by far different and more worthy motives 
than.an army of soldiers can. be who attempt 
.their subjugation. The Canadians will contend 


-fortheir homes, their wives, their: children; for 


:,everythihg that can or that ought to be dear to 
the human heart. | They will be excited in such 
, a cause to the boldest deeds; Instead of traitors, 


we shall find them true to their country and them- 
.; Selves, and able and ready to exert all-their ener- 


.gies in. their own defence. If we conqer them, it 
‘mist be by great exertions,and with immense loss. 


To subdue a people. acting under the impulse of 


such considerations as will operate on them, will 
require a force at least double to that which they 
can oppose tous. But can any man imagine that, 
if we invade the British colonies, the war will be 
there? Will the pride of Britain, powerful as 
she is at sea, and ready at any moment to meet 
every emergency, permit her tamely to look on and 


see her provinces wrested from her, without exert- 
ing herself with all her energies for their securi- 
¿ty? Will she make no diversions in their favor? 
-Will she suffer us to carry the war into her terri- 
_ tories, and not retort upon us? Does an unpro- 
tected seacoast of two thousand miles afford her 


-no opportunities of attacking us? Do our rich 


and . flourishing cities, exposed without de- 


fence on the seaboard, to the cannon of her ships 
of war, furnish her with no objects worthy her 
attention? Will the city of New York, laid in 
_ ashes, atone for the invasion of Canada; or, will 
. the acquisition of Canada compensate to us for 
the loss of New York? Sir, said Mr. R., ten 
Canadas, ten times told, would not be worth to 
this nation that single city. . ; 
But of what value would these provinces be to 
us, if they could be easily acquired? Shall we, 
by their conquest, obtain the objects for which 
this war is waged? Shall we thereby secure our 
commercial rights? Not at all, sir. On the 
other hand, if the British Government would offer 
them to us, it would be our true policy to refuse 
to accept them. It is known to everybody that 
the population of several of the Eastern States 


is now full, andthatgreat numbers of their citizens 
areconstantly emigrating. The direction this em- 
igration takes, it is also well known, is South and 
West. This surplus of population of the Eastérn 
States settles on the banks of the Ohio and. Missis- 
sippi, and carries with it its Eastern habits, and, if 
you please, its Eastern prejudices. They become 
connected and united with the people of the South 
and West. This union and intercourse will tend 
to render as the brothers of one family the citi- 
zens of this extended Empire. The prejudices 
of the South against the North, and the North 
against the South, are weakened daily and will 
be destroyed. "The course this emigration takes 


is just as it should be. The currents flow from 


the extremities into the centre, of the country. 
The operation is most beneficial to the nation, 
and tends constantly to strengthen and cement 
the union of the States. But if the British prov- 
inces should be conquered and become incorpo- 
rated into the Republic, the direction of the erii- 
gration from the Northern and Eastern Staty 
will be at once changed. It will take a North in- 
stead of a South course. It will-go just wh w 
it ought not to go. The strength of the mation, 
already too much scattered, will be still more 
weakened by a further expansion of its territory 
and population. The Northern and Eastern 
States, at present possessing more than their 
proper proportion of wealth, population, and 


‘strength, and having different habits; pursuits, and 


interests, from the Middle and Southern States, 
will, by the addition of these provinces, and the 
settlement of their surplus of population in them, 
acquire a weight and influence that this Uoion 
cannot control. It will exist only at their pleas- 
ure, and, in a few years, the destruction óf this 
Government and a separation of the States will 
be the inevitable consequence. 

But it has been said that we must make Great 
Britain, or rather her Ministry, feel through her 
people; and it is supposed we shall obtain the 
objects for which the war was declared by con-: 
quering her colonies. It is true that Government 
may be made to feel through her people, but it is 
her people at home, and not those.of her distant 
provinces, that can influence the measures of her 
Ministry. If we could carry the war into the 
island of Great Britain itself, we might, perhaps, 
in that way, operate on her councils. It is her 
merchants, and the people of the mother eountry, 
who form the strength of the nation, that have 
weight in the decisions of her Cabinet. But of 
what value to her are the provinees on this Cone 
tinent? They add not to her strength or her re- 
sources. If shedid not possess them, would she 
be less rich, less great, less powerful? Would 
she have fewer means of annoying our rights? I 
have heard it said they furnish harbors for her 
fleets; but, can it be supposed that the mistress of 
the ocean cannot find harbors for her fleets? Will 
she not be able to find, among all the American 
islands, shelter and protection for such ships as 
she may choose to send into the American seas, 


although she possessed not one harbor on this 


Continent? In fact, the loss of the British prov- 
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this bill should pass, under the proviso in the last 
section, which is in these words : i 

*. « Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be 
so construed as to deprive the officers and men who 
may have entered the service as volunteers, under the 
said acts, of any-rights, immunities, or privileges there- 
in secured, or the United States of the service of such 
volunteers, agreeably to the provisions of the said 
acts." 

In discussing the propriety of passing this bill, 
it may not be amiss to take into consideration the 
subject of the ways and means. By looking over 
the estimates of appropriations necessary for the 
year 1813, lately transmitted by. the Secretary of 
ihe Treasury to this House, it will be seen that, 
for the present Military Establishment of the 
United States, not including the militia or the 
volunteers, there will be required the sum of up- 
ward of fourteen millions of dollars for the pres- 
ent year. This calculation is made in the closet, 
and upon the supposition that things will happen 
according to the estimate. But, when itis recol- 
lected that the expenses of military establish- 
ments and military movements are almost al- 
ways far greater than the best calculator. had 
foreseen, and that there are daily objects of ex- 
penditure arising that have not been contemplated, 
we may fairly add a third, at any rate a fourth, 
to this estimate. This wili make the expenditure 
for the year 1813 about eighteen millions of dol- 
lars for the present military land force of the 
United States alone, not including the expenses 
of the militia or the volunteers. ‘The pay, sub- 
sistence, and forage of the twenty regiments, con- 
templated by this bill, will be, in proportion to 
the estimates of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
for one year, $2.596,000. If we add the bounty, 
which will be $320,000, the expense of the twen- 
ty regiments may be $2,916,000, allowing nothing 
for waste and losses; and the expenses for the 
year 1812, on account of the land forces alone, 
not including militia or volunteers, upwards of 
twenty millions of dollars. It may therefore.cer- 
ficient to induce me to vote against the bill. tainly not be improper, before we vote in favor 

It will, perhaps, be said that the force to be | of raising more troops, to ask that some plan for 
raised by this bill is intended to take the place of | getting money to maintain and pay them, should 
the volunteers in the present Military Establish- | be laid before us; that we should see the ways 
ment; and that as the last section of this bill re- | and means provided to meet our expenses ; for I 
peals the laws authorizing the acceptance of the do not consider that the Republic is yet in such 
volunteers these regiments should be furnished in danger as that the whole energies of the nation 
their stead. But, it will be recollected that the | must be called into action, at all hazards, to save 
volunteer acts have been in operation fer some | the country. At present, no money is provided ; 
time. They have, as far as ever will be the case, | no proposition is laid before us for providing it. 
effected the object for which they were enacted. | It is not known to any man, so far as my knowl- 
All have volunteered that mean to do so, and all | edge extends, how the expenses of the present 
the force that ever can be raised under them, has, | year are to be provided for and met. If taxes 
perhaps, been raised. This bill, itis true, repeals | should be laid, they cannot be collected in time 
the volunteeract ; but. although this be the case, | to meet the demands that will be made upon the 
it still contemplates retaining in service all those | public Treasury, and if we should resort to loans, 
who have volunteered. What the number of | itis not certain that by them the necessary sup- 
these may be, I do not know. We have been plies can be obtained. : 
told by a gentleman on this floor, (Mr. Fisk,) But, as we are unfortunately in this war, it is 
that, in the District of Maine alone, there is a | not my wish that we should get out of it by mak- 
corps of ten thousand men now organized. This, | ing a dishonorable peace. A dishonorable peace 
and all other corps who have volunteered, will be | would disgrace the nation as well as the Admin- 
retained in the service of the United States, if'istration. If an honorable peace cannot be ob- 


inces to our enemy, will not lessen-her resources, 

‘weaken her power, or diminish her. greatness. 
Their conquest, besides the blood and treasure it 
will cost, will, to us, be worse than useless. Un- 
der these circumstances, I do not think it right or 
expedient that a force sufficient for the conquest 
of these colonies should be raised and kept up 
until that object is accomplished ; nor do I think 
the people of the country would be willing to 
bear the burden of the expense of such an estab- 
lishment, in addition to the expenses we must be 
at in defensive measures. 

While Great Britain owns these provinces, al- 
though they are not worth much to her, her pride 
will not permit her easily to surrender them; it 
will make her anxious to preserve them; and 
knowing, as she must, that the United States have 
the physical power to take them, their contiguity 
to us will operate in our favor, and be a means of 
checking; in a degree, the outrages of the mother 
country toward this nation. 

If, however, Canada and the British provinces 
must be conquered, and more men be necessary, 
the Army contemplated by this bill will be of 
little or no service in accomplishing that object. 
It proposes to raise twenty thousand men, to be 
enlisted for one year. The term is too short. If 
the whole number could be obtained, it would 
take some time to get them, The term of enlist- 
ment of one-half will, in all probability, expire 
before the other can be recruited. To make a 
soldier, too, requires time. He is not formed in a 
day. To render the raw recruit of service, will 
cost much of discipline and of training. By the 
time the soldier who is enlisted under this bill, if 
it should pass into a law, begins to know some- 

thing of his duty, his term of enlistment will 
have expired, and, if he should re-enlist, he must 
be paid an additional bounty. The force con- 
templated can never be an efficient one for the 
urposes of war. It will only bea source of use- 
ess expenditure of the public money. This rea- 
son alone, if there were no others, would be suf- 
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tained, and we must prosecute. the war, I for one 


have no hesitation in'saying that it should be pros- 
eéuted on the ocean; I would abandon all ideas 
of conquest, or taking the provinces. of the ene- 
my. Let the United States be put in a complete 
state of defence; let them be protected at every 
point; let them be prepared te crush at once any 


invasion that niay be made of their territory. 
‘Our attention should then be turned to creating a 
naval power that should be able to command the: 
American seas; a force of this magnitude, it is 


perfectly in the power of this country to raise. 


An’ honorable gentleman from South Carolina, 


harmony and free intercourse. between the two 
countries, Had this obstacle been removed be- 
fore. the declaration of war, no one can believe 
that the Executive would have recommended, or 
that a majority, in either House of. Congress 
would have adopted a measure always fraught 
with evils in all governments, and which, in a 
Government like outs, ought never to be resorted 
to but in the last extremity. I cannot believe 
that the President, in that case, would have re- 
commended it, when, on the 26th of July, 1811, 
through the Secretary of State, he informed the 
British Minister that, on the revocation of the 
Orders in Council, the non-importation law would 


(Mr. Cunves,) who, during the last session of 
"Congress, was chairman of the Naval Commit- 
tee, in a most able and eloquent argument, which 
all must remember, proved that the cost of build- 
ing twenty-five seventy-fours, and forty frigates, 
averaging thirty-eight guns, and supporting them 
for a year, would be upward of five millions and 
a half of dollars less than the expense of the mil- 
itary preparations that were authorized on the 
17th day of January last for the year 1812. He 


be removed, and, of consequence, commercial in- 
tercourse would be restored between the two na- 
tions. It would be strange, indeed, if the Presi- 
dent should, in one moment, restore a free inter- 
course between the two countries, and, in the 
next, recommend to Congress a declaration of 
war, solely on account of another topic remain- 
ing in dispute. And, in case such recommenda- 
tion had been made, if any confidence is to be 


also, I think, demonstrated that a navy of half 
this force would be sufficient to command the 


American seas, and to protect the commeree and 


maritime frontier of the United States, and that 
there could be no difficulty in procuring seamen. 


‘On land, every man we recruit is raw and igno- 
rant of his duty. On board our ships of war every 
seaman, the moment .he puts. his foot on deck, 
knows exactly what he has to do, and will faith- 
fully and fully ‘perform: his duties. He requires 
no training, no drilling. The habits of his life 
have qualified. him to do the services that his 
country requires of him. If Great Britain were 
to discover in this nation a determination to cre- 
ate and foster a navy, it would have more effect 
on her than all the operations. we can carry on 
against her provinces. 
so much the conquest of them all, as she would 
the naval greatness of this people, gradually ex- 
panding itself under a Government. constantly 
encouraging, supporting, and protecting it. We 
fight, it is said, for commercial rights ; let us, then, 
fight where we can, and where we only can, and 
ought to defend them. This will greatly tend to 
unite all parties. It must and will, if any efforts 
of ours can effect that object, command from the 
enemy an honorable peace—the wish and desire, 
I trust, ofali. . < 

Mr. PrrkIN rose and said:—Before, Mr. Spea- 
ker, we give our sanction to this bill; before we 
agree to add so large a force to our present army, 
making the whole number fifty-five thousand 
men, is it not a duty we owe to ourselves and to 
our constituents, seriously to inquire into the 
policy, into the necessity of the measure, as well 
.as into the present state of our relations with that 
nation against which we have declared war? 
Almost at the very instant when Congress de- 
lared war against Great Britain, the Orders in 
"Council, and the blockade of May, 1806, the most 
prominent causes of the war, were removed. I 
have always, sir, considered the Orders in Coun- 
-cil as the greatest obstacle to the restoration of 


She would not dread half 


placed in the declared opinions of gentlemen, 
many who voted for the war.would not, under 
such circumstances, have given it their support. 
Unfortunately for the country, the President did 
not embrace the opportunity, presented by the 
repeal of the Orders in Council, to remove the 
non-importation. law, and. thereby smooth the 
way for a complete restoration of harmony be- ` 
tween Great Britain and the United States. Sir, 
this would have been done, and the remaining 
subject of dispute been left in the same situation 
as before the declaration of war, to be adjusted 
by amicable arrangements. But, sir, as this was 
not done, it remains for us, it remains for the 
people of the United States, to determine whe- 
ther they will encounter all the evils, all the 
calamities of war; whether they will sacrifice 
the fairest prospects, and the best interests of this 
rising country, on the point now in dispute with 
Great Britain. 

In the few remarks I shall submit to you, sir 
and to the House, it is not my intention to go in- 
to the consideration of all the original avowed 
causes of the war; but to confine myself to the 
new aspect of affairs, presented to us since the 
declaration-of war by the removal of the Orders 
in Council and blockades. 

On the subject of impressments, for which 
alone the war is now to be continued, what, let 
me ask, is the principle for which our Govern- 
ment contends? It is this, sir: that the flag of 
the merchant vessel shall cover all who sail un- 
der it; or, in other words, that our flag shall pro- 
tect all the foreigners our merchants may think 
proper to employ in their service, whether natu- 
ralized or not. Before we raise immense armies, 
before we sacrifice any more of the lives of Amer- 
ican citizens, let us inquire— 

1st. Whether the principle, if yielded to us to- 
morrow, would benefit our native seamen, or 
would promote the real permanent interests of 
their country. 


2. Whether there is a probability of obtaining 
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defence of their respective countries. During 
the present war in Europe, this has been done by 
Great Britain, by France, and the other bellige- 
those who have not been naturalized, and those | rent Powers. With respect to this claim of alle- 
who have taken the benefit of our naturalization | giance, it is not my intention to enter into the 
laws. The former constitute nearly the whole: | discussion, whether, in the abstract, it is well or 
the latter class is very inconsiderable. The for-| ill founded. This would lead me too far, and 
eigners of the first description, of course, were in | would tend to no practical good. I will, how- 
competition with our. native seamen, and either | ever, observe, that it is a right, a claim, which 
exclude them from employment, or lessen the | has been long exercised in Europe, and has been 
rate of their wages. In this way, then, the em- | sanctioned and acknowledged by the most able 
ployment of foreign seamen is an injury to our | and distinguished European writers on publie 
native seamen; and, in d national point of view, | law. — i j 
ir may well be questioned, whether their employ-| In this country we have hitherto considered 
ment subserves the permanent and solid interest | the subject, rather as a matter of speculation, 
of the country. than of practice, and a diversity of sentiment 
Is it not, sir, of the first importance to us, as a | bas prevailed. But the new state of things, in 
commercial and maritime nation, especially when | which the war has placed us, must necessarily 
it may be engaged in a war with a great naval | lead us to consider it in a practical point of view. 
Power, to be able to have a sufficient number of | Many Americans are now within the dominions 
native seamen employed in our service? Sea-|of Great Britain, having removed there either 
men, who shall be attached by every tie to this | before or since the war, and have not been natu- 
country, and on whom we can depend for its de- | ralized. It is of importance to them, as well as 
fence in time of danger? to ourselves, to know in what point of light they 
This, sir, it is presumed, cannot be denied. If| are now to be considered, and how they are to be 
so, is it not the dictate of wisdom and of sound | treated by us. Whether they are still to be con- 
policy for us to give encouragement to our na- | sidered as American citizens, and owing alle- 
tive seamen in preference to those of any foreign | giance to the United States, or as having lost 
eountry ? that allegiance. . 
The situation in which we now are proves the| This subject, sir, has been lately brought in 
correetness, as well as the importance, of the po- | official form before the President of the United 
sition, We are now at war with Great Britain.| States for his decision, in the case of Elijah 
And, at the very time when this war was de- | Clark, who, in August last, on our northern fron- 
elared, thousands of British seamen who had not | tier, was, by a court martial, condemned to suffer 
been naturalized in this country, were, and they | death as spy. The execution of the sentence 
still continue in our employment. These sea-| was suspended by General Hall, the command- 
men (I am speaking, sir, of those not naturalized) | ing officer, until the decision of the Executive 
are now claimed as British subjects, and indeed, | could be obtained. 
by our own laws, are now considered as alien} The case, as stated by the court martial, was, 
enemies. Will gentlemen suffer me to turn their | that Elijah Clark did cross from Canada into the 
attention to this last fact. United States, and did linger about our camp as 
By a law passed the 6th of July, 1798, it is | a spy, for the purpose of making a report of the 
enacted, that “whenever there shall be a declared | state and condition of it to our enemies; they 
t war between the United States and any foreign | also state and find, that Clark was born in the 
f nation or Government, &c., all natives, citizens, | State of New Jersey; that he continued to re- 
‘denizens, or subjects, of the hostile nation or|side in the United States, as a citizen thereof), 
t Government, being males of the age of fourteen | until about eighteen months prior to August, 
Di and upwards, who shall be within the |1811, when he removed to Canada, and there 
‘United States, and not actually naturalized, | married ; that his wife and property were in Can- 
* shall be liable to be apprehended, restrained, se- | ada, within the dominion and allegiance of the 
t cured, and removed, as alien enemies.”  Ought | King of Great Britain.. The article of war under 
we, sir, to depend upon these men to man our | which he was condemned, says: “That in time 
fleets, or to defend our ports and harbors? So |‘ of war, all persons not being citizens of, or owing 
far as foreigners of this description are concerned, | ‘ allegiance to the United States, who shall be 
I do not hesitate to say, that it is not for the inte- | * found lurking as spies in or about the fortifica- 
rest of this country that our flag should protect |‘ tions and encampments of the United States, 
them, and that I will never consent to continue |‘ &c., shall suffer death,” &c. 
this war for the maintenance of this principle on | The sole question for the determination of the 
their account. It is well known, sir, that not | President was, whether Clark, under these cir- 
only Great Britain, but that France, and all the | cumstances, was a citizen of, or owed allegiance: 
nations of. Europe, claim a right to the services | to the United States. 
of all their subjects in time of war. In the exer-| The President decided, that notwithstanding 
cise of this right, the history of Europe shows|his removal to Canada, about eighteen months 
that, at the commencement of almost all wars, | before the war; notwithstanding his marriage 
proclamations have been issued by the bellige- | and residence there, and being employed by the 
rent Powers, recalling their subjects to aid in the | British Government, he was a citizen of the Uni.. 


a recognition of this principle by a continuance 
of the war. m l1 tme 
The foreigners employed in our service are 
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ted States, and was-not liable to be:tried asa spy. 
His decision is contained in an answer of the 
Secretary of War to:General- Hall, and is as fol- 
lows: ME ; 

“T have now the honor to inform you, that the said 
Clark, being. considered a citizen of the United States, 
and not liable to-be tried by a court martial as a spy, 
the President is pleased to admit, that unless he should 
be arraigned by the.civil court, for treason, or a minor 
crime under a law: of the-State of New York; he must 
be discharged.” |... 

If, sir,under these circumstances, we ourselves 
claim that our ‘native citizens do not lose their 
allegiance to. this country, how can we resist a 
claim set.up by a foreign Government with re- 
spect ‘to their subjects or citizens, when under 
similar circumstances ? 

With respect to foreigners, who have been nat- 
uralized under our laws, the question is of a more 
distinct nature, and presents greater difficulties. 
We ought, undoubtedly, to fulfill all our obliga- 
tions towards them. What these obligations are, 
and how far they extend, are questions about 
which a diversity of sentiment may prevail.— 
While they remain within our territories, and 
within our exclusive jurisdiction, they areshielded 
by the general prineiple, that all within our do- 
minion and exclusive jurisdiction, are, of course, 
protected against all claims whatever, and. never 


to be molested in any way without our consent. 


But, sir, when they go without our territories, and 
beyond our exclusive jurisdiction, and come with- 
in the sphere of the claim of their former Gov- 
ernment, the opinion of the best writers on pub- 
lie law seems to be, that the obligation of the 
country, under whose laws they have been natu- 
ralized, does not extend to guaranty them against 
such claims, unless their allegiance was changed 
with the consent of their former Government. 
But, sir, whatever speculative opinions may be 
entertained on this subject, the number of natu- 
ralized seamen is so small, that few, if any, can 
be of opinion that we ought to have declared 
war, or that we ought to-continue it on their ac- 
count-alone. The whole number of seamen nat- 
uralized from 1796 to 1810, as appears by the re- 
turns made to the Department of State, is 1,332. 
This includes those of all nations. What, pro- 
portion of these were British, or how many of 
them are now in our service, it is impossible to 
determine. I presume, however, the number of 
naturalized British seamen now in our employ 
does not exceed two or three hundred. Shall 
we, sir, continue the war for these men ? 

I am aware, sir, that with respect to impress- 
ment from our merchant vessels, abuses have 
happened, that although the right of taking Amer- 
iean citizens is not claimed, the British com- 
manders have not been serupulous whether they 
took British subjects or American citizens. Sir, 
these abuses I never can, and I never will justify. 
I am satisfied, however, that they have been ex- 
aggerated. 

But, sir, let me ask, if we have not really in- 
tended to protect foreign seamen under our flag, 
if we have not been guilty of gross negligence, 


to say the least of it, towards our native seamen ? . 
whether, by. our laws, and the practice under. 
them, we have afforded them all that protection - 
and security to which they are entitled 2 : 
In 1796, Congress passed an act for the relief . 
and. protection of American seamen. By this. 
act, the collectors of the several ports were di~- 


-rected, on application, to enter the names of seg”: 


men, being citizens of the United States, to grant: 
them certificates, in a form given in theact. In. 
this certificate, the collector is to describe the: 
person of the applicant: also, to declare that, on 
proof produced to him agreeable to the act, the. 
seaman. is a citizen of the United States of A me- 

rica. 

- It is not a little singular that, although the 

proof of citizenship to be produced to the collect- 
or must be agreeable to the directions of the act,. 
the act itself no where directs what that proof 
must be. Every collector, therefore, has, under. 
this act, used his own discretion, or has pur-. 
sued such directions as he may have received 

from the Government as to the kind of proof. 

What, sir, has been the practice under this law 2 

Have those certificates, or protections, as they 

are commonly called, been confined to bona Jide: 
American citizens? .. No, sir; we cannot, we 

ought not, to shut our eyes against facts too noto- 

rious to be concealed or denied. Under this act,: 
made expressly for the protection of American: 
seamen, every foreign seaman, almost at the mo- 

ment of setting his feet on our shores, has obtained 

a certificate from some collector, that he is a citi- 

zen of the United States ; and, with this certifi- 

cate in his pocket, although perhaps a deserter- 
from his own Government, he enters a public or. 

private vessel, as an American seaman. The 
mode of obtaining proof of citizenship is well’ 
understood. Among other modes, some of which 

are too disgraceful to be mentioned in this place, 

those foreign seamen will go beforea magistrate, 
and, although hardly able to speak the English 

language intelligibly, will swear, for each other, 

that they were born within the United States, 

and are American citizens. On such proof, a 

proof of this sort, the collector. issues his certifi- 

cate. 

It will be recollected, sir, that this subject was 
brought before this House during the last session, 
in a case from Philadelphia, when a certificate of 
this kind was obtained by the most flagrant and 
avowed act of perjury on the part of a foreigner 
who had just arrived in this country. It was 
found, on inquiry, that there was no law, either 
of Pennsylvania or of the United States, to pun- 
ish the man for this act of false swearing. Not 
only have these. protections been thus obtained 
by fraud and perjury, but they have also, long 
since, been an object of barter; they have been 
bought and scld, and transferred from one to 
another, not only in this country, but in foreign 
countries, 

To show the extent of this traffic in seamen’s 
protections, permit me to state some facts, of 
which I have no doubt, knowing the source from 
whence I have derived them. An American 
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captain. having a ship in Bristol, in- England, 
without a crew, he applied to a man who kept a 
boarding-house for sailors, to procure a crew of 
American sailors in port; he showed him a great 
numberof American protections, which he agreed 
to sell him for two guineas each, and with the 
aid of these to procure him a crew.. By high 
wages, and by suiting "these. protections to tbe 
description of British sailors, he procured this 
captain his ship’s crew; not only so, but when 
the ship was about to sail, and it was doubtful 
- whether those who had engaged for the voyage 
would actually go on board, this man actually 
procured some of a press gang to take them as 
American sailors, who had deserted from their 
ship, and. put them on board. When we ourselves 
place no confidence in these certificates, when we 
know that they are thus obtained by fraud and 
perjury, can we expect that foreign nations will 
give credit to them? Instead of being a shield 
and protection to the real American sailor, they 
have become a dangerous weapon of offence; 

If, sir, it is not. for the permanent interest of 
tbe United States to employ so many transient 
foreiga seamen, we ought long since, not only to 
have refused these false protections, but to have 
passed laws for the encouragement of our native 
seamen, similar to those which have been adopted 
in commercial countries,and are commonly called 
navigation acts. This would, in some measure, 
have relieved us from the evils which we now 
experience, in consequence of the employment of 
so many foreign seamen. 


By the existing laws of the United States, noth- 


ing more is necessary to entitle a merchant ves- 
sel, if registered, to the character of an American 
vessel, than that she be owned and commanded 
by a citizen of the United States. If the master 
of the vessel is a citizen of the United States, 
every other person on board, employed in navi- 
gating the same, may bea foreigner, owing no 
allegiance to this country. In this respect, it is 
believed, our laws present an anomalous case in 
the history of the commercial world. In most, 


if not all the commercial nations in Europe, not’ 


only the master, but one half of the mariners, at 
least, must be subjects or citizens of the country 
to which the merchant vessel belongs. By the 
famous ordinances of Louis XIV, which have 
been considered as an excellent code of maritime 
regulations, every French vessel must not only 
have the captain, but all the officers, and two- 
thirds of the sailors, Frenchmen, and actually 
resident in the realm. In 1716, the King of 
France, however, prohibited the employment of 
any foreigners on board of merchant vessels. Af- 
terwards, in 1723, on the representations of the 
merchants, he permitted one-third of the crew to 
be foreigners, and not beyond, on the penalty of 
fifteen hundred livres, and of the confiscation of 
the ship and cargo. In September, 1793, in the 
time of the French Republie, a law was passed 
that no vessel should be entitled to the privileges 
of a French vessel, unless the officers and three- 
quarters of the erew were Frenchmen. By the 
general navigation acts of Great Britain, it is 


well-known that three-quarters of the seamen. 
must be British subjects, to give the national 
character to a merchant vessel in that country. 
The maritime principle of the. north of Europe 
requires.that one-half of the-crew, at least, shall 
be subjects or citizens of the country to which ` 
the vessel belongs. or which flag it bears. In the 
treaty of June, 1801, between Great Britain and 
Russia, and to which Sweden and Denmark af- 
terwards acceded and became parties, it is estab- 
lished as an inviolable rule, *that any vessel 
* whatever, in order to be considered as the prop- 
“erty of the country, the flag of which it carries, 
* must have on board the captain of the ship, and 
* one half of the crew of the people of that coun- 
‘try.’ The policy of these regulations, which 
have been adopted by the: maritime nations of 
Europe,is obvious. It gives a more certain stamp 
of national charaeter to the vessel; it encourages 
native seamen ; it affords greater security to the 
property of the merchant; and, above all, it adds 
to the real strength of a country, by placing in 
its power a greater number of brave and hardy 
men, who, bound by the natural ties of allegiance 
to their country, can be called upon to defend its 
rights whenever attacked. Let me ask, sir, whe- 
ther, since we have become a nation so commer- 
cial, and, as a maritime power, must necessarily 
come more and more into collision with the mari-, 
time nations of Europe, sound policy does not 
dictate the propriety, as well as the necessity, of 
our adopting similar regulations, with respect to 
the navigation of our merchant vessels. This 
would, in a great degree, remedy. the evils of 
which we now complain. 

Indeed, sir, I fear it will be difficult, if not im- 
possible, for us to remedy these evils, unless, by 
the adoption of a permanent system of this kind, 
we cease to employ so many foreign seamen in 
our commercial service. 

But, sir, whether the principle, that the flag 
shall protect all sailing under it, be for the per- 
manent advantage of the United States or not, 
let us, in the second place, inquire as to the prob- 
ability of obtaining a recognition of this principle 
by a continuance of the war. 

The subject of impressments has engaged the 
attention of every Administration since the com- 
mencement of the war in Europe, in 1792. The 
greatest and the best man that ever presided over 
the affairs of this orany other country, attempted 
to make a settlement on this subject, but was 
unable to effeet one which was deemed by him 
satisfactory ; and yet he did not think proper to 
involve his country in a war on this account. 
Similar attempts were made during the Admin- 
istration of Mr. Adams, but without success. 
The subject was again agitated by Messrs. 
Monroe and Pinkney, and under the most favor- 
able auspices, in 1806, when they concluded a 
treaty with Great Britain during the Fox admin- 
istration. Ifthe principle we contended for would 
ever have been relinquished to this country, it 
would have been yielded under an administration 
which has always been considered as the most 
friendly to the views and interests of the United 
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States.: But, sir; Lords: Holland and Auckland | and the. Hanse Towns, in some of the most pros- 
iufermed'our Commissioners, that such was the perous years, has not exceeded ninety millions of 
feeliüg, such the sensibility of the British nation dollars. In thearticles of wheat and flour, we have 
on this point, that no Ministry would dare to re- lately come in eompetition with those countries 
linquish it. "hey would engage for nothing more | situated around the Baltic, which are considered 
than that the right.should be exercised with the | as the granaries of Europe. In the years 1801 
utmost caution, andin a manner pointed out by | and 1802, the average quantity of wheat exported 
them in their plandelivered to our Commissioners, | from all the ports in the Baltic, was eight mil- 
of November 8,1806... - ~. lions of bushels. The United States exported, on 
Messrs. Monroe and Pinkney were then satis- | an average, for the same years, (reducing the flour 
fied that no other terms could be procured, and exported to bushels,) little short of six millions; 
that these were far preferable to a resort to war. | and, in the year 1811, the quantity exported from 
Mr. Monroe, in his explanatory letter to the Gov- | the United States exceeded seven millions. Dur- 
ernment, of February 28, 1808, speaking of im- ing the years 1806 and 1807, our exports were 
pressment, and of the consequences which, in all | about equal to all the exports of Great Britain 
probability, would follow from a rejection of the | in the years 1792 and 1793—the time when the 
terms then offered on the subject, makes use of present war in Europe commenced. 
this emphatie language: With respect to our shipping, the commercial 
** War, therefore, (says he,) seemed to be the inevi- | tonnage of the United States. now exceeds that 


table consequence of such a state of things, and I was | Of all the other nations in Europe put together, 
far from considering it an ‘alternative which ought to | except Great Britain; it falls little short of the 
be preferred to the arrangement which was offered to | amount owned by that nation. The vast increase 
us. When I took into view the prosperous and happy | of our shipping, for twenty years past,shas been 
condition of the United States compared with that of | without example. In the year 1790,our commer- 
other nations, that, as a neutral Power, they wereal- | cial tonnage was about four hundred and fifty 
most the exclusive carriers of the whole world, and | thousand; it is now about three times that amount. 
that, in common, they flourished beyond example, not-! “When we compare this increase of shipping in. 
withstanding the losses they had occasionally suffered, | England, which is now, and for a long time has 
I was strong in the opinion, that those blessings ought | been, the greatest commercial nation in the world, 
not to be hazarded in such a question. .. | we are struck with astonishment. In. 1700, the 
If, sir, these blessings, as Mr. Monroe so justly | whole commercial tonnage of England was about 
calls them-—blessings which every individual, be- | two hundred and seventy-four thousand ; in 1750, 
cause they come home to every man’s dwelling | it did not much exceed six hundred thousand, 
in the nation, felt—were not then to be hazarded | and in 1800 it amounted to only one million three 
on such a question, why, let me ask, are they now, | hundred and thirty-seven thousand—about equal 
for the same question, not only to be hazarded, | to the amount now owned by the United States. 
but actually sacrificed ? As to our revenue in 1807, it exceeded seventeen 
But, Mr. Speaker, if we have so little prospect | millions of dollars; and the Secretary of the 
of gain, let us inquire more particularly what we | Treasury has informed us, that, with single du- 
have to lose by the continuance and prosecution ties, during the present war, it will not be more 
of this war. Thousands of American citizens | than two millions and a half. The war in Eu- 
must inevitably fall-a sacrifice in the contest; our | rope, terrible and destructive as it has been to that 
vast and widely extended commerce must, in a | part of the world, has thrown. wealth into our 
great degree, be annihilated ; our shipping de-| hands. Notwithstanding, sir, all the spoliations 
stroyed ; and our revenue reduced next to noth- | upon our commerce—all the injuries we have 
ing. We must necessarily ineur an accumula- | received from the belligerents—history does not 
tion of public debt, for the payment of which we | present an example of a nation which has in- 
must be burdened with taxes for perhaps half a | creased so rapidly in wealth, in so short a period, 
century. as the United States. We have, indeed, become 
Before the commencement of the restrictive | rich from the misfortunes and from the calami- 
system-—that is, in the years 1806 and 1807—the | ties of the Old World. If any one doubts this, 
commerce of the United States was greater than | let him look to our situation in 1807, before the 
that of any nation in the world, except Great | restrictive system began, when our flag was in 
Britain. The return of our exports in the last of every sea, and we were indeed the carriers of the 
these years exceeded one hundred and eight mil- | world; let him look to the vast increase of bank- 
lions of dollars. ing institutions in this country, having a capital 
The exports of France, in her most prosperous | at this moment of about sixty millions of dollars; 
days, never exceeded about seventy-one millions | let him look to the increase of wealth in all our 
of dollars. The widely extended Empire of Rus- | large towns and cities, and to our internal improve- 
sia, witha population estimated at twenty-five or | ments of every kind. f l f 
thirty millions of people, in the year 1802, ex- | As to the debt which will be incurred in con- 
ported in value only to the amount of about forty- | sequence of the war, as we are to depend solely 
three millions of rubles, or about thirty-two mil- | upon loans, it mast necessarily increase with great 
lions of dollars. The value of all the exports from | rapidity. The sum borrowed in the year 1812 
the Baltic, comprehending Russia, Sweden, Den- | was thirteen millions one hundred thousand two 
mark, Prussia, the great grain country of Poland, | hundred dollars. The Secretary of the Treasury 
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has informed us, that, to meet the expenses au- 
thorized at the date of his annual report, a fur- 
ther sum of twenty millions must be obtained on 
loan for the year 1813. This did not include the 
addition since made of four seventy-fours and six 
frigates to the Navy, for the building of which 
two millions five hundred thousand dollars have 
been appropriated ; nor did it include the expense 
of the twenty thousand men to be raised by the 
bill now under consideration. Making every al- 
lowance—every deduction for the ranks of the 
various armies not being filled by enlistments— 
the sum which must be obtained on loan will be 
atleast twenty-five millions of dollars; making 
the sum borrowed, in these two years, thirty-eight 
millions one hundred thousand two hundred dol- 
lars. What, sir, was the amount of the debt of 
the United States, exclusive of the State debts, 
at the elose of the Revolutionary war? It was 
only estimated at forty-two millions three hun- 
dred and seventy-five dollars. If we proceed in 
the same ratio of expense as we have done in the 
prosecution of this war, by the 18th of June, 1814, 
(two years,) we shall have incurred a debt (pro- 
vided we can borrow the money ) equal in amount 
to the whole debt of the United States incurred 
by the seven years’ Revolutionary war. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it is said those peaceful 
scenes of unexampled prosperity must be ex- 
changed for war, on account of our honor. If 
we are to fight for this princple of honor, why not 
act uniformly ? Has not our honor been always 
wounded by the other great belligerent? Has 
not Bonaparte taken hundreds of our seamen, and 
either immured them in his prisons or turned 
them adrift in France, without any means of sub- 
sistence; and have not we been obliged, withiu 
the last two or three years, to spend thousands 
and tens of thousands of dollars to enable these 
seamen to return to their native country ? Has 
not he also robbed us of many millions of proper- 
iy, without any compensation, or even a promise 
of compensation ? Why, sir, did he pass the fa- 
mous Rambouillet decree, under which, with one 
sweep, he robbed our merchants of from ten to 
fifteen millions of dollars? This was done be- 
cause, as he alleged, we had repealed the embar- 
go, and passed a non-intercourse law against him, 
as well as against the other belligerent. And al- 
though our Government declared that the law 
was a mere municipal regulation, at which nei- 
ther of the belligerents could or ought to take of- 
fence, the Emperor of France considered it as an 
aet of hostility against him, therefore he passed 
this decree as a measure of retaliation. And 
when, sir, did he pass it? not until, by waiting 
about two months without any complaint, he had 
decoyed huudreds of our vessels into his ports, 
and then, by giving it a retrospective operation, 
he, without ceremony, placed the avails of these 
vessels and their cargoes in his own private chest. 

What,sir, has been the conduct of the great 
Emperor towards this country in respect to the 
Berlin and Milan decrees? Has the honor of the 
United States no concern in this? Were these 
decrees in fact repealed? Did they cease to have 


effect on the Ist of November, 1810? No, sir; no 
man will now be bold enough to assert the fact. 


The Emperor has at length told you, that they 
were not then repealed. The deception which 
has been practised upon this Government is 
now too plain to be concealed or denied. It 
never was tlie intention of Bonaparte to repeal 
those decrees, until he was satisfied that we had 
taken, or would inevitably take, the last decisive 
step against his enemy ; and his conduct has been 
in conformity with that intention. 2 

He was not satisfied, sir, with our non-import- 
ation law-—no, sir, he had long since declared, and 
we know it, he would compel us to be his allies . 
or his enemies. When, sir, did the act repealing 
the Berlin and Milan decrees, first make its ap- 
pearance ? Not until the Emperor of France 
knew that we had passed the Rubicon ; not un- 
til he knew (and 1 beg gentlemen will attend to 
the fact) that Congress had determined upon war 
with Great Britain, by laying an embargo for 
ninety days, as a sure and inevitable precursor to 
that event. Mr. Russell, sir, presented this de- 
cree to the British Government on the 20th day 
of May, 1812; he could easily havereceived it from 
Paris in the course of a few days. The embargo 
was laid about the first of April, there was am- 
ple time for the news to have reached France by 
about the 10th of May, and it was said at the 
time, that the moment it had passed both Houses 
of Congress, the French Minister sent off to 
France a fast sailing vessel, no doubt to give his 
master full information on the subject. On ob- 
taining this information, the decree first made its . 
appearance ; and at a time too when, even if the 
Orders in Council should be repealed in conse- 
quence of it, the Emperor was satisfied. that. we 
should have gone too far to recede. The events 
have proved that he formed a correct judgment 
of the views and sentiments of our Government. 
The Orders in Council were repealed, and agree- 
ably to his wishes, we are still at war with his 
enemy. We have not only been deceived by 
Bonaparte himself, but, sir, we can place no con- 
fidence upon the little information we sometimes 
obtain from our Minister at his Court. 

What did Mr. Barlow write to some of his 
friends in this country in July last? Why, that 
he was upon the point of concluding one, two, or 
three treaties with the Emperor of France. What 
was the information he gave, at the same time, 
to other friends of his? directly the reverse: that 
there was no prospect of any treaty, or of obtain- 
ing justice from the French Emperor. Where is 
our Ambassador now? Gone to Wilna, to meet 
by special appointment, it seems, this robber of 
nations. What can be the object of this long 
journey, I know not. Perhaps, sir, to do homage 
to this mighty conqueror, perhaps to complete 
some of the treaties he has heretofore talked so 
much about. 

The Emperor may, perhaps, now be willing to 
promise to do us justice, when the war against 
the common enemy is finished. 

Mr. Speaker, during this war in Europe, the 
maxims of prudence, the maxims of sound policy, 
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directed us to preserve the humble but successful 
path of neutrality—a path “pointed out to us by 
the Father of his Country—a path; which has led 
to wealth, to prosperity, to happiness. We ought 
not to mingle in that storm which. is desolating 
Europe. The fates, the fortunes of the new 
world; ought not to be linked with the fates, with 
the feelings and fortunes of the old. I have con- 
sidered it'a$ a sort of political madness for the 
United’ States to engage in; and in any manner 
to becomé parties in this mighty conflict. Those 
political—nay, those moral ties which, hereto- 
fore, have bound the great society of nations to- 
gether, are now broken. 

Wé' may talk as long as we please about the 
law of nations; "it is a tale of other times.” 
When such conquerors as Alexander, Cesar, and 
Bonaparte, arise, their will alone always has been, 
and always will be, the law by which they are 
governed. And, sir, while the present state of 
the world remains, while Bonaparte lives, he who 
expects that we shall be able to restore and to 
replace the great landmarks of national law, will 
find that all his attempts will be vain, and worse 
than vain. 

Thad intended, Mr. Speaker, to have touched 
upon some other topics, particularly as to the 
mode of carrying on the war, and the propositions 
made to Great Britain by our Government, since 
the declaration of war. . But, sir, the lateness of 
the hour admonishes me, that I ought no longer 
to trespass on the patience of the House. 


Tuespay, January 5. 


Mr. Cueves, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, presented a bill granting additional com- 
pensation to the Collector of the port and district 
of Plymouth, in the State of North Carolina ; 
which was read twice, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole to-morrow. 

A Message from the President.of the United 
States was read, transmitting a report of the Di- 
rector of the Mint.—Referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, 

Resolved; That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be authorized and. directed to inquire into 
the expediency of allowing the Secretaries of 

‘the War and Navy Departments the same annual 
compensation as is allowed by law to the Secre- 
taries of State and of the Treasury; and that 
they be authorized to report by bill, or otherwise. 

Mr. Lacock was appointed of the committee 
on that part of the President’s Message which re- 
Jates to our foreign relations, in the place of Mr. 
SMILIE, deceased. 

On motion of Mr. Bacon, ^ ~ 

Ordered, That the Clerk of this House do 
cause to have re-printed the usual number of 
copies of the Message of the President of the 
United States, transmitting copies and extracts 
of documents in the archives of the Department 
of State on the subject of British impressments 
from American vessels, communicated to the 
Senate on the 6th of July, 1812. è 


. Mr. Tattarerro offered the following resolu-' 
tion, observing that the reason why the-provision 
had heretofore been withheld from our laws, was 
the uncertainty of water conveyances, which un- 
certainty by the invention of steamboats, had, 
ina great measure, been done away: Rs 

* Resolved, That the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads bé instructed to inquire into the expedien- 
cy of authorizing the Postmaster General to contract 
with the proprietors of steamboats for the transporta- 
tion of the mail of the United States by water; and 
also into the expediency of prohibiting the transporta- 
tion of letters by water between post towns, or from 
one post town to another; by any packet or water craft, 
where the proprietor er master thereof shall not.have 
previously contracted therefor with the. Postmaster 
General, and report by bill or otherwise." 

Some conversation took place on the motion. 
Messrs. Rura, Lewis, and Seymour, objected to 
some parts of it. It was eventually, with the 
consent of Mr.. TALIAFERRO, postponed to Mon- 
day next... 


ADDITIONAL MILITARY FORCE. 


'The House resumed thé order of the day on 
the bill for raising an additional military force of 
20,000 men for one year, the question being on 
the passage of the bill to a third reading. 

Mr. Bovp.—Mr. Speaker: It is with great dif- 
fidence that I address the Chair.. When.the bill 
now before the House was under: discussion on 
Saturday last; that is, the then proposed amend- 
ment to insert, eighteen months, instead of one 
year, I was offering my reasons why I thought 
that that amendment ought to prevail ; when, 
unfortunately for me, I was considered as taking 
too great a latitude, and prevented from connect- 
ing my remarks. As there is little difference, in 
point of principle, as the bill then was and now 
is, I embrace this opportunity to make. up that: 
deficiency, and will now take care to stick as 
close as possible to the text. .. . : ; 

Sir, I am opposed to passing the bill to a:third 
reading, because I believe it to be altogether inad- 
equate to the purpose intended to be aecom-. 
plished by it. Sir, when I last addressed the 
Chair, I ihen took a retrospective view of our 
past expectations, plans, and propositions, from 
which we expected.to derive great advantages. 
Such were the expectations of that time, that I 
did not accord with them. Those expectations 
have not been realized ; but, instead thereof, we 
have met with disappointments and misfortunes. 
I thought that viewing the errors of the past 
was the most certain way to avoid the future; 
and I am not at this time sensible of that being 
erroneous. . 

Mr. Speaker, I am an old man, and not in the 
habit of public speaking; and if I have not the 
faculty of composing my arguments in so con- 
nected a form as a lawyers special pleadings, I 
hope the House will excuse me, and grant me 
their indulgence to do it in such form as my ca- 
pacity will admit of. 

[The Speaker observed that it was unpleas- 
ant to the Chair that the gentleman should in- 
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dulge in such remarks; -he had certainly no wish 
not to give full latitude to debate. : Mr. B. said 
he stood corrected, and was allowed to-proceed.] 

Then, Mr. Speaker, I object, because; in my 
opinion, it is mot calculated, to” produce the de- 
sired effect, or that-which is intended by it: that 
is, to raise a force competent to the: conquest of 
the Canadas in the given time. I will ask how 
many regiments you have in your present estab- 
lishment? Say thirty-five, and you add twenty, 
making together fifty-five: what use is there in 
multiplying regiments without men ? The Chair- 
man did state that, from prudential motives, he 
had thought it inexpedient to give the number 
now actually in service, or enlisted by the pres- 
ent establishment. Sir, it is not my wish to go 
into a strict inquiry; the regard T have for the 
bonor of my country forbids me; but I will sup- 

ose seventeen thousand, and, I believe, that is 
forse then there is left officers for eighteen thou- 
sand men. Are these not sufficient for the re- 
cruiting service? to engage every man who is 
willing to serve his country ? to place a recruit- 
ing officer in almost every town and village in 
the United States? They are; and, therefore, 
you ought not to create an unnecessary addition. 
If the present establishment is not full, what is 
the reason? Either that the pay and bounty are 
not sufficient inducements, or there is a dislike to 
the service; your creating more regiments will 
not remove that difficulty. I am against the 
bill, because the term of service is too short to 
answer any. valuable purpose. Suppose them 
intended to operate as a force against Canada. 
Let us see how that will answer the purpose: 
You send out your warrants to commence the 
enlistment of the. proposed troops at this time; 
how long a time, is it contemplated, will be ne- 
cessary for their enlistment? My opinion is, 
that you will not have them half full in four 
months; it is then time to take the field, and they 
are then raw troops. The honorable Chairman 
(Mr. D. R. WiLLIAMS) states to you the number 
of troops necessary for defensive operations, ac- 
cording to his calculation, to be ten thousand; 
deducting that number from the present estab- 
lishment, supposing it to be full. It is not for 
me to say how far the present establishment is 
short of the whole number, or will be at that 
time; but we know that it is far short; we do 
not know that it can be filled, and if it eannot, 
then those calculations are fictitious. He also 
states to you that the regular force in the Cana- 
das is not to be estimated at less than twelve 
thousand, and three thousand in Halifax, besides 
their militia. According to this, and my views, 
you cannot enter Canada the next campaign 
with man for man; and surely that is not suffi- 
cient for conquest in an enemy’s country. But 
I will suppose that you conquer a part of the 
country; that part must be garrisoned if you 
will keep it. Ina year from the time of enlist- 
ment their term expires, and what becomes of 
your conquest, without force to keep it, suppo- 
sing it to be made? Say that the officers will 
be called into service in four months, and there 


issome of the men enlisted six or. eight months 
hence; the officers. must serve until the expira- 
tion of the term of the last man engaged, or a 
derangement must take place—always a disa- 
greeable occurrence in an army. i 

Sir, if you have not numbers sufficient to bear 
down all opposition, invade it not; act on the 
defensive until you have engaged your men, and 
for.a term of time suffieient to answer your pur- 

ose; then may you count upon success and 

onor. I do not say that I believe land con- 
quests will produce an acknowledgment of our 
rights on. the ocean. I believe it will not; but 
unless you act with great regularity, system, and 
economy, you eannot avoid it; you must meet 
with nothing but disappointments and disgrace. 

Mr. Law said as. he was originally opposed to 
the war, and the preparatory steps which led to 
it, he could not admit the principle, that because 
war was declared he was bound to acquiesce, 
and lend his aid to promote every plan for pros- 
ecuting the war which might be proposed, however 
wild and extravagant the same mightappear. He 
said he felt it a duty, and he claimed itas a 
right, (although he was not ambitious very often 
to exercise the right,) to offer objections to any 
measures which might be introduced, if he sup- 
posed they were not calculated to produce the. 
effect intended, although he might not be in 
favor of the object itself; or if he believed the: 
measure proposed would be productive of real 
evil. Now, sir, on this important occasion it 
would be wise for a moment to look back, and if 
we can bear the pain of retrospection, consider 
what this nation once was, what it might be, 
and what it in fact is. Time was,and that with- 
in the recollection of us all, when industry, © 
commerce, prosperity, and peace, gladdened the 
hearts of this once happy people, and the use 
of arms was known only as a pacific pastime. 
he nation, like some individuals, could not 
bear the intoxicating influence of prosperity. 
It might have preserved its enviable condition, 
but it labored and groaned under the weight of 
national blessings; it submitted to regard the 
sinister views and malign influence of foreign 
Powers; it listened—fatally listened—to a ser- 
pent more fell than the serpent of old. And now 
how sad is the reverse, let a dejected and im- 
poverished nation answer; in the past, we see 
departed comforts; before us, we behold ruin and 
distress. The unhappy crisis to which we have 
arrived has been progressive. Had the transi- 
tion been sudden, the nation would have been 
driven to desperation. We have been often ad- 
monished by those who foresaw the present evils; 
and had we been wise, might have avoided the 
calamities in which the country is now involved, 
and from which there is at present no prospect 
of speedy relief. l 

Sir, we will no longer dwell on times past; 
we will now briefly notice the causes which were 
alleged in the manifestoes which immediately 
preceded the declaration of war, and what was 
said to be the object, and attempt to show that 
the biil now under consideration is unnecessary 
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"for the attainment of the origini 
it will bé injurious ‘te the niilitid 


‘danger the liberties‘of the country 


‘object ; that 
and may en- 


“© As to the: catises of the^war, without admit- | 


"ting or denying their justice on national princi- 
‘ples. to justify theaet'at the time it was declared, 
he might say that some of the pretended causes 
have never been seriously relied on by our own 
Government.’ The principal one has been wholly 
removed ; and: but one of the ingenious cata- 
‘logue nów remains, and that might easily be ad- 
justed‘to the mutual satisfaction of both nations. 
‘And, sirjit ought not to be forgotten, that theact 
"deelaring^wár was carried with great labor and 
much reluctance; and such was the majority in 
edch branch of. Congress that it might well have 
justified a doubt as to the expediency when ix did 
pass. Besides, a large proportion of the United 
States were then, and even since, have been op- 
posed to the act. And this opposition was not 
-confined to those who have been slanderously re- 
ported to be in the interest of Great Britain. The 
disgust and, abhorreüce was felt by some of the 
best patriots and purest bosoms in the country. 
Experience has also proved that the publie sen- 
| timent, was against the war; witness the feeble 
ranks of your volunteers, the slow and reluctant 
march of the militia, and the tardy progress in 
the recruiting service. 
asters which have hitherto attended the Army, 
have resulted more from a. want of confidence 
in the justice and propriety of the war, than 
rom theJack of talents in those who have con- 
ducted the “battles, incompetent: as they have 
‘been represented to command. A nation like 
this eannot be driven to war. "They must feel 
the justice and necessity of it, and the justice 
` must be so strong as to pierce every heart. This 
“would be felt in a necessary and defensive war; 
then, indeed, the nation would smite with one 
arm. Before such a people, roused in such a 
, cause, the veteran legions of Napoleon would be 
compelled to bite the dust. Such, alas! is not 
our case. We have a war, without the spirit or 
` unanimity which springs from these causes, and 
"without the pecuniary means of supporting it. 
Such a war must be disastrous! On what, sir, 
is the honor of this nation now suspended? On 
the Navy! that little navy which was despised, 
neglected, and forgotten, until it fought itself in- 
to notice, and rescued the sinking honor of the 
country. | 
What, sir, was the avowed object of this war? 
It has ever been said that conquest, with a view 
of extending our territory, and enlarging our do- 
minion, was not the wish of this Government. 
The idea of this Republie following the foot- 
steps of foreign ambitious nations, was so repug- 
nant to the genius of the American people, and 
the Constitution under which we live, that few, 
if any, of the warmest advocates of the war 
dare avow it. : i 
The pretence was to take, or rather to receive 
Canada; for it was vainly supposed the inhabi- 
tants of that province would readily join our 
standard, on the first invitation. But we must 


Sir, the disgrace and dis- ` : 
| they were wise and desirab 


‘go through tlie form of conquest to protect them 
from the charge of treason to their own Govern- 
ment. ‘We were to hold Canada until peace 
should retürn, and then it was to be delivered up 


'in exchange for maritime rights. And this it 


was supposed would be a powerful weapon in 
our hands in the negotiation. With this view 
the bills augmenting thé Army, raising the vol- 
untéers, and trausferring the militia, passed. By. 
the present bill, and the projeet connected with 
it, the original plan is abandoned with the volun- 
teers-and militia, and we.are now presented with 
a compound system of conquest, extermination, 
and defence. It would seem with the force of 
fifty-five thousand regular. troops, we are to con- 
quer all the residue of North America; exter- 
minate every tawny infidel this side the Isthmus 
of Darien, and defend a seacoast many hundred 
miles in extent from the incursions of the ene- 
my! This is truly a gigantic project. He said 
he could not give it his aid; and he thought some 
honorable gentlemen who: voted for the war 
would, when they reflected on the magnitude of 
the scheme now presented, seize this: occasion to 
retire, unwilling to entail on themselves and pos- 
terity the expense and ruin which would flow 
from the project, if carried into execution. 
Sir, the bill is objectionable, on the ground that 
it is inadequate to the objects intended, even if 
te: It is doubtful whe- 
ther the men could be recruited; judging from 
the success which hasattended the enlistments in 
the old Army they could not be. But supposing 
they could be raised with all reasonable speed, 
the time of service for which they are to be raised 
by the terms of the bill, was such, that it had 
been clearly shown, they could not be disciplined 
and rendered fit for the duty contemplated before 
their term of service would expire. In which 
case, they will be useless for the objects intended, 
and we incur the expense for nothing. He said 
he mentioned this as an objection to the bill, not 
that it was sách in his mind, for he thought the 
difficulty of carrying it into effect was the only 
thing valuable in thé bill. If, however, the bill 
and project should succeed, he said it would, 


‘in his opinion, be injurious to the militia. We 


have been told on former occasions that the mi- 
litia constitute an important force, they have been 
styled the defence of the country, - That the na- 
tion may and ought principally to depend on them, 
as from them security may be expected and no 
danger need be apprehended. This is doubtless 
true, and would prove so in a just and defensive 
wat. But it is said we cannot order them out of 
the United States; true—and why, if the nation 
is principally to depend on them 2 Because, sir, 
it never was intended, by the framers of our Gov- 
ernment, that we should become a conquering 
nation; and to check this ambition, this guard 
was put on that force, for it could not be presumed 
this nation would ever consent to raise a large 
army to be employed in foreign conquest. And 
for all Constitutional emergencies, the militia 
‘might be relied on; and we ought to be cautious, 
not to create a standing army, able to control and 
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. overcome the militia of the country. By passing 
. the bill and raising fifty-five thousand men, we 
virtually say to the militia, you are useless, you 
are no longer to be trusted—they are despised, 
degraded, and‘ neglected; they are no longer to 
be regarded as the national strength; we say we 
will havea regular army, sufficient, not. only for 
conquest, but to suppress insurrection and enforce 
the Jaws. The militia being thus overawed and 
controlled by regular troops, will dwindle into in- 
significance, unless, from a principle of self-de- 
fence, ns should be roused into action. But, 
sir, the bill is objectionable on another ground, 
perhaps more serious and solid; we are about to 
increase the’ Army to fifty-five thousand men. 
Is it safe to raise so large an army in this country ? 
May there not be even more difficulty in disband- 
ing them than there is in raising them? The 
whole world appears at this moment to be actu- 
ated by a military mania; all civil Governments, 
except our own, seem to be prostrated, and Europe 
is now groaning under martial law. Military 
power naturally generates ambition; it is the 
pabulum on which it thrives—it is the element 
In which it lives; a large army raised at first for 
defence naturally sighs for conquest. Have we 
any security against these effects? We have no 
Wasuinaron, who by his native majesty could 
control an army, and restrain their ardor to pa- 
. triotic pursuits. But, sir, should a military chief- 
' tain rise up in these turbulent times, of less virtue 
and more selfishness than that immortal patriot, 
and be prompted to use this Army for purposes 
not now contemplated ; and should this host find 
themselves disappointed in their pay, an event 
by no means impossible from the present aspect 
of affairs, may we not, when it is too late, find 
ourselves conquered, instead of Canada? Under 
the apprehension of these possible dangers, he 
said he must withhold his assent to the bill, and 
trust to his constituents to justify his conduct. 
If he really believed the bill necessary for the 
safety and welfare of the country, he would give 
it his warmest support. 

Sir, it has been suggested that certain steps 
were about to be taken, to bring on a peace. He 
said he would with great pleasure join in that 
object. But it is intimated that it will be neces- 
sary to pursue the project connected with the bill, 
in the event those propositions should fail. His 
answer to this was, first: If the propositions 
were such as they ought to be, they could not 
fail, and the Army would be unnecessary: sec- 
ondly, he doubted whether this was the best 
mode to induce the acceptance of pacific propo- 
sitions. Itseems to imply insincerity on the face 
of it. It looks as if we ourselves did not believe 
they would be accepted; nor was it the most 
conciliatory attitude for pacific negotiation. 

Bir, said he, it will be recollected, when the 
proposition for this national tournament first came 
out, it was stated by a distinguished gentleman, 
among other reasons, why this nation should go 
to war, that it was necessary to establish its char- 
acter, and convince other nations that we were a 
valiant and courageous people. It was said, they 


would respect us, and be more cautious. how they 
provoked our ire. ‘There was something novel 
and ingenious.in the idea; but he confessed it 
had. little weight with him, as a reason for the 
war. He believed the evidence of national valor 
was already engraved on the tombs of departed 
heroes, and recorded in the history of the country. 
Another idea had been suggested, which if not of 
less weight as a reason was at least more sublime. 
He said he meant the idea of fighting for glory. 
He could not, he said, consent to involve the 
eountry in carnage, distress and ruin, for that 
phantom. But he thought even on this point we 
might be satisfied. It is said by a poet of some 
celebrity— 


* Th’ extremes of glory and of shame, 
* Like East and West, become the same.” 


We have arrived at the acme of true glory on 
the water, and he would leave the House to judge 
how fat we were removed from the other extreme 
onland. He concluded by saying, he was against 
the bill—he was for peace. 

Mr. Quincy.—Mr. Speaker, I fear that the 
state of my health may prevent my doing justice 
to my sentiments concerning this bill. I will, 
however, make the attempt though I should 
fail in it. 

The bill proposes that 20,000. men should be 
added to the existing Military Establishment. 
This, at present, consists of 35,000 men. So that 
the effect of this bill is to place, at the disposal 
of the Executive, an army of 55,000. It is not 
pretended that this addition is wanted either for 
defence or for the relief of the Indian frontier. 
On the contrary, it is expressly acknowledged 
that the present establishment is sufficient for 
both of those objects. Butthe purpose for which 
these 20,000 men are demanded is, the invasion 
of Canada. This is unequivocally avowed by 
the Chairman of the Committee of Military Af- 
fairs, (Mr. D. R. Wittrams,) the organ, as is 
admitted, of the will and the wishes of the 
American Cabinet. 

The bill, therefore, brings, necessarily, into 
deliberation, the conquest of Canada, either as 
an object, in itself desirable, or consequentially 
advantageous, by its effect, in producing an early 
and honorable peace. ! 

Before I enter upon the discussion of those 
topies, whieh naturally arise from this state of 
the subject, I will ask your indulgence, for one 
moment, while I make a few remarks upon this 
intention of the American Cabinet thus une- 
quivocally avowed. I am induced to this from 
the knowledge, which I have, that this design is 
not deemed to be serious by some men of both 
political parties; as well within this House as 
out of it. I know that some of the friends of the 
present Administration do consider the proposi- 
tion as a mere feint, made for the purpose of put- 
ting a good face upon things, and of strengthen- 
ing the hope of a successful negotiation, by 
exciting the apprehensions of the British Cabinet 
for the fate of their colonies. I know, also, that 
some of those who are opposed in political senti- 
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ment to the men -who are now-at the head. of 


‘affairs, laugh at these schemes of invasion; and 


deem them hardly worth controversy, on account 


of their opinion of the: imbecility of the Ameri-- 
"ean. Cabinet, and the embarrassment of its re- 
^ SOUTCES, : 


u Lam anxious that ‘no doubt should exist upon 


‘this subject either in the House or in the nation. 


Whoever eonsidersthe object of this bill to be 


any other than that which has been avowed, is 


. mistaken. . Whoever believes this bill to be a 
“means of peace, or anything else than an instru- 
z:"ment of vigorous and long protracted war, is 


: grievously deceived. And whoever acts under 
such: mistake, or such deception, will have to 
„lament one of the grossest, and perhaps, one of 


the most critical errors of his political life. I 
warn, therefore, my political opponents; those 


' honest men, of whom I know there are some, 


who, paying only a general attention to the 
course of public affairs, submit the guidance of 
their opinions to the men who stand at the helm, 
not:to vote for this.bill under any belief that its 
object is to aid negotiation for peace. Let such 


. gentlemen recur to their past experience on simi- 


Jar occasions.» They will find that it has been 
always the case, whenever any obnoxious meas- 
ure is about to be passed, that its passage is assisted 


by the aid of some such collateral suggestions. 
No. sooner do the.Cabinet perceive that any 
- potion, which they intend to administer, is loathed 


-by à considerable part. of the majority, and that 


their apprehensions are alive lest it should have 


a scouring. effect upon their popularity, than 


.the Cabinet doctors. 


certain under-operators are.set to work, whose 


business it is to amuse the minds, and beguile 
the attention of the patients while the dose is 
swallowing. The language always is: “Trust 
The medicine will not op- 
erate as you imagine, but quite ànother way." 
After this manner the fears of the men are allayed, 
‘and the purposes of the Administration are at- 


tained under suggestions very different from the 


true motives. Thus, the embargo, which has 
since been unequivocally acknowledged to have 
been intended to coerce Great Britain, was adopt- 


"ed, as the Executive asserted, “to save our es- 


sential resources.” So, also, when the present 
war was declared against Great Britain, members 
of the House were known to state that they voted 
for it under the suggestion that it would not be 
a war of ten days; that it was known that Mr. 
Foster had instructions to make definitive ar- 


; rangements, in his pocket; and that the United 


States had only to advance to the point of war, 
and the whole business would be settled. Andnow 
an army, which, in point of numbers, Cromwell 
might envy, greater than that with which Cesar 
passed the Rubicon, is to be helped through a 
reluctant Congress, under the suggestion of its 


being only a parade force, to make negotiation 


successful; that it is the incipient state of a pro- 
ject for a grand pacification! | 

I warn also my political friends. These. gen- 
tlemen are apt to place great reliance on their 
own intelligence and sagacity. Some of these 


. will tell you that the invasion of Canada is im- 


possible. They ask where are the. mea—where 
is the money to. be obtained? And. they talk 
very wisely concerning common sense.and com- 
mon prudence, and will show, with much learn- 
ing; how.this attempt is an offence against both 
ihe one aud.the other. . But, sir, it has been my 
lot to be an observer of the character and conduct 
ofthe men now in power for these eight years 
past. And I state, without hesitation, that no 
séheme ever was, or ever will be, rejected by 
them, merely on account of its running counter. 
to the ordinary dictates of common sense and 
common prudence. On the contrary, on. that 
very account, I believe it more. likely to be both 
suggested and. adopted by them. And, what 
may appear a paradox, for that very reason, the 
chance. is rather increased that it will be suc- 
cessful. Mio BU isse 

I.could illustrate this position twenty ways. 
I shall eontent myself with remarking only upon 
two instances, and those recent ; thé present war, 
and the late invasion of Canada. When war 
against Great Britain was ‘proposed at the. last 
session, there were thousands in these United 
States, and I confess to you I was myself among 
the number, who believed not one word of the 
matter. I put my trust in the old fashioned nos 
tions of. common sense, and common. prudence. 
That a people, which had been more than twenty 
years at peace, should enter upon. hostilities 
against a people which had been twenty years at 
war; that a nation, whose army and navy were 
little more than nominal, should engage in a war 
with a nation possessing one of the best appoint- 
ed armies and the most powerful marine on the 
globe; that a country, to which neutrality had 
been a perpetual harvest, should throw that great 
blessing away for a controversy in which nothing 
was to be gained, and everything valuable put in 
jeopardy; from these, and innumerable like con- 
siderations, the idea seemed so absurd that I never 
once entertained itas possible. And now, after 
war has been declared, the whole affair seems so 
extraordinary and so utterly irreconcilable to 
any previous suggestions of wisdom. and duty, 
that. I know. not what to make of it or how to 
believe it. Even at this moment my mind is 
very much in the state of certain Pennsylvania 
Germans, of whom I have heard it asserted that 
they are taught to believe, by their political lead- 
ers, and do at this. moment consider the allegae 
tion, that war is at present existing between the 
United States and Great Britain, to bea “federal 
falsehood.” l i 

It was just so with. respect to the invasion of 
Canada. I heard of it last June. I laughed at 
the idea, as did multitudes of others, as an attempt 
too.absurd for serious examination.. I wasin this 
case again beset by common sense and common 
prudence. That the United States should pre- 
cipitate itself upon the unoffending people of 
that neighboring colony, unmindful of all previ- 
ously subsisting amities, because the parent State, 
three thousand miles distant, had violated some 
of our commercial rights ; that we should march 
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inland, to defend our ships and seamen; that with: 
‘faw troops, hastily collected, miserably appoint- 


ed, and destitute. of discipline, we should invade. 


a country defended by veteran forces, at least 
equal, in point of numbers, to the invading army ; 
that bounty should be offered and proclamations 
issued, inviting the subjects of a foreign Power 
to treason and rebellion, under the influences of 
a quarter of the country upon which à retort of 
the same nature was so obvious, so easy, and, in 
its consequences, so awful; in every aspect, the de- 
sign seemed so fraught with danger and disgrace, 
that it appeared. absolutely impossible that it 
should be seriously entertained. Those, how- 
ever, who reasoned after this. manner were, as 
the event proved, mistaken. The war was de- 
clared. Canada wasinvaded. We werein haste 
to plunge into these great difficulties, and we have 
now reason, as well as leisure enough, for regret 
and repentance. 

The great mistake of all those, who reasoned 
concerning the war and the invasion of Canada, 
and concluded that it was impossible that either 
should be ‘seriously intended, resulted from this, 
that they never took into consideration the con- 
nexion of both those events with the great election 
for the Chief. Magistracy which was then pend- 
ing. Itnever was sufficiently considered by them, 
that plunging into war with Great Britain was 
among the conditions on which the support for 
the Presidency was made dependent. They did 
not understand, that an invasion of Canada was 
to bein truth only a mode of carrying on an 
electioneering campaign. But since events have 
explained politieal purposes, there is no difficulty 
in seeing the connexions between projects and 
interests. Jt is now apparent to the most mole- 
sighted how a nation may be disgraced, and yet 
a Cabinet attain its desired honors. All is clear. 
A country may be ruined, in making an Admin- 
istration happy. 

I said, Mr. Speaker, that such strange schemes, 
apparently irreconcileable to common sense and 
common prudence, were, on that very account, 
more likely to be successful. Sir, there is an au- 
dacity, which sometimes stands men instead both 
of genius and strength. And most assuredly, he 
is most likely toper form that which no man ever 
did before, and will never be likely to do again, 
who has the boldness to undertake that, which 
no man ever thought of attempting, in time past, 
and no man will ever think of attempting in time 
future, I would not, however, be understood as 
intimating, that this Cabinet project of invasion 
is impracticable, either as it respects the collec- 
tion of means and instruments, or in the ultimate 
result. On the contrary, sir, I deem both very 
feasible. Men may be obtained. For if forty 
dollars bounty cannot obtain them, an hundred 
dollars bounty may, and the intention is explic- 
itly avowed not to suffer the attainment of the 
lesired army to be prevented by any vulgar 
notions of economy. Money may be obtained. 
What, by means of the increased popularity, de- 
rived from the augmentation of the navy, what, 
by opening subseription offices in the interior of 


the country, what, by large premiums, the cu- 


-pidity of the moneyed interest may be tempted 
‘beyond the point of patriotic resistance, and all 


the attained means: being diverted to the use of 
the army, pecuniary resources may be. obtained, 
ample at least for the first year. And, sir, let an 
army of thirty thousand men be collected, let 
them be put under the command of a popular 
leader, let them be officered to suit his purposes, 
let them be flushed with victories, and see the 
fascinating career of military glory opening upon 
them, and they will not thereafter ever be defi- 
cient in resources; If they cannot obtain their 
pay by your: votes, they will collect it by their 
own bayonets; and they will not rigidly observe 
any air-lines or water-lines in enforcing their ne- 
cessary Jevies; nor be stayed by abstract specula- 
tions concerning right, or learned Constitutional 
difficulties. s : : 

I desire therefore, that it may be distinctly 
understood, both by this House and this nation, 
that itis my unequivocal belief that the invasion 
of Canada, which is avowed by the Cabinet to be 
its purpose, is intended by it; that continuance 
of the war and not peace is its project. ' Yes, sir, 
asthe French Emperor said concerning ships and 
colonies, so our Cabinet, the friends of the French 
Emperor, may say, with respect to Canada and 
Halifax—^ They enter into the scope of its policy.” 

[Mr. Quincy was here called to order by Mr. 
HALL, of Georgia, for intimating that the mem- 
bers of the Cabinet were friends to the French 
Emperor. 

Mr. Quincy said, that he understood that the 
relations of amity did subsist between this country 
and France, and that in such a state of things, he 
had a right to speak of the American Cabinet as 
friends of France, in the same manner as he had 
now a right to call them the enemies of Great 
Britain. 

The SPEAKER said, that the relations of amity 
certainly did subsist between this country and 
France, and that he did not conceive the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts to be out of order in his 
expressions. That it was impossible to prevent 
gentlemen from expressing themselves so as to 
convey an niendo]. 

Mr. Quincy proceeded.—If, Mr. Speaker, the 
gentleman from Georgia and his political friends 
would take one thing into consideration, he and 
they will have no reason to complain, in case the 
Cabinet be of that immaculate nature hesupposes. 
No Administration, no man, was ever materially 
injured by any mere “inuendo.” The strength 
of satire is the justness of the remark, and the 
only sting of invective is the truth of the observa- 
tion. 

I will now proceed to discuss those topics which 
naturally arise out of the bill under consideration, 
and examine the proposed invasion of Canada, at 
three different poinis of view. 

1. Asa means of carrying on the subsisting 
War. 

2. Asa means of obtaining an early and hon- 
orable peace. 

3. Asa means of advancing the personal and 
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local projects of ambition of the members of the 


American: Cabinet... ‘ 


` Concerning the.invasion of Canada, asa means 


of carrying on the.subsisting war, it is my duty | 


to speak plainly, and, decidedly, not only because 
I herein express, my. own opinions upon the sub- 
ject, butas: I conscientiously believe, the senti- 
ments also.of a very great majority of that whole 
section of country. in which I have the happiness 
to reside.. I say then, sir, that I consider the in- 
` vasion of Canada as a means of carrying on this 
war, as cruel, wanton, senseless, and wicked. 
You will easily understand, Mr. Speaker, by 
"this very statement of opinion, that I am not one 
of that class of politicians which has for so many 
years predominated in the world, on both sides of 
the Atlantic. You will readily believe, that I 
am not one of those who worship in that temple, 
where Condorcet is.the High Priestand Machia- 
vel the God. With such politicians the end al- 
ways sanctifies the means ; the least possible good 
to themselves perfectly justifies, according to their 
creed, the inflicting the greatest possible evil upon 
others, In the judgment of such men, if a cor- 
ropt Ministry at. three thousand miles distance 
shall have done them an injury, it is an ample 
cause to visit with desolation a peaceable and un- 
offending race of men, their neighbors, who hap- 
pen to be associated with that Ministry by ties.of 
mere political dependence. What though these 


colonies be'so remote from the sphere of the ques- | 


tions in controversy, that their ruin or prosperity 
could have no. possible influence upon the result ? 
What though their cities offer no plunder ? What 
though their conquest can yield no glory? In 
their ruin there is revenge. And revenge to such 
politicians is the sweetest of all morsels. With 
such men, neither I nor the people of that section 
of country in which I reside hold any commu- 
nion. Thereis between usand them no one prin- 
ciple of sympathy either in motive or action, 
That wise, moral, reflecting people, which con- 
stitute the great mass of the population of Mas- 
sachusetts—indeed, of all New England—look 
for the sources of their political duties nowhere 
else than in those fountains from which spring 
their moral duties. According to their estimate 
of human life and its obligations, both political 
and moral duties emanate from the nature of 
things, and from the essential and eternal rela- 
tions which subsist among them. 
a state of war gives the right to seize and appro- 
priate the property and. territories of an enemy. 
True it is, that the colonies of a foreign Power 
are viewed, according to the law of nations, in the 
light of its property. But in estimating the pro- 
priety of carrying desolation into the peaceful 
abodes of their neighbors, the people of New Eng- 
land will not limit their contemplation to the 
mere circumstance of abstract right, nor ask what 
lawyérs and jurisprudists have written or said, as 
if this was conclusive upon the subject. That 
people are much addicted to think for themselves, 


the effect which their conquest and ruin will have, 
not only upon the people of those colonies, but. 
upon themselves, and their own liberties and Con- 
stitution. And above all, what Iknow will seem 
strange to some: of those who hear me, they: will 
not forget to apply toa case occurring. between 
nations, as far as is practicable, that heaven-de- 
scended rule which the great author and founder 


of their religion has given them for the regulation 


of their conduct towards ech other. ‘They will 
consider it the duty of these United States to act 
towards those colonies as they would wish those 
colonies to act, in exchange of circumstances, to- 
wards these United States. — — =o. 

The actual condition of those colonies, and the 
relation in which they stood to the United States 
antecedent to the declaration of war, were of this 
nature, Those colonies had no- connexion with 
the questions in dispute between us and their. pa- 
rent State. They had done us noinjury. They 
meditated none.to us.. Between the inhabitants 
of those colonies and the citizens of the United 
States, the most friendly and mutually useful in- 
tercourse subsisted. "The borderers on this, and 
those on the other side of the St. Lawrence, and 
of the boundary line, scarcely realized that they 
were subjects of different Governments. They 
interchanged expressions and acts of. civility. 
Intermarriages took place among them. The Ca- 
nadian sometimes settled in the United States ;. - 
sometimes our citizens emigrated to Canada.. 
After the declaration of war, had they any dispo- 
tion toassail us? We haye the reverse expressly 
in.evidence. They desired nothing so much as 
to keep perfect the then subsisting relations of - 
amity. Would the conquest of those colonies 
shake the policy of the British cabinet? Noman 
has shown it. Unqualified assertions, it is true, 
have been made, but totally unsupported by any 
evidence, or even the pretence of argument. On 
the contrary, nothing was more obvious than that 
an invasion of Canada must strengthen the Min- 
istry of Great Britain, by the excitement and sym- 
pathy which would be occasioned in the people 
of that country in consequence of the sufferings 
of the innocent inhabitants of those colonies, on ac- 
count.of a dispute in which they had no concern, 
and of which they had scarcely a. knowledge. 
All this was anticipated—all this was frequently 
urged to this House, at the last and preceding ses- 


True itis, that |sions, as the necessary effect of such a measure. 


The event has justified those predictions. The 
late elections in Great. Britain have terminated 
in the complete triumph of the friends of the Brit- 
ish Ministry. In- effecting this change, the con- 
duet of the United States in relation to Canada 
bas had, undeniably,a mighty influence, by the 
disgust and indignation felt by the British people 
at a step so apparently wanton and cruel. 

As there was no direct advantage to be hoped 
from the conquest of Canada, so also, there was 
none incidental. Plunder there was none—at 
least, none which would pay the cost of the 


and in canvassing the propriety of such an inva- | conquest. Glory there was none. Could seven 


sion, they will consider the actual condition of 
those colonies, their natural relations to us, and 
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millions of people obtain glory by precipitating 
themselves upon half a million, and trampling 
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utterance, from the other side of the House, of 
this word *glory"—^ glory” in connexion with 
this invasion. What glory? Is it the glory of 
the tiger which lifts his jaws, all foul and bloody, 
from the bowels of his victim, and roars for his 
companions of the wood to come and witness his 
prowess and his spoils? Such is the glory of 
Ginghis Khan, and of Bonaparte. Be such glory 
far, very far, from: my country. Never, never 
may it be accursed with such fame. - 


them into the dust? A giant obtain glory by 
crushing a: pigmy! - That giant must have a 
pigmy’s spirit who could reap; or hope, glory 
from such an achievement. ; EM 
Surely a people, with whom: we were con- 
nected by so-many natural and adventitious ties, 
had. some claims upon our humanity. Surely 
if our duty required that they and theirs should 
be sacrificed to our interests or our passions, some 
regret mingled in the execution of our purpose. 
We postponed the decree of ruin until the last 
moment. We hesitated—we delayed until longer 
delay was dangerous. Alas! sir, there was noth- 
ing of this kind or character in the conduct of 
the Cabinet. The war had not yet been declared, 
when General Hull had his instructions to put 
in train the work of destruction. "There was an 
eagerness for the blood of the Canadians—a head- 
long precipitation for their ruin, which indicated 
anything else rather than feelings of humanity, 
or visitings of nature, on account of their condi- 
‘tion. ‘Our armies were on their march for their 
frontier, while yet peace existed between this 
country and the parent State; and the invasion 
was obstinately pursued, after a knowledge that 
the chief ground of controversy was settled, by 
the abandonment of the British Orders in Coun- 
cil; and after nothing remained but a stale 
round of dispute, which, however important in 
itself, was of a nature for which no man has ever 
et pretended that for it alone war would have 
jeer declared. Did ever one Government ex- 
hibittowards any people a more bloody and re- 
lentless spirit of rancour? Tell me not of petty 
advantages—of remote, and, possibly, useful con- 
tingencies which might arise from the devasta- 
tion of those Colonies. Show any advantage 
which justifies that dreadful vial of wrath which, 
if the intention of the American Cabinet had 
been fulfilled, would, at this day, have been poured 
out upon the heads of the Canadians. It is not 
owing to the tender mercies of the American 
Administration, if the bones of the Canadians are 
not at this hour mingled with the ashes of their 
habitations, It is easy enough to make an ex- 
cuse for any purpose. When a victim is destined 
to be immolated, every hedge presents sticks for 
the sacrifice. The lamb who stands at the mouth 
of the stream, will always trouble the water, if you 
take the account of the wolf who stands at the 
source of it. But showa good to us bearing any 
proportion to the multiplied evils proposed to be 
visited upon them. There is none. Never was 
there an invasion of any country worse than this, 
in point of moral principle, since the invasion of 
the West Indies by the Buccaneers, or that of 
the United States by Captain Kidd. Indeed, 
both Kidd and the Buccaneers had more apology 
for their deed than the American Cabinet. They 
had at least the hope of plunder; but in this case 
there is not even the poor refuge of cupidity. 
We have heard great lamentations about the dis- 
grace of our arms on the frontier. Why, sir, the 
disgrace of our arms on the frontier is terrestrial 
glory,in comparison with the disgrace of the 
attempt. The whole atmosphere rings with the 


** Fame is no plant that grows on mortal soil, 
Nor.in the glistering foil 
Set off to the world, nor in broad rümor líes, 
Butlives and spreads aloft; by those pure eyes, 
And perfect witness of all-judging Jove, 
As he pronounces lastly on each deed." 


May such fame as this be my country’s meed ! 


But the wise and thoughtful people of our 
Northern section will confine their reflections to 
the duties which result from the actual condition 
of those Colonies, and their general relations to 
the United States; they will weigh the duties 
the people of the United States owe to themselves, 
and contemplate the effect whieh the subjugation 
of those Canadians will have upon our own liber- 
ties and Constitution. Sir, it requires but little 
experience in the nature of the human character, 
and but a very limited acquaintance with the 
history of man, to be satisfied that with the con- 
quest of the-Canadas, the liberties and Constitu- 
tion of this country perish. 

Of all nations in the world, this nation is the 
last which ought to admit, among its purposes, 
the design of foreign conquests. States such as 
are these, connected by ties so peculiar; into 
whose combination there enters necessarily nu- 
merous jealousies and fears ; whose interests are 
not always reconcileable ; and the passions, edu- 
cation, and character of whose people, on many 
accounts, are repugnant to each other; witha 
Constitution made merely for defence; it is im- 
possible that an association of independent Sov- 
ereignties, standing in such relations to each 
other, should not have the principles of its union, 
and the hopes of its Constitution, materially af- 
fected by the collection of a large military force, 
and its employment in the subjugation of neigh- 
boring territories. It is easy to see that an army 
collected in such a state of society as that which 
exists in this country, where wages are high and 
subsistence easily to be obtained, must be com- 
posed, so far as respects the soldiery, for the most 
part of the refuse of the country ; and as respects 
the officers, with some honorable exceptions in- 
deed, must consist, in a considerable degree, of 
men desperate sometimes in fortune, at others in 
reputation; “choice spirits ;? men “tired of the 
dull pursuits of civil life? who have not virtue 
or talents to rise in a calm and settled state of 
things, and who, all other means of advancement 
or support wanting or failing, take to the sword. 
A body of thirty or fifty thousand such men, com- 
bined, armed, and under a popular leader, is a very 
formidable force. They want only discipline and 
service to make them veterans. Opportunity to 
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acquire these, Canada will. afford. The army. 


which advances to the. walls of Quebec, in the 
present condition of Canadan preparation, must 


be veteran. Anda veteran army, under a popu-: 


lar leader, flushed with victory, each individual 
realizing, that while the body remains combined, 
he may be something, and posssibly very great; 
that if. dissolved, he sinks into insignificance ; 
will not.be: disbanded by vote. They will con- 
sult. with. one another, and with their beloved 
chieftain, upon this subject; and. not trouble 
themselves about the advice of the old people 
who are knitting and weaving in the chimney 
corners at Washington. Let the American peo- 
ple receive this as an- undoubted truth, which 
experience will verify. - Whoever. plants the 
American standard on the walls of Quebec, con- 
quers it for himself, and not for the people of 
the United States. Whoever lives to see that 
event—may my head be low in the dust before it 
happen !—will witness a dynasty established in 
that country by the sword. He will seea King 
or an Emperor, dukedoms and earldoms, and 
baronies, distributed to the officers, and knights’ 
fees bestowed on the soldiery. Such an army 
will not trouble itself about geographical lines, in 
portioning out the divisions of its new empire; 
and will run the parallels of its power by other 
steel than that of the compass. When: that 
event happens, the people of New England, if 
they mean to be free, must have a force equal to 
defend themselves against such an'army. And 
a military force equal to this object will itself be 
able to enslave the country. 

Mr. Speaker— When I contemplate thecharac- 
ter and consequences of this.invasion of Canada ; 
when Ireflect upon its criminality and its danger 
to the peace and liberty of this once happy coun- 
try; I thank the great Author and Source of all 
virtue, that through His grace that section of 
country in which I have the happiness to reside, 
is, in so great a degree, free from the iniquity of 
this transgression. Ispeak it with pride, the peo- 
ple of that section have done what they could to 
vindicate themselves and their children from the 
burden of thissin. That whole section has risen, 
almost as one man, for the. purpose of driving from 
power, by one great Constitutional effort, the 
guilty authors of this war. If they have failed, 
it has not been through the want of will or of 
exertion, but in. consequence of the weakness of 
their political power. When in the usual course 
of Divine Providence, who punishes nations as 
well as individuals, His destroying angel shall on 
this account pass over this country—and sooner 
or later, pass it will—I may be permitted to hope 
that over New England his hand will be stayed. 

- Qur souls are not steeped in the blood which has 
been shed in this war. The spirits of the unhap- 
py men who have been sent toan untimely audit, 
have borne to the bar of divine justice no accusa- 
tions against us. . 

This opinion, concerning the principles of this 
invasion of Canada, is not peculiar to me. Maul- 
titudes who approve the war, detest it. I believe 
this sentiment is entertained, without distinction 


of parties, by almost all the moral sense, and nine-. 
tenths of the intelligence, of the whole.northern. 
section of the United States. [ know that. men 
from that quarter of the country will tell you 
differently. - Stories of a very different kind are 
brought by all those who come.trooping to Wash- 
ington for place, appointments, and emoluments ;. - 
men who willsay anything to please the ear, or do 
anything to please the eye of Majesty, for the 
sake of those fat contracts and gifts which it 
scatters ; men whose fathers, brothers, and cousins, 
are provided for by the Departments; whose full- 
grown children are at suck at the money-distil- 
ling breasts of the Treasury; the little men who 
sigh after great offices; those who have judgeships 
in hand or judgeships in promise; toads that live 
upon the vapor of the palace that swallow great 
men’s spittle at the levees ; thatstare and wonder. 
at all the fine sights which they-see there; and 
most of all wonder at themselves—how they got 
there to see them. These men will.tell you, that 
New England applauds this invasion. 

But, Mr. Speaker, look at the elections. What 
is the language they speak? The présent tenant 
of. the Chief Magistracy rejected, by that whole 
section of country, with the exception of a single .. 
State, unanimously. And for whom? In favor of 
a man, out of the circle of his own State, without 
much influence, and personally almost unknown. 
In favor of a man against whom the prevailing 
influence in New England had previously strong 
political prejudices; and with whom, at. the time 
of giving him their support, they had no political 
understanding ; in favor of a man whose merits, 
whatever in other respects they might be, were 
brought into notice, in the first instance, chiefly 
so far as that election was concerned, by their 
opinion of the utter want of merit of the man 
whose re-election they opposed. 

Among the causes of that universal disgust 
which pervaded all New England, at the Admin- 
istration and its supporters, was the general dis- 
like and contempt of this invasion of Canada.. I 
have taken some pains to learn the sentiments 
which prevail on this subject in New England, 
and particülarly among its yeomanry, the pride 
and the hope of that country. I have conversed 
with men, resting on their spades and leaning on 
the handles of their ploughs, while they relaxed 
for a moment from the labor by which they sup- 
port their families, and which gives such a har- 
dihood and eharacter to their. virtues. They 
asked—* What do we want of Canada? We 
‘have land enough. Do we want plunder? 
* Thereisnot enough of that to pay the cost of get- 
‘ting it. Are our Ocean rights there? Or is it 
i there our seamen are held in captivity? Are 
* new States desired? We have plenty of those 
‘already. Are they to be held as conquered ter- 
‘ritories? This will require an army there. 
* Phen, to be safe, we must, have an army here. 
‘And with 2 standing army, what security for 
* our liberties ?? 

These are no fictitious reasonings. They are 
the suggestions I doubt not of thousands and tens 
of thousands of our hardy New England yeo- 
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manry ; men who, when their country calls, at 
any wise and real exigency, will start from their 
native soils and throw their shields over their lib- 
erties, like thesoldiers of Cadmus, “armed in com- 
plete steel ;” yet men, who have heard the winding 
of your horn to the Canada campaign, with the 
same apathy and indifference with which they 
would hear in the streets the trilling of a jews- 
harp, or the twirring of a banjo. 

The plain truth is, that the people of New Eng- 
land have no desire for Canada. Their moral 
sentiment does not justify, and they will not coun- 
tenance its invasion. have thus stated the 
grounds on which they deem, and I have felt 
myself bound to maintain, that this contemplated 
invasion of that territory is, as it respects the 
Canadians, wanton and cruel; because it inflicts 
the greatest imaginable evils on them, without 
any imaginable benefit to us; that, as it respects 
the United States, such an invasian is senseless, 
because, ultimately, ruinous to our own political 
safety; and wicked, because it is an abuse of the 
blessings of Divine Providence, and a manifest 
perversion of His multiplied bounties, to the pur- 


pose of desolating an innocent and unoffending. 


people. 

Ishall now proceed to the next view I proposed 
to take on this project of invading Canada, and 
consider it in the light of a means to obtain an 
early and honorable peace. It is said, and this is 
the whole argument in favor of this invasion, in 
this aspect, that the only way to negotiate suc- 
cessfully with Great Britain, is to appeal to her 
fears and raise her terrors for the fate of her col- 
onies. [shall here say nothing concerning the 
difficulties of executing this scheme; nor about 
the possibility of a Tene aney both in men and 
money, l will not dwell on the disgust of all 
New England, nor on the influence of this disgust 
with respect to your efforts. I willadmit, for the 
present, that an army may be raised, and that 
during the first years it may be supported by 
loans, and that afterwards it will support itself 
by bayonets, Iwill admit farther, for the sake of 
argument, that success is possible and that Great 
Britain realizes the practicability of it. Now, all 
this being admitted, I maintain that the surest of 
all possible ways to defeat any hope from nego- 
tiation, is the threat of such an invasion, and an 
active preparation to execute it. Those must be 
very young politicians, their pin-feathers not yet 
grown, and however they may flutter on this floor, 
they are not yet fledged for any high or distant 
flight, who think that threats and appealing to 
fear are the ways of producing a disposition to 
negotiate in Great Britain, or in any other nation 
which understands what it owes to its own safety 
and honor. No nation can yield to threat, what 
it might yield to a sense of interest ; because, in 
that case, it has no credit for what it grants, and 
what is more, loses something in point of reputa- 
tion, from the imbecility which concessions made 
undersuch circumstances indicate. Ofall nations 
in the world, Great Britain is the last to yield to 
considerations of fearand terror. The whole his- 
tory of the British nation is one tissue of facts, 


tending to show the spirit with which she meets 


all attempts to bully and brow-beat her into mea- 
sures inconsistent with her interests or her policy. 
No nation ever before made such sacrifices of the 


present to the future. No nation ever built her 


greatness more systematically, on the principles 


of a haughty self-respect, which yields nothing to 
suggestions of danger, and which never permits: 
either her ability or inclination to maintain her 
rights to be suspected. In all negotiations, there- 
fore, with that Power, it may be taken as a cèrs 
tain truth, that your chance of failure is just in. 
proportion to the publicity and obtrusiveness‘of 
threats and appeals to fear. fee a 
The American Cabinet understands all this 
very well, although this House may not. Their 
policy is founded upon it. The project of this 
bill is to put at a still further distance the chance 
of amicable arrangement, in consequence of the 
dispositions which the threat of'invasion of their 
colonies, and attempt to execute it, will excite in 
the Britisn nation and Ministry. I have some 
claim to speak concerning the policy of the men 
whoconstitute the American Cabinet.. For eight 
ears I have studied their history, characters, and. 
interests. I know no reason why. I should judge 
them severely, except such as arise from those 
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inevitable conclusions, which avowed principles: 


and distinct conduct have impressed upon the 


in my judgment, the embarrassments of our re“ 
lations with Great Britain, and keeping alive he~ 


has been, is, and will continue to be, a main prin- 
ciple of the policy of this American Cabinet, 
They want nota solid settlement of our differ- 
ences. If the nation will support them in it, they 
will persevere in the present war. | 
some general arrangements will be the resorf, 
which will leave open opportunities for discord’; 
which on proper occasions will be improved by 
them. `I chall give my reasons for this opinion. 
I wish no sentiments of mine to have influence 
any farther than the reasons upon which they 
are founded justify. They are public reasons 
arising from undeniable facts; the nation will 
judge for itself. 

The men who now, and who, for these twelve 
years past, have, to the misfortune of this country, 

uided its councils and directed its destinies, came 
into power on a tide, which was raised and sup- 
ported by elements constituted of British preju- 
dices and British antipathies. The parties which 
grew up in this nation took their origin and form 
at the time of the adoption of the treaty negotia- 
ted by Mr. Jay, in 1794. T'he opposition of that 
day, of which the men now in power were the 
leaders, availed themselves, very dexterously, of 
the relies of that hatred towards the British name 
which remained after the Revolutionary war. 
By perpetually blowing up the embers of the an- 
cient passions, they excited a flame in the nation ; 
and by systematically directing it against the hon- 
orable men who at that time conducted its affairs, 
the strength and influence of those men were im- 
paired. "heembarrassments with France, which 


tween this country and that a root of bitterness, 


mind. Isay, then, sir, without. hesitation, that. 


If it will not, : 
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succeeded, in 1798. and.1799; were turned to the | 


same account. Unfortunately, those who then 
conducted the public affairs attended less to the 
appearance of things, than to their measures; and 
considered more what was due to their country 
than. was prudent, in-the state of the prejudices 
and jealousies of the people, thus artfully excited 
against them. . They went on, in the course they 
‘deemed right, regardless of personal consequen- 
ces, and blind to the evidences of discontent which 
surrounded them..'"T'he consequences are well 
known. "The supreme power in these United 
States passed into the hands which now possess 
it; in which. it has been continued. down.to the 
present time. The transfer of power was effect- 
ed, undeniably, principally on the very ground of 
those prejudices and antipathies which existed in 
the nation against Great Britain; and which had 
been artfully fomented by the men now in power, 
‘and their adherents, and directed against their 
predecessors. . These prejudices and passions con- 
stitute the main pillar of the power of these men. 
In my opinion, they never will permit it to: be 
wholly taken away from them. They never will 
permit the people of this country to look at them 
and their political opponents, free of that jaun- 
dice with which they have carefully imbued the 
vision of their own partisans. . They never will 
«consent to be weighed in a balance of mere merits; 
but will always take care to keep in reserve some 
portion of these British antipathies, to throw as 
-a make-weight into the opposite scale, whenever 
they find their own sinking. T'o continue, mul- 
tiply, strengthen, and extend these props of their 
power, has been, still is, the object of the daily 
study and the nightly vigils of our American 
Cabinet. For this the British Treaty was permit- 
ted to expire by its own limitation ; notwithstand- 
ing the state of things which the Treaty of Amiens 
had produced in Europe was so little like perma- 
nent peace, that the occurrence of the. fact, on 
which the force of that limitation depended, might 
easily have been questioned, with but little violence 
to the terms, and in perfect conformity with its 
spirit. For this a renewal of the Treaty of 1794 
was refused by our Cabinet, although proffered 
by the British Government, For this the treaty 
negotiated by Messrs. Monroe and Pinkney in 
1807 was rejected. . For this, in 1811, fifty thou- 
-sand dollars were paid out of the public Treasury 
to John Henry, for the obvious purpose of en- 
bling the American Cabinet to calumniate their 
political opponents, on this very point of British 
influence, upon the eve of elections, occurring in 
Massachusetts, on the event of which the perpet- 
uation of their own power was materially de- 
pendent. f 
Mr. Speaker, such men as these never will 
permit a state of things to pass away, so es- 
sential to their influence. Be it peace or war, 
arrangement or hostility, the association of these 
British antipathies in the minds of the mass of 
the community, with the characters of their po- 
‘litical opponents, constitutes the great magazine 
of their power. This composes their whole polit- 
ical larder. It is, like Lord Peter's brown loaf, 
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their * beef, mutton; veal; 


venison, partridge, 
plum-pudding, and custard?” bas ane 
From the time-of the expiration of the British 
Treaty of 1794, and the refusal to renew it, the 
American Cabinet haye:been careful to precede 
negotiation with some circumstance or other, 
calculated. to make it fail, or atleast to make a 
successful result less certain. Thus in 1806, when, 
from the plunder of commerce, by British eruisers; 
a negotiation, notwithstanding the obvious reluc- 
tance of the Cabinet was forced upon them, by 
the clamors of the merchants, the non-im porta- 
tion law of April, in that year, was obtruded be- 
tween the two: countries, In the course of the 
debate upon that law, it was opposed upon this 
very ground, that it was an obstacle toa success- 
ful: negotiation. | It was advocated, like: the bill 
now under discussion, as an aid to: successful ne- 
gotiation. It was also said, by the opponents of 
the law of 1806, that Great Britain would not 
negotiate under its operation, and that arrange- 
ment, attempted under proper auspices, could not 
be difficult, from the known interests and incli- 
nations of that nation. What was the conse- 
quence? Precisely that which was anticipated, 
The then President of tlie United States was ne- 
cessitated to come to this House, and recommend 
a suspension of the operation of that law, upon 
the openly avowed ground of its being expedient 
to give that evidence of a conciliatory disposition ; 
really, because, if permitted to continue in opera- 
tion, negotiation was found to be-impracticable. 
After the suspension of that law, a treaty was 
formed. The merits of that treaty, it is not within 
ihe scope of my present argument to discuss. It 
is sufficient to say, it was deemed good enough 
to receive the sanction of Messrs. Monroe and 
Pinkney. It arrived in America, and was reject- 
ed by the authority of a single individual; appa- 
rently because of the insufficiency of the arrange- 
ment about impressment. Really, because a set- 
tlement with Great Britain, at that time, did not 
“enter into the scope of the policy” of the Amer- 
ican Cabinet. The negotiation was indéed re- 
newed, but it was followed up with the enforce- 
ment of the non-importation law, and the enact- 
ment of the embargo. Both which steps were 
stated at the time, as they proved afterwards, to 
be of a nature to make hopeless successful nego- 
tiation. i 
In this state the Executive power of this nation 
formally passed into new hands, but substantially 
remained under the old principles of action, and 
subject to the former influences. It was desirable 
that a fund of, popularity should be acquired for 
the new Administration. Accordingly an ar- 
rangement was made with Mr. Erskine, and no 
questions asked, concerning the adequacy of his 
powers. But, lest this circumstance should not 
defeat the proposed arrangement, a clause was in- 
serted in the correspondence containing an insult 
to the British Government, offered in the face of 
the world, such as no man ever gave to a private 
individual whom he did not mean to offend. The 
President of the United States said, in so many 
words, to the person at the head of that Govern- 
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ment, that he did not understand what belonged 
‘to his own honor, as well as it was understood by 
* the President himself. The effect of such lan- 
guage was natural, it was necessary ; it could not 


but render the British Government averse to sane-- 


tion Mr. Erskine’s arrangement. The effect was 
anticipated by Mr. Robert Smith, then acting as 
Secretary of State. He objected to its being in- 
~serted, but it was done in the Presidents own hand- 
writing. As Mr. Erskine's authority was denied 
by the British Government, it is well known that, 
in fact, on the point of this indignity, the fate of 
that arrangement turned. Can any one doubt 
that our Cabinet meant that it should have this 
effect? Isend you word, Mr. Speaker, that I have 
agreed with your messenger, and wish you to rat- 
ify it. I think you, however, no gentleman, not- 
withstanding; and that you do not understand, as 
wellasJ, what is “due to your own honor.” What 
think you, sir? Would you ratify such an ar- 
rangement, if you could help it? Does a proffer 
of settlement, connected with such language, look 
like a disposition or an intention to conciliate ? 
I appeal to the common sense of mankind on the 
joint. > 
j The whole state of the relations, induced be- 
tween this Copea and Great Britain, in conse- 
quence of our embargo and restrictive systems; 
was, in fact, a standing appeal to the fears of the 
British Cabinet. For, notwithstanding those sys- 
tems were equal in their terms, so far as they af- 
fected foreign Powers, yet their operation was 
notoriously almost wholly upon Great Britain. 
To yield to that pressure, or to anything which 
should foster, in this country, the idea that it was 
an effectual weapon of hostility, was nothing 
more than conceding thatshe was dependent upon 
us. A concession, which, when once made by 
her, was certain to encourage a resort to it by us 
on every occasion of difficulty between the two 
nations. Reasoning, therefore, upon the known 
nature of things, and the plain interests of Great 
Britain, it was foretold that, during its contin- 
uance, she would concede nothing. And the event 
has justified these predictions. But, the circum- 
stance the most striking, and that furnishing the 
most conclusive evidence of the indisposition of 
ihe American Cabinet to peace, and their deter- 
mination to carry on the war, is that connected 
with the pretended repeal of the F'rench decrees, 
in November, 1810, and the consequent revival, 
in 1811, of our restrictive system against Great 
Britain. 

If ever a body of men were pledged to any- 
thing, the American Cabinet, its friends, and sup- 
porters, were pledged for the truth of this fact: 
that the French decrees of Berlin and Milan 
were definitively repealed as it respects the United 
States, on the 1st of November, 1810. If ever 
any body of men staked their whole stock of re- 
putation upon any point, our Cabinet did it on 
this, "They and their partisans asserted and raved. 
"They denounced every man as a British partisan 
who denied it. They declared the restrictive sys- 
tem was revived by the mere effect of the procia- 
mation. But, lest the courts of law should not 


be as subservient to their policy as might be 
wished, they passed the law of the 2d of March, 
1811, upon the basis of this repeal, and of its be- 
ing definitive. The British Government refused; 
however, to recognise the validity of this repeal, 
and denied that the Berlin and Milan decrees. 
were repealed, on the ist of November, 1810, as 
our Cabinet asserted. . Thus, then, stood the ar- 
gument between the British Ministry and our 
Cabinet. The British Ministry admitted, that 
if the Berlin and Milan decrees were repealed, 
on the Ist of November, 1810, they were bound 
to revoke their Orders in Council. . But they de- 
nied that repeal to exist... Our Cabinet, on the 
other hand, admitted; that if the Berlin and Mil- 
‘an decrees were not repealed, on the 1st of Nov- 
ember, 1810, the restrictive system ought not to 
have been revived against. Great Britain. But 
they asserted that repeal to exist. This was, vir- 
tually, the state of the question between the two 
countries on this point. And it is agreed, on all 
hands, that this refusal of the British Govern- 
ment, to repeal their Orders in Council, after the 
existence of the repeal of the Berlin and Milan 
decrees, as asserted by the American Cabinet, 
was the cause of the declaration of war between 
the two countries. So that, in truth, the ques- 
tion of the right of war depended upon the exist- 
ence of that fact; for if that fact did not exist, 
even the American Cabinet did not pretend that, 
in the position in which things then stood, they 
had a right to declare war, on account of the con- 
tinuance of the British Orders in Council. 

Now, what is the truth in relation to this all- 
important fact, the definitive repeal of the Berlin 
and Milan decrees on the 1st of November, 1810; 
the pivot upon which turned the revival of the 
restrictive system and our declaration of war? 
Why, sir, the event has proved that in relation 
to that fact the American Cabinet was, to say 
the least, in an error. Bonaparte himself, in a 
decree, dated the 28th of April, 1811, but not pro- 
mulgated till a year afterwards, distinctly declares 
that the Berlin and Milan decrees were not defin- 
itively repealed, as relates to the United States, on 
the Ist of November, 1810.  Healso declares that 
they are then, on that 28th of April, for the first 
ume, repealed. And he founds the issuing of this 
decree on the act of the American Congress of 
the 2d of March, 1811. That very act, which 
was passed upon the ground of the definitive re- 
peal of the Berlin and Milan decrees, on the Ist 
of November, 1810; and which, it is agreed on 
all sides, the American Government were bound 
in honor not to pass, exceptin case of such antece- 
dent repeal. 

Were ever a body of men so abandoned, in the 
hour of need, as the American Cabinet, in this 
instance, by Bonaparte? Was ever any body of 
men so cruelly wounded in the house of their 
friend? This, this “was the unkindest cut of 
all.” But how was it received by the American 
Cabinet? Surely they were indignant at this 
treatment. Surely the air rings with reproaches 
upon a man who has thus made them stake their 
reputation upon a falsehood ; and then gives lit- 
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tle. less than the lie: direct, to their assertions. 
No, sir, nothing of. all this is heard from our Cab- 
inet. There isa philosophic tameness that would 
be remarkable, if it'were not, in all cases, affect- 
ing Bonaparte characteristic. All the Executive 
‘of the United States has found it in his heart. to 
say, in relation to this last decree of Bonaparte, 
which contradicts his previous allegations and 
asseverations, is, that This proceeding is render- 
ed, by the time and manner of it, liable to many 
objections £^. . i 


] have referred to this subjectas being connect- 


tionyand that if it comes it is contrary. both to: 
their hope and expectation. Baan oe 
“I would not judge these.men severely... But it 
is my duty to endeavor to judge them truly; and 
to express fearlessly the result of that judgment, 
whatever it may be. My opinion results from 
the application of the well known principle of 
judging concerning men’s purposes and motives: 
To consider rather what men do, than what they 
say.; and to-examine their deeds in connexion 
with predominating passions and interests; and 
on this basis decide. In making an estimate of 
the intentions of these or any other politicians, I 


ed, with future conduct, strikingly illustrative of 
the disposition of the American Cabinet to carry 
on the war, and of their intention, if possible, not 
io make peace. Surely, if any nation hada claim 
for liberal treatment from another, it was the 
British nation from.the American, after the dis- 
covery of the.error of the American Government, 
in relation to the repeal of the Berlin and Milan 
decrees, in November, 1810. In consequence of 
that error, the American Cabinet had ruined 
numbers of our own citizens, who had been 
caught by the revival of the non-intercourse law; 
they had revived that law against Great Britain, 
under circumstances, which now appeared to 
have been fallacious; and they had.declared war 
against her, on the supposition, that she had re- 
fused to repeal her Orders in Council, after the 
French decrees were in fact revoked; whereas, 
it now appears that they were in fact not revoked. 
' Surely the knowledge of this error was followed 
by an instant and anxious desire to redress the 
resulting injury. As the British Orders in Coun- 
cil were in fact tevoked, on the knowledge of 
the existence of the French decree of repeal, 
surely the American Cabinet at once extended 
the hand of friendship ; met the British Govern- 
ment half way; stopped all further irritation; 
and strove to place everything ona basis best 
suited to promote an amicable adjustment. No, 


sir, nothing of all this occurred. On the contra-. 


ry, the question of impressments is made the basis 
of continuing the war. On this subject, a stadi- 
ed fairness of proposition is preserved, accompa- 
nied’ with systematic perseverance in measures 
of hostility... An armistice was proposed by them. 
It was refused by us. It was acceded to by the 
American General on the frontiers. It was re- 
jected by the Cabinet. No consideration of the 
false allegation on which the war in fact was 
founded ; no consideration of the critical and ex- 
tremely consequential nature to both nations of 
ilie subject of impressment; no considerations of 
humanity, interposed their influence. They re- 
newed hostilities., They rushed upon Canada. 
Nothing would satisfy them but blood. The lan- 
guage of their conduct is that of the giant, in the 
legends of infancy: 
“ Fee, faw, fow, fum, 
I smell the blood of an Englishman ; 
Dead-or alive, I will have some !? 


Can such men pretend that peace is their ob- 


ject? Whatever may result, the perfect convic- 
tion of my mind is, that they have no such inten- 


make little or no account of pacific pretensions. 
There is a general reluctance at war, and desire 
of peace, which pervades the great mass. of every 
people; and artful rulers could never keep any 
nation at war any 
true interests, without some sacrifice to that gen- 
eral love of peace which exists in civilized men. 
Bonaparte himself will tell. you that he is the 
most pacific creature in the world. He has al- 
ready declared, by his proclamation to French- 
men, that he has gone to. Moscow for no other 
end than to cultivate peace, and counteract the 
Emperor of Russia's desire of war. In this coun- 
try, where the popular sentiment has so strong an 
impulse on its affairs, the same obtrusive preten- 
sion must inevitably be preserved... No man or 
set of men ever can or will get this country at 


length of time, beyond their 


war, or continue it long in war, without keeping - 


on hand a stout, round stock of gulliog matter. 


Fair propositions will always be made to go hand 
in hand with offensive acts. And when some- 
thing is offered so reasonable that no man can 
doubt but it will be aceepted, at the same mo- 
ment something will be done of à nature to em- 
barrass the project, and if not to defeat at least 
to render its acceptance dubious. How this has 
been in past time, I have shown. . I will now 
illustrate what is doing and intended .at present. 

As from the uniform tenor of the conduct of 
the American Cabinet, in relation to the British 
Government, I have no belief that their intention 
has been to make a solid arrangement with: that 
nation; so, from the evidence of their disposition 
and intention, existing abroad and on the table, I 
have no belief that such is at present their pur- 
pose. I cannot possibly think otherwise, than 
that such is not their intention. Let us take the 
case into common life. I have demands, Mr. 
Speaker, against you, very justin their nature, 
bat different. Some of recent, others of very old 
date. The former depending upon principles 
very clearly in my favor. The latter critical, 
difficult, and dubious, both in principle and settle- 
ment. In this state of things, and during your 
absence, I watch my opportunity, declare enmi- 
ty; throw myself upon your children and ser- 
vants and property, which happen to be in my 
neighborhood, and do them all the injury I can. 
While Lam doing this, I receive a messenger 
from you, stating that the grounds of the recent 
injury are settled; that you comply fully with 
my terms. Your servants and children, whom I 


am plundering and killing, invite me to stay my 
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-nued war as could be given. On these grounds, 
my mind cannot force itself to any other conclu- 
sion than this, that the avowed object of this bill 
is the true one; that the.Canadas are to be inva- 
‘ded the next season; that the war is to be pro- 
tracted; and that this is the real policy of the 
American Cabinet. ^ J ` 

Iwill now reply to those invitations to “union,” 
which have béen so obtrusively urged upon us. 
If by this call to union is meant an union ina 
project for the invasion of Canada, or for the in- 
vasion of East Florida, or for the conquest ofany 
foreign country whatever, either as a means of 
carrying on this war or for any other purpose, 
Ianswer, distinetly, I will unite with no man nor 
any body of men for any.such purposes. I think 
such projects criminal in the highest degree, and 
ruinous to the prosperity of these States. But, 
if by this invitation is meant union in prepara- 
tion for defence, strictly so called; union in for- 
tifying our seaboard; union in putting our cities 
into astate of safety ; unionin raising sucha mili- 
taty force as shall be sufficient with the local mi- 
litia in the hands of the Constitutional leaders, the 
Executives of the States, to givea rational degree 
of security against any invasion ; sufficient to de- 
fend our frontiers, sufficient to awe into silence 
the Indian tribes within our Territories; union 
in creating such a maritime force as shall com- 
mand the seas on the American coasts, and keep. 
open the intercourse, at least between the States: 
if this is meant, I have no hesitation ; union on 
such principles you shall have from me cordially 
and faithfully. And this, too, sir, without any 
reference to the state of my opinion, in relation 
to the justice or necessity of this war. Because 

ove of our Cabinet for peace, and make them | I well understand such to be the condition of man, 
acquiescent in their perseverance in hostilities. | in à social compact, that he must partake of the 
Accordingly, before the end of the session, a great | fate of the society to which he belongs, and must 
tub will be thrown out to the whale. Probably, a| submit to the privations and sacrifices its defence 
little while before the Spring elections, terms of | requires, notwithstanding these may be the result 
very fair import will be proffered to Great Brit- of the vices or crimes of its immediate rulers. 
ain. Such as, perhaps, six months ago our Cabi-| But there is a great difference between support- 
net would not have granted, had she solicited | ing such rulers in plans of necessary self-defence, 
them on her knees. Such as probably, in the opi- | on which the safety of our altars and firesides es- 
nion of the people of this country, Great Britain | pecially depend, and supporting them in projects 
ought to accept; such perhaps as in any other|of foreign invasion, and encouraging them in 
state of things, she would have accepted. But| schemes of conquest and ambition, which are not 
such, as I fear, under the irritation produced by | only unjust in themselves, but dreadful in their 
the strange course pursued by the American Cab- | consequences; inasmuch as, let the particular 
inet, that nation will not accept. Sir, I do not project result as it may, the general effect must be, 
believe that our Cabinet expect that they will be| according to human view, destructive to our own 
accepted. They think the present state of induced | domestic liberties and Constitution. I speak as 
passion is sufficient to prevent arrangement. But | an individual. Sir, for my single self, did I support 
to make assurance doubly sure, to take a bond of | such projects, as are avowed to be the objects of 
fate, that arrangement shall not happen, they pre- this bill, I should deem myself a traitor to my 
pare this bill. A bill, which proposes an aug-| Country. Were I even toaid them by loan, or in 
mentation of the army for the express purpose of | any other way, I should consider myselfa partaker 
conquering the Canadas, A bill which, connect- | in the guilt of the purpose. But when these pro- 
ed with the recent disposition evinced by our | jectsofan invasion shall be abandoned; when men 
Cabinet, in relation to those provinces, and with | yield up schemes which not only openly contem- 
the avowed intent of making their subjugation | plate the raising ofa great military force, but also 
the means of peace, through the fear to be inspired | the concentrating them at one point and placing 
into Great Britain, is as offensive to the pride of | them in one hand; schemes obviously ruinous to 
that nation as can well be imagined; and is. in | the fates of a free Republic—as they compre- 
my apprehension, as sure a guarantee of conti- | hend the means by which.such have ever hereto- 


' hand until you return, or until some accommoda- 
tion can take place between us. But, deaf to any 
-such suggestions, I prosecute my intention of in- 

. jury to the utmost, When there is reason to ex- 
pect your return, I multiply my means of injury 

:and offence. And no sooner do I hear of your 

^sarrival, than [thrust my fist into your face, and 

say tto you—" Well, sir, here are fair propositions 

«of'settlement; come to my terms, which are very 

“ust; settle the old demand in my way, and we 
“gwill be as good friends as ever.” Mr. Speaker, 
"what would be your conduct on such an occa- 
sion? Would you be apt to look as much at the 
nature of the propositions, as at the temper of the 
assailant? If you did not at once return blow 
for blow, and injury for injury, would you notat 
least take a little time to consider? Would you 
not tell such an assailant, that you were not to 
.be bullied nor beaten into any concession? If 

you settled at all, might you not consider it your 
duty in some way to make him feel the conse- 
quences of his strange intemperance of passion ? 
For myself, I have no question how a man of 
spirit ought to act under such circumstances. I 
have as little, how a great nation, like Great Brit- 
ain, will act. Now, I have no doubt, sir, that the 
American Cabinet view this subject in the same 
light. They understand well, that by the decla- 
ration of war, the invasion of Canada, the refusal 
of an armistice, and perseverance in hostilities, 

_after the principal ground of war had been re- 

moved, they have wrought the minds of the Brit- 
ish Cabinet and people toa very high state of 
irritation. Now is the very moment to get up 
some grand scheme of pacification; such as may 

ersuade the American people of the inveterate 
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animosity. I know little of them in private life, 
and that little never made me ambitious to know 
more. Ilook at them as publie men, wielding 
powers and putting in operation means andin- 
struments, materially affecting the interests and: 
prospects of the United States. : 

It isa curious fact, but no less true than curious, 
that for these twelve years past the whole affairs 
of this country have been managed, and its fortunes 
reversed, under the influence. of a Cabinet little 
less than despotic, composed, to all efficient pur- 
poses, of two Virginians and a foreigner. When I 
speak of these men as Virginians, I mean to cast no 
odium.upon that State, as though it were not en- 
titled to its full share of influence in the national 
councils ; nor when I refer to one of them as be- 
ing a foreigner, do I intend thereby to suggest any 
connexions of a nature unworthy or suspicious. T 
refer to these circumstances as general and un- 
doubted faets which belong to the characters of 
the Cabinet, and which cannot fail to be taken 
into view in all estimates of plans and projeets; 
so long as man is constituted as he is, and so long 
as the prejudices and principles of childhood never 
fail to influence in different degrees, in even the 
best men, the course of thinking and action of 
their riper years. l 

I might havesaid, perhaps with more strict pro- 
priety, thatit wasa Cabinet composed of three Vir- 
ginians anda foreigner; because once in the course 
of the twelve years there has been a change of 
one of the characters. But, sir, that change was 
notoriously matter of form rather than substance. 
As it respects the Cabinet, the principles contin- 
ued the same ; the interests the same ; the objects 


fore been destroyed ; when, I say, such schemes 
shall be abandoned, and the wishes of the Cabinet 
limited to mere'défence and frontier and mati- 
tiine protection, there will be.no need of calls to 
union. “For sueh objects there is not, there can- 
not bé, but on& heart and soul in this people. 

`: T know, Mr. Speaker, that while I utter these 
things a thousand “tongues and a thousand pens 
are preparing without doors to overwhelm me if 
possible by-their pestiferous gall. Already I hear 
in the air the sound of “ traitor,” “ British agent,” 
“British gold,” and all those changes of vulgar 
calumny; by which the imaginations of the mass 
of'men are-affected, and by which they are pre- 
vented’from listening to^wbat is true and receiv- 
ing what is reasonábe: : 

‘Mr. Speaker, it well becomes any man, stand- 
lag in the presence of such a nation as this, to. 
speak of himself seldom ; and such a man as I 
am, it becomes to speak of himself not at all; ex- 
cept indeed when the relations in which he stands 
to his country are little known, and when the as- 
sertion of those relations ‘has some connexion, 
and may liave some influence on interests which 
it is peculiarly incumbent upon him to support. 

Under this sanction, I say, it is not fora man 
whose ancestors have been planted in this coun- 
try now for almost two centuries; it is not for a 
man who hasa family, and friends, and character, 
and children, and a deep stake in the soil; it is 
not for a man whois self-conscious of being rooted 
in that soil, as deeply and as exclusively as the 
oak which shoots among its rocks; itis not for 
such à man to hesitate or.swerve a hair's breadth 
from his country’s purpose and true interests, be- i 
cause of the yelpings, the howlings, and snarlings | at which it aimed, the same. ; 
of that hungry pack'wliich corrupt men keep di-|  Isaid that this Cabinet had been during these 
rectly or indirectly in pay, with the view of hunt- twelve years little less than despotic. This fact 
ing down every man who dare develope their | also is notorious. During this whole period the 
purposes; a pack composed it is true of some na- | measures distinctly recommended bave been 
tive curs, but forthe most part of hounds and adopted by the two Houses of Congress, with as 
spaniels of very recent importation, whose backs | much uniformity and with as little modification, 
are seared by the lash, and whose necks are sore | too, as the measures of the British: Ministry have 
with the collars of théir former masters. In ful- | been adopted during the same period by the Brit- 
filling his duty, the lover of his country must often | ish Parliament. The connexion between Cabi- 
be obliged to breast the shock of calumny. If net Councils and Parliamentary acts is just as 
called to that service he will meet the exi ency | intimate in the one country as in the other. 
with the same firmness, as, should another occa-. Isaid that these three men constituted; to all 
sion call, he would breast the shock of battle. No, | efficient purposes, the whole Cabinet. This also 
sir, Lam not to be deterred by such apprehensions. | is notorious. It is true that daring this period 
May Heaven so deal with me and mine, as I am | other individuals have been called into the Cab- 
true or faithless to the best interests of this peo- inet, But they were all of them comparatively 
ple! May'it deal with me according to its just | minor men, such as had no great weight, either of 
judgments when Ifail to bring men and meas- personal talents or of personal influence, to sup- 
ures to the bar of public opinion, and to expose | port them. They were kept as instruments of 
projects and systems of policy which I realize to | the master spirits. And when they failed to an- 
be ruinous to the peace, prosperity, and liberties | swer the purpose, or became restive, they were 
of my country ! f . [sacrificed orprovided for. The shades were made 

This leads me, naturally, to the third and last | to play upon the eurtain. They entered. They 
point of view, at which [ proposed to consider bowed to the audience. They did what they 
this bill—as a means for the advancement of the | were bidden. They said what was set down for 
objects of the personal or local ambition of the| them. When those who pulled the wires saw 
members of the American Cabinet. With re-| fit, they passed away. No man knew why they 
spect to the members of that Cabinet, I may al- | entered. No man knew why they departed. No 
most literally say, I know nothing of them except | man could tell whence they came. No man asked 
as public men, Against them, I have no personal ! whither they were gone. 
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From this uniform composition of the Cabinet, 
it is obvious that tbe project of the master spirits 
was that of essential influence within. the Cabi- 
net. For,in such a country as ours, so extended, 
and its interests so complicated, it is impossible 
but those who would conduct its affairs wisely, 
and with a single eye to the publie good, should 
strive to call around themselves the highest and 
most independent talents in the nation, at least 
of their own political friends. When this is not 
the case, it must be apparent that the leading in- 
fluences want not associates, but instruments. 
The same principle applies to the distribution of 
office out of the Cabinet, as to filling places with- 
init. Some mistakes may be expectedto happen 
in selections among candidates for appointments 
ata distance; but if, at any time, a Cabinet shall 
be systematically guided in such selection by a 
regard not to merit or qualifications, but to elec- 
tioneering services; if the obvious design be to 
reward partisans and encourage defection to its 
party standard, then the people may rest assured 
that the project such Cabinet has in viewis not 
to serve the -public interest, but to secure their 
personal influence ; and that they want not com- 
petency for the employment, but subserviency in 
it. How this matter is, I shall not assert; not 
because I have not very distinct opinions upon 
the subject, but because the sphere of appoint- 
ment is too extensive to be comprehended in the 
grasp of a single individual ; and I mean to make 
no assertion concerning motive or conduct, of 
which there does not exist in my mind evidence 
as well complete as conclusive. I refer to this 
subject, therefore, only as a collateral and cor- 
roborative proof of the purposes of the Cabinet. 
Every man can decide for himself, in his own 
cirele or neighborhood, concerning the apparent 
principle upon which the Cabinet have proceeded 
in making appointments; remembering, always, 
the section of country against whose prosperity 
the policy of the Cabinet is most systematically 
levelled, will be that in which subserviency to all 
its purposes will be most studiously inculeated 
among its adherents; it will be in that quarter 
that the flames of party animosity will be enkin- 
dled with the most sedulous assiduity; as a 
means of making men forgetful of their true in- 
terests and obedient to their employers, in spite 
of their natural prejudices and inclinations. 

It is natural to inquire what are the projects 
connected with a Cabinet, thus composed, and 
to what ends itis advancing? To answer this 
question, it is necessary to look into the nature 
and relations of things. Here the true criterions 
of judgment are to be found. Professions are 
always plausible. Why, sir, Bonaparte himself 
is the very milk of human kindness; he is the 
greatest lover of his species in the world; he 
would not hurt a sparrow, if you would take his 
own account of the matter. What, then, do na- 
ture and the relations of things teach? They 
teach this, that the great hazard in a Government 
where the Chief Magistrate is elective, is from 
the local ambition of States and the personal am- 
bition of individuals. It is no reflection upon 


-any State to say that it is ambitious. According 


to their opportunities and temptations, all States 
are ambitious; this-quality is as much predica- 
ble, of States as of individuals. . Indeed, State 
ambition has its root in the,same passions of hu- 
man nature, and derives its strength from the 
same nutriment; as personal ambition. All his- 
tory shows that such passions always existamong 
States, combined in-Confederacies. To deny it, 
is to deceive ourselves ;-it has existed, it does ex- 
ist, and always must exist. In our political rela- 
tions, as in our personal, we then walk most safe- 
ly when we walk with reference to the actual 
existence of things; admit the weaknesses, and 
do not hide from ourselves the dangers to which 
our nature is exposed. Whatever is true, let us 
confess. Nations, as well as individuals, are only 
safe in proportion as they attain self-knowledge 
and regulate their conduct by it. ` 

What fact, upon this point, does our own expe- 
rience present? It presents this striking one— 
that, taking the years for which the, Presidential 
chair is already. filled, into the account, out of 
twenty-eight years.since our Constitution was 
established, the single State of Virginia has fur- 
nished the President for twenty-four years. And 
further, it is now as distinetly known, and famil- 
iarly talked about in this city and vicinity, who 
is the destined successor of the present President, 
after the expiration of his ensuing term, and 
known, too, that he is to be a Virginian, asit was 
known and familiarly talked about during the 
Presidency of Mr. Jefferson, that the present Pres- 
ident was to be his successor. And the former 
was, and the latter is, a subject of as much noto- 
riety, and, to human appearance, of as much. cer- 
tainty, too, as who will be the successor to the 
British Crown is a matter of notoriety in that 
country. To secure the succession, and keep it 
ia the destined line, has been, is, and will continue 
to be, the main object of the policy of these men. 
This is the point on which the projects of the 
Cabinet, for the three years past, have been 
brought to bear—that James the First should be 
made to continue four years longer. And this 
is the point on which the projects of the Cabinet 
will be brought to bear for the three years to 
come—that James the Second shall be made to 
succeed, according to the fundamental rescripts 
of the Monticellian dynasty. 

[Mr. Quincy was here again called to order. 
The Speaker said that, really, the. gentleman 
laid his premises so remote from his conclusions, 
that he could not see how his observations applied 
to the bill.] 

Mr. Quincy proceeded.—On the contrary, sir; 
I maintain that both my premises and conelu- 
sions are very proximate to each other, and inti- 
mately connected with the bill on the table, and 
with the welfare of this people. 

Is it not within the scope of just debate to show 
that the general policy of the Cabinet, and that 
also this particular project, have for their object 
the aggrandizement of the Cabinet themselves, 
or some member of it? If this be the object of 
the bill, is it not proper to be exhibited? The 
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topic may be of a nature high and critical, but 
no man can deny that it is both important and 
relévant. To secüré the power they at present 
possess, to perpetuate it.in their own hands, and 
to transfer it;to their selected favorites, is the 
great project of tlie policy of the members of our 
Cabinet." It would be easy to trace to this mas- 
ter passion the- declaration of war,at the time 
and under the circumstances in which it occurred. 
Antecedent tothe declaration of war, it was dis- 
tinetly stated, by individuals from that quarter of 
the, country; under the influence of which this 
War was adopted, that the support of the present 
President of thé United States by their quarter 
of the country depended upon the fact of the 
Cabinets coming up to the point of war with 
‘Great Britain. This state of things, and the 
‘knowledge of it by the members of the Cabinet, 
“was repeatedly urged in conversation by members 
of this and the other branch of the Legislature, 
to shake the credulity in a declaration of war 
‘which at that time existed in some of our minds. 
Without placing any reliance on the reports of 
that day, this I assert unequivocally. and without 
fear of contradiction, that such were the passions 
which existed in the Southern and. Western 
States, and. such the avowed determination .to 
“war, that, had not the Cabinet come up to that 
point, its influence in those quarters was at an 
end ; without their support, the re-election of the 
present Chief Magistrate. was hopeless. Now, 
sir, when continuance of power is put into the 
scale—as in this instance it was, unquestionably— 
-` it is not for human nature to deny that it had not 
a material influence in determining the balance. 
` For myself, I had never had but one opinion on 
this matter; I have never doubted that we should 
not have had war declared at the last session, if 
the Presidential election had not been pending. 
Just so with respect to the invasion of Canada. 
“It was, in. my judgment, a test required by the 
state of opinion in the Southern and. Western 
States of the sincerity of the Cabinet, and of its 
heartiness in the prosecution of this war. This 
accounts for the strange and headlong haste, and 
the want of sufficient preparation with which the 
invasion. was expedited; this accounts for the 
neglect to meet the proposition for an armistice, 
when made by the Governor of Canada, after a 
knowledge of the revocation of the Orders in 
Council; this accounts for the obtrusive attempts 
to gain a footing in Canada, and the obstinate 
perseverance in the show of invasion, until the 
members of ‘the Electoral Colleges had been def- 
initely selected. Since which event our armies 
have been quiet enough. When I see a direct 
dependence betweeü the perpetuation of power 
in any hand,and the adoption. of, and thé perse- 
verance in, any particular course of measures, I 
‘cannot refrain from believing that such a course 
has been suggested and regulated by so obvious 
and weighty an interest. This subject is capable 
of much greater elucidation; but, according to 
your suggestion, sir, I shall confine myself to trace 
the connexion of this master passion of the Cab- 
inet with the bill now under consideration. 


‘The projeets of the Cabinet, for the present 
year, are loans to the amount at least of twenty. 
millions; an army of fifty-five thousand men; a 
grand scheme of pacification, founded on some 
legislative acts or resolves, and a perpetuation of 
the war.- The loans are expected to be filled, 
partly from the popularity derived in the-com-. 
mercial cities, by the vote for building seventy- 
fours ; partly by opening offices for receiving sub- 
scriptions in the interior. Whatever is received 
will be diverted to the Army servicé. The grand 
scheme of pacification will be made to appear 
very fair, in terms, but in the state of irritation 
which has been produced in Great Britain by the 
continuance of the war, after the repeal of the 
Orders in Council, and by the pertinacious perse- 
verance in the threats and preparation to invade 
Canada, will, it is expected, be rejected by her. 
This, it is supposed; will give popularity to the 
war in this country. The forty dollars bounty, 
will, it is hoped, fill the ranks, The Army, for 
the conquest of Canada, will be raised. T'o be 
commanded, by whom? Thisis the critical ques- 
tion. The answer is in every man’s mouth. By 
a member of the American Cabinet; by one of 
the three; by one of. that “trio,” who, at this 
moment, constitute in ‘fact, and who efficiently 
have always constituted, the whole Cabinet. 
And the man who is thus intended for the com- 
mand of the greatest arny this New World ever 
contained—an army nearly twice as great as was 
at any time the regular army of our Revolution ; 
Isay the man who is intended for this great trust 
is the individual who is notoriously the selected 
candidate for the next Presidency. 

Mr. Speaker, when I assert that the present 
Secretary of State, who is now the acting Secre- 
tary at War, is destined, by a Cabinet of which he 
himself constitutes one-third, for the command of 
this Army, I know that I assert intentions to ex- 
ist, which have not yet developed themselves; by 
an official avowal. The truth is, the moment for 
an official avowal is not yet come. The Cabinet 
must work along by degrees, and only show their 
cards as they play them. The Army must first 
be authorized: ‘The bill for the new Major Gen- 
erals must be passed. ` Then, upon their plan, it 
will be found necessary to constitute a Lieuten- 
ant General. “And who so proper,” the Cabinet 
will exclaim, “as one of ourselves?” “And who 
so proper as one of the Cabinet ?” all its retain- 
ers will respond, from'one end of the Continent 
to the other. I would willingly have postponed 
any animadversion upon this intention of the 
Cabinet until it should have been avowed. But, 
then, it would have been too late. Then, the 
fifty-five thousand men would have been author- 
ized,and the necessity for a Lieutenant General 
inevitable. Sir, I know very well that this public 
animadversion may, possibly, stagger the Cabinet 
in its purpose. They may not like to proceed in 
the-design after the public eye has been directed 
distinctly upon it. And the existence of it will 
be denied, and its partisans will assert that this 


‘suggestion was mere surmise. Be it so. It is 


comparatively, of little importance what happens 
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to my person or character, provided this great evil 
ean be averted from my country. I consider the 
raising of such an army as this, and the putting 
it under the command of that individual, taking 
into view his{connexion with the present Cabinet, 
so ominous to the liberties of this country, that I 
am ‘not anxious what happens to me, if, by any 
Constitutional responsibility, I can prevent it. 

However, to the end that it may not be thought 
Ihave made this assertion lightly, I will briefly 
state the evidence upon which it is founded, and 
which, to my mind, has given perfect satisfaction 
of the intentions of the Cabinet. — : 

First. As long ago as last June, it was, to my 

knowledge, asserted by -individuals connected 
with the Administration, in this and the other 
branch of the Legislature, that it was the inten- 
tion of the American Cabinet to place the Secre- 
tary of State at the head of the Army. 
. Second. This intention was, early in the pres- 
ent session, distinctly avowed by members in this 
and the other branch of the Legislature, to be the 
intention of the Cabinet, And -these members 
were persons intimate with the Cabinet, and con- 
nected with them in politics, and of all men the 
most likely to know their intentions. This can 
be proved, if denied. But it will not be. I do 
not believe there is a man on this floor who is not 
acquainted with the fact as well as myself. 

Third. As soon as the session opened, the old 
Secretary of War was hunted down. 

Fourth. The burden of the whole Department 
of War is now transferred to the shoulders of the 
Secretary of State. This great and oppressive 
trust, which, at the last session, it was seriously 
urged, no single living wight could bear, but that 
it required three persons to support its pressure, 
is now cast solely upon this individual, who, it 
seems, is able to uphold the mighty mountain 
of that Department in one hand, while he bal- 
ances the Department of State in the other. 

Fifth. The Secretary of State has not merely 

entered into a still-life possession of the Depart- 
` mentof War. He is actively employed in ar- 
ranging its details, and putting it into a state of 
preparation. This work of drudgery, it can hard- 
ly be expected that any man would undertake, 
for the sake of an unknown successor, unless he 
had himself some prospect of interest in it. 

Sixth. The Secretary of State is no sooner in 
possession of the Department of War, than the 
plan of a great army, an efficient pecuniary boun- 
ty, and a brilliant campaign against Canada, is 
promulgated. Of all which, he is the known au- 
thor, having communicated to the Committee on 
Military Affairs the whole project, not only in 
general but in its details. Above all, that no 
doubt concerning the ultimate purpose may 
exist— 

Seventh. Immediately after the Seeretary of 
State enters upon the duties of Secretary of War, 
he puts to Adjutant-General Cushing this ques- 
tion: “How many Major Generals and Briga- 
diers are necessary for an army of thirty-five thou- 
sand men?” Now, as this question was pui by 
authority, and was intended to be communicated 


to. Congress, and was, in its nature, very ample, 
one would have supposed, that it would havé been 
enough, in all conscience, to have given toita 
direct answer. . Besides, it is not always thought 
proper for those who are in the. under grades of 
departments, when one question is proposed, to 
enter into the discussion of another. However, 
notwithstanding these obvious suggestions, one 
half of the whole reply of General Cushing is 
taken up in investigating, not the question which 
was.asked, but the question on which the honest 
Adjutant, in the simplicity of his soul, tells the 
Secretary: “You have nof required my opin- 
ion. The whole of this part of the letter runs 
thus: M : 

“In this country, we have never had a grade between the 
Commander-in-Chief and that of Major General ; hence, 
it was found necessary, in the ‘Continental army,’ to 
give to the senior Major General the command of the 
right wing, and to the next in rank that of the left ; 
which, from the limited number of general officers, of- 
ten left a division to a brigadier, a brigade to a colonel, 
and a regiment to a subordinate field officer; but, in 
Europe, this difficulty is obviated, by the appointment 
of general officers of higher grades. ] 

* From the best information I have been able to ob- 
tain on this subject, I have no hesitation in saying, 
that eight Major Generals and sixteen Brigadiers, to 
command the divisions and brigades of an army of 
thirty-five thousand men, is the lowest estimate which' 
the uniform practice of France, Russia, and England, 
will warrant; and that this is much below the propor- 
tion of officers of these grades actually employed in the 
army of the Revolution. i , 

* As you have not required my opinion, whether i 
be necessary to have a higher grade than that of Major 
General, I have not deemed it proper to touch this sub- 
ject; and have confined myself to the number of Major 
Generals and Brigadiers, deemed necessary to com- 
mand the divisions and brigades of an army of thirty- 
five thousand men. It may not, however, be improper 
to remark that, if it is intended to have no higher grade 
than that of Major General, their number should be 
increased to eleven; so as to give one for the chief 
command, one for each wing, and one for each division, 
of four thousand men." 


It is entertaining to see how much trouble the 
worthy Adjutant takes to impress upon the mind, 
that the Secretary of State “had not required his 
opinion," on the subject of a grade higher than 
that of a Major General. He even goes so far as 
to say, that he has “not deemed it proper to touch 
this subject.” 

Now, sir, E think he has touched the subject, 
and treated it pretty thoroughly, too.- For he has 
shown, not only that it is “difficult” to do with- 
out, but that it is more economical to have a 
grade higher than a Major General. And this, 
too, in an army of only thirty-five thousand men. 


"But when this bill passes, the army will consist 


of fifty-five thousand. The result is, then, inevi- 
table; you must have, in such ease, a grade high- 
er than a Major General ; in other words, a Lieu- 
tenant General. Such, it cannot he denied, is 
the intention of the Cabinet. As little can it be 
denied, that the Secretary of State, the acting 
Secretary of War, is the Cabinet candidate for 
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that office. So it has been distitietly avowed by 


the friends and confidants of that Cabinet. And, 


as such, I have no question, is known by every 
individualin this House. m i 

“Mr. Speaker, what an dstorishing and alarm- 
ing state of things is this!’ Thrée men, who effi- 
ciently have had thé command of this nation, for 
many years, have so managed its concerns as to 
reduce it from an unexampled height of prosper- 
ity to & state of great depression, not to say ruin. 
They have ánnihilated its commerce, and in- 
volved .it in war. And now the result of the 
whole matter is, that they are about to raise an 
ármy of fifiy-five thousand men, invest one of 
their'owu body with this most solemn command, 
and he the man who is the destined candidate for 
the President's chair! What a grasp at power 
is this! What is there in history equal to it! 
Can any man doubt what will be the result of 
this project? No man cau believe that the con- 
quest of Canada will be effected in one campaign. 
It cost the British six years to acquire.it, when it 
was far weaker than at present. It cannot be 
hoped that. we can acquire it under three or four 
years. And what, then, will be the situation of 
this army and our country ? Why, then, the 
army will be veteran; and the leader, a candi- 
date for the Presidency ! And whoever is a can- 
. didate for the Presidency, with an army of thirty 
thousand veterans at his heels, will not be likely 
to be troubled with rivals, or to concern himself 
about votes.: A President, elected under such 
auspices, may be nominally a President for years; 
but, really, if he pleases, a President for life. - 

Lknow that all this will seem wild and fantas- 
tical to very many, perbaps to all who hear me. 
To my mind, it is neither the one nor the other. 
History is full of events less probable, and effect- 
ed by armies far inferior to that which: is pro- 
posed to be raised. So far from deeming it mere 
fancy, that I consider it absolutely certain, if this 
army be once raised, organized, and enter upon a 
successful career of conquest. The result of such 
a power as this, intrüsted to a single individual 
in the present state of parties and passions in this 
country, no man can anticipate. There. is no 
othet means of absolute safety, but denying it 
altogether. 

I cannot forget, sir, that the sphere in which 
this great army is destined to operate, is in the 
neighborhood of that section of country where, 
itis probable, in case the present destructive 
measures be continued in operation, the most 
unanimous opposition will exist to a perpetuation 
of power in the present hand ; or to its transfer to 
its destined successor, I cannot forget that it 
has been distinctly avowed by a member on this 
floor; a gentleman from Virginia, too, (Mr. 
Cuay,) and one very likely to know the views of 
the Cabinet, that “one object of this army was 
to put down opposition.” 

Sir, the greatness of this project, and its con- 
sequences, overwhelm my mind. I know very 
well to what obloquy I expose myself by this de- 
velopment. - I know that it is always an unpar- 
donable sin to pull the veil from the party dei- 


law intended to be repealed? 


ties of the day ; and that it is of a; nature not to 
be forgiven, either by them or their worshippers. 
I have not willingly, nor without long reflection, 
taken upon myself this responsibility. Butit has 
been"forced upon me by an imperious sense of 
duty. If the people of the Northern and Eastern 
States are destined to be hewers of wood ahd 
drawers of water, to men who know. nothing 
about their interests,and care nothing about them, 
Tam clear of the great-transgression. If, in com- 
mon with their countrymen, my children are dés- 
tined to be slaves, and to yoke in with negroes, 
chained to the car of a Southern master, they, at 


least, shall have this sweet consciousness as the 


consolation of their condition, they shall be able 
to say: * Our father was guiltless of these chains.” _. 
Mr. Ruea said, he would vote for the bill, be- 
lieving the provisions thereof not only right, but 
necessary. . The object is to raise an. additional 
regular force for one year, and to repeal the Jaw 
respecting volunteers; and, if conjecture may be 
indulged, the force contemplated by this bill will 
be less expensive than that contemplated by the 


This bill is opposed on. the ground that the 
force contemplated by it (and the gentleman who 
has finished: his explanation of his opinions ap- 
pears to entertain that notion) is inadequate to 
the purpose intended by it. Are the purposes 
known for which it is intended? Will that be 
expressly said? will the gentleman who. last 
spoke on the subject say it? He says he will 
vote against the passage of the bill, because he 
deems it inadequate to the. purpose intended; 
then, it is presumed, he has plunged into futurity 
and acquired a complete knowledge of future 
events; if he has not acquired that knowledge, 
his vote against the bill will be without the rea- 
son for which he says he will vote, and so far as 
relates to that particular reason, that vote will be 
unsupported. To convince a gentleman who 
voted against the war, believing it wrong, that 
now it is right, is nearly, if not altogether impos- 
sible, and a vote, in such case, for a measure in 
support of the war is not to be expected, for it is 
presumed a course taken will not be abandoned. 
By what calculation is that knowledge obtained 
which takes for granted that the force intended 
by the bill is designed to conquer Canada? Is 
this knowledge derived from a calculation of the 
number of regiments and troops already existing 
by law? Any calculation of that kind will fail 
in the conclusion. But, it seems, that the honor 
of the country forbids a strict inquiry into the 
number of troops now existing on the Military 
Establishment. | Well, so far, then, the honor of 
the country is safe; but will the honor of the 
country be supported by a negative vote? A 
term of enlistment for twelve months is said to 
be too short a period for service; a term of five 
years heretofore probably was too long ; any mid- 
dle term might also be objected to. Why? Only 
because the war was deemed improper; and, of 
course, every measure to support the war is also 
deemed improper. The war is against Great 
Britain, by reason of the many aggressions and 
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usurpations which that. Power, for a series. of 
years, has been in the perpetration of against the 
persons, property, and sovereignty, of the United 
States. If the war be, as it is said to be, wrong 
and improper, what is that course of conduct 
which would have been right for the United 
States to have pursued? Would submission to 
the will of Great Britain have been right?. War 
or submission were the only alternatives, and a 
vote for the war was.a vote against submission. 
The unprofitable business of negotiation need 
not be taken into view to manifest the anxiety of 
the United States to maintain peace. These mo- 
tives are known to the sovereign people of this 
nation ;:they are known to the people of the Brit- 
ish Empire, who may have dispassionately exam- 
ined the- volumes of that chaotic negotiation; 
chaotic by reason of the many windings of the 
British Government, which ended in nothing. 

The United States drank the very dregs of the 
cup of disappointment arising from negotiation. 
War then remained to be adopted in place of 
fruitless negotiation; but that war, it seems, is 
improper, and so is every measure to support the 
war. If the bill declaring war had been nega- 
tived by a vote of this House, what would have 
been the consequence? Great Britain had, to 
negotiation, refused justice. The consequences 
need not be mentioned; they will present them- 
selves to the impartial inquirer. If, after war 
was declared, every measure to support that war 
had been refused and withheld, similar or worse 
consequences would have followed ; but an una- 
nimity in few cases is to be expected, much less 
in a case so important as a declaration of war, or 
of measures to carry it on. 

But it has been said, and truly, too, that in the 
commencement of the war, the United States 
have suffered disasters; two cases of that descrip- 
tion have occurred, one at Detroit, the other at 
Queenstown. At Detroit, an army composed of 
brave, determined, and warlike men, were, for 
some reason or other, surrendered without resist- 
ance tothe enemy. This case may be passed 
over without comment, until a development of it 
in a proper manner be made; but this much is 
noticed, that detached parties of that army were 
led in battle against parties of the enemy, were 
victorious, and, on every trial, proved themselves 
the brave defenders of the rights of their coun- 
try. In relation to the disaster at Queenstown, 
little need now be said, because the respectable 
and gallant officer who commanded at that ‘bat- 
tle, has, in his published statement, very fully ac- 
counted for it, and manifested the cause thereof; 
but where did ever troops fight and contend 
against an enemy with more virtue and unremit- 
ting eourage than the troops of the United States 
did who fought that battle? and although they 
were ultimately overpowered by numbers great- 
ly superior, they nevertheless proved themselves 
the worthy defenders of the rights of their coun- 
try, and have aequired for themselves a name of 
renown, which will be remembered as long as 
the heights of Queenstown shall remain. The 
gallant, brave men, there engaged with the ene- 


my, gave a specimen of what American citizen- 
.soldiers can do, and if a few hundred more men, 
such .as ‘they were, had been with them, the 
heights of Queenstown would have witnessed 
the ruin of the defeated and captured enemy. 
Let us not talk about these disasters now; suffi- 
cient about them has been said. Every Ameri- 
can. heart felt chagrin because of the surrender 
of the.army at Detroit, and in the heart of every 
American is erected a monument in remembrance 
of the heroes who fell in defence of American 
rights at the battle of Queenstown. These two 
cases have been noticed by the highest officer in 
this nation, in a manner the most magnanimous 
and expressive of his confidence in the exertions 
and success of this nation. Let the Legislature 
of this Union provide, so that similar cases in 
future may be prevented. E 
. Mr. R. here gave way for an adjournment. 


Wepnespay, January 6. 

Mr. Bonn presented a petition of the Legisla- 
ture of the Illinois Territory, praying that four 
companies of mounted rangers may be raised for 
the protection of their Territory against the hos- 
tile Indians.— Referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

Mr. McKim, from the committee to whom was 
referred the petition of sundry citizens of Balti- 
more, praying the removal of the Loan Office to 
Baltimore, made a detailed report thereon, and 
asked for leave to report by bill. After some ob- 
jections by Mr. GoLpssoRouan, and replies thereto 
by Mr. McKim and Mr. AncnzR, leave was given, 
anda bill reported, “to remove the office of Com- 
missioner of Loans, for the State of Maryland, 
to Baltimore ;? which was read twice, and com- 
mitted. : 

ADDITIONAL MILITARY FORCE. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
order of the day, being the bill for raising an ad- 
dional military force of 20,000 men for one year. 

Mr. Raes said, in examining the merits of 
this bill an extensive range is taken in opposition 
to it; the bill itself sometimes is obscured by re- 
citations of matter of negotiation heretofore talk- 
ed. about, and, without effect, endeavored by the 
United States. Considerable labor and argu- 
mentation has been undergone to show that in 
business of negotiation England was always 
right, and continually willing to do right to the 
United States, and that the United States some 
how or other were alwaysso unfortunate as to 
be doing something precedent, which hindered 
them from obtaining and enjoying the many 
good things which England has to bestow and 
freely give to those who will by due respect and 
proper submisssion merit them. Everything re- 
lative to that long and unprofitable negotiation 
might as well be omitted and left to rest in ob- 
livion, at least in this House; and more espe- 
cially because the documents containing all the 
unsuccessful business have been spread before 
the American people, and the thing itself has 
been worn threadbare long ago. 
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The causesand reasons which induced the war 
are also discussed with great care and attention, 
and elaborate argument used ‘to show that the 
United States had no first cause of war against 

, England, and that if the United States had any 
cause of waragainst England, England was will- 
ing to take it away ; and if was not taken away, 
it was owing to the unfriendly conduct of the 
United. States, Such is the substance of argu- 
ments introduced on this occasion to show this 
bill ought not to be a law.. The causes and rea- 
sons indueing the war are known to the people 
of this nation. They have formed their opinion 
thereon, and, therefore, less may be said. There 
is however, a cause of the war, and of the con- 
tinuance of it, which in proper time will be ad- 
verted to. 

In opposing the bill under. consideration, the 
aggressions and usurpations of England against 
the United States are not brought into view with 
perceivable distinction generally, and, where they 
are, England fighting for existence is excusable ; 
being forced to do what she does in retaliation 
against France her enemy. It might, however, 
be as well to let the conduct of England appear 
in its true colors towards the United States; in 
the colors in which it is—colors, which no brush 
can wipe off, and which are of so peculiar a na- 

. ture, and so agreeable to their subject, that to var- 

nish them over or discolor them is impossible ; 
colors, durable as time itself, not composed of 
the perishable ingredients of colors used by great 
painters of past ages. Seeing the causes of the 
war are noticed, let the plain facts show them- 
selves, and they will appear to be, that England 
has for several years past, to enrich and aggran- 
dize herself and to humble the United States, car- 
ried on war in disguise against them. In carrying 
on that war in disguise, she unjustly took the pro- 
perty of our citizens, impressed the seamen, and 
violated in many instances the sovereignty of 
the United States.. The impartial history of the 
times will manifest that she perpetrated these 


aggressions and usurpations, that. the United. 


States did everything a nation ought to do to 
preserve peace—but England would not suffer 
it to be sò The United States, in defence and 
vindication of their rights, appealed to arms and 
declared war, after all hope of indemnity for 
the past and security for the future injuries, by 
negotiation, had ceased. Notwithstanding all 
this, attempts are made to show that the war on 
the part of the United States is unjust, that the 
declaration of war was an act of folly and mad- 
ness, and that being unjust it cannot be attended 
with success, and the war is said to be foreign 
and offensive. i : 

The United States for several years endeavored 
to defend and vindicate their rights against the 
aggressions and usurpations of England, by nego- 
tiation, in the most friendly manner, but without 
effect; they then with the same object in view, 
that is,to defend and vindicate their rights against 
the aggressions and usurpations of England, de- 
elared war, and for that reason they who were 
and are for war, named ita defensive war. They 


who are opposed to the war may name it an.of- 
fensive and: foreign war, because it may be for- 
eign to their desires and offensive to their dispo- 


-sitlons, and so England may name it foreign and 


offensive, because foreign to herdesires; she would 
rather have carried on war in disguise against 
the United States, and in that manner have sub- 
jected their rights, they remaining passive and 
unwilling even to be kicked intoa war! The 
war is offensive to her, because the United States 
would. not continue a submission to her mon- 
strous aggressions and usurpations. In this sense, 
and uo other, ean the war be said to be foreign 
and offensive. 

The object of just war is to compel the ag- 
gressor to.do justice; and to attain that end he 
may be attacked by land and sea, and the injured 
nation has a right to choose the place of attack ; 
either by land or sea, or both. It is not for the 
aggressing nation in such war to direct the in- 
jured nation where to attack; that would be to 
reverse the very design of the war. ‘In this war 
the United States are advised to attack England 
on the ocean; and at the same time they are told 
that England is invulneráble on the ocean ; that 
her thousand ships of war rule and give her the 
dominion of the ocean. England then being in- 
vulnerable on the ocean, to persuade to attack 
her on the ocean.is what she, it is presumed, 
would, if she could, persuade the United States to 
do. For the United States to attack Great Britain 
on,the ocean, to compel hér, as the only mode 
to do justice to them, would bea strange scheme, 
apparently irreconcilable to common sense and 
common prudence. But it may be observed, with 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, that there is 
an audacity which sometimes stands men instead 
both of genius and strength ; and most assuredly, 
he is most likely to perform that which no man 
ever did before, and will never be likely to do 
again, who has the boldness to undertake that, 
which no man ever thought of attempting in 
time past, and no man will ever think of attempt- 
ing in time future, I would not, however, sir, 
be understood as intimating that England cannot. 
be conquered on the ocean, for nations rise and 
fall like trees in the woods. 

__A nation not sufficiently strong to attack the 
usurper of its rights ou the ocean, is justifiable 
in carrying the war into his territories and do- 
minions, and the occupation of its territories by 
the injured nation will not bea reason to denom- 
inate the war an offensive war, for, even by the 
common law of England, (which will not be dis- 
puted,) he who commits the first act of aggres- 
sion is answerable for all the consequences. In 
this debate, relative to the war, that maxim of 
England appears to be forgotten, and no wonder 
that maxim is forgotten, for all the injuries per- 
petrated against the United States, by her, ap- 
pear to be forgotten. And that is strange, for, 
owing to something wrong in human nature, in- 
juries are better and longer remembered than 
benefits; and what may seem to be stranger than 
that, is, that by reason of some other strange 
thing in human nature, both injuries and bene- 
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fits are forgotten in the contemplation of sup- 
posed splendor and beauty shining in the face of 
a beloved object. ` - 

But it is objected that for the United States to 
occupy by their armies the territories of England 
in North America, is contrary to the laws of reli- 
gion and morality. Certainly they who make 
the objection will in this case take and act agree- 
ably to examples given by England, who can do 
no wrong. For instance, Scotland and Ireland 
were ancient kingdoms—some old books intimate, 
more ancient than England; and Eugland over- 
came with her armies, and conquered both, with 
immense slaughter of mankind, and finally incor- 
porated them with herself in one empire; and 
certainly England would do nothing contrary to 
the. laws of religion or morality. But it is con- 
trary to the laws of morality. By the common 
law of England, an assault will justify a battery ; 
and certainly the common law of England, being 
the perfection of reason, is the perfection of mo- 
rality. England has assaulted, nay, grievously 
battered the United States many, many times, 
more than three times. In this case, then, the 
example and law of England prove that to occupy 
the territories of usurping England is not contrary 
to morality nor to religion. Will the objector 
say, that he who suffers his household to be de- 
stroyed by an enemy, and will not provide for 
its safety, acts pursuant to religion? Besides, 
morality and religion both sanction self-preser- 
vation. 

War may justifiably be carried: on against an 
usurper, where he is vulnerable. Admit Eng- 
Jand is invulnerable on the ocean, but is vulner- 
able on land, and the United States are not able 
to fight her on the ocean, and are prohibited by 
the laws of morality and religion to attack her 
on her territory ; they then may submit to all her 
aggressions patiently, like good religionists and 
moralists, and console themselves with inability 
in the one case, and religion and morality on the 
other. According to this doctrine, an army of 
Indians, allies of England, may come from be- 
yond the limits of the United States, and murder 
hundreds of men, women, and children; and the 
United States are prohibited by religion and mo- 
rality beyond their own limits to pursue the 
savage murderers. Away with all such impure 
and spurious doctrines. Let them be banished 
to the shades where dwell non-resistance and 
passive obedience. 

Prejudice against England cannot with pro- 
priety be imputed to the United States. They 
patiently waited several years for the returning 
friendship of England; but friendship returned 
not; for their patience they received contumely, 
and more abuse; and were even told they could 
not be kicked into a war. The friendly disposi- 
tion which dictated that saying, cannot be attri- 
buted to prejudice against England. The ar- 
rangement made with Mr. Erskine, and the 
whole conduet of the United States disprove the 
pretended idea of prejudice against England. 
That notion, and the notion of French influence, 
are of the same origin—mere creatures of the 


imagination and destructive of each other in the 
tumults of faney. 

It has been urged, that if the Orders in Coun- 
cil and blockade system were repealed Ly Eng- 
land, and if that had been known previous to the 
declaration of war, that declaration would not 
have been made. Admit that to be so, for the ar- 
gument sake—that cannot have any force against 
the war. England had time sufficient to repeal 
them, if she had been so disposed, previous to the 
declaration of war; but she did not repeal them 
previous thereto. But, if she has repealed them, 
they were repealed in consequence of the oppres- 
sion by them imposed on her own subjects, and 
not in consequence of an intention to do justice 
to the United States; for a repeal of them, in- 
tending justice to the United States, would have 
been a long time before it was made; and not 
limited and conditional, as it was, but absolute as 
respected the United States. In justice, the 
United States, being a neutral nation, were enti- 
tled to a complete exemption from the operation 
of all the maritime and commercial edicts, which 
they remonstrated against, and endeavored to ob- 
tain an exemption frorn, since the time of their 
commencement, notwithstanding the allegations 
of England, that she was compelled to adopt them 
in retaliation against her enemy. She and her 
enemy might have issued edicts against each 
other to infinity ; the United States, in justice, 
ought not to have been made the subject of their 
operation, and more so as they had given no 
cause for their existence. 

In this ease it has been attempted to be as- 
sumed that, the Orders in Council being repealed, 
the cause of the war has ceased, and, therefore, 
the war ought to cease. This assumption as- 
sumes that the Orders in Council were the only 
cause of the war. What, then, and is the im- 
pressment and enslaving of more than six thou- 
sand American seamen no cause of war? But 
for the present, let the Orders in Council be taken 
as the cause of war, the conclusion will not fol- 
low. The Orders in Council existed at the time 
war was declared. Let the order pretending to 
be a repeal of the Orders in Council be atten- 
tively observed, through a pure perspective of 
American manufacture, that order will be dis- 
covered to be only a time-serving and make-be- 
lieve pretension of what it is not. It is not 
what it pretends to be; for it is loaded with re- 
strietions, limitations, and reserves. Too long 
has the American nation been amused with 
promises and pretences of friendship from a 
source where enmity appears rooted. Let Eng- 
land do justice, mere justice, and nothing more, 
and she may, when she pleases, put an end to the 
war. But no; such is not her will, for offers of 
impartial accommodation, ever since the declar- 
ation of war, were made to her, and she has re- 
jected them; the documents manifesting the 
same are spread before the American people. 
War, on the part of England performs the opera- 
tion of the Orders in Council, and more, and by 
a treaty only can be terminated. Let England, 
by acts of justice, show that she is willing to end 
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the war and be at peace; let her restore the 
American seamen she has impressed, and indem- 
nify for all the spoliations she hascommitted, and 
for all the violations of the sovereignty of this 
nation, and she will find the United States cor- 
dially disposed to meet her on terms of mutual 
justice, and at the return of peace, said Mr. R., 
no'one will be more gratified than I will be. 

_A gentleman from Massachusetts has amused 
himself with a-long talk about this bill—some- 
times to him it is mere smoke and phantom, at 
other times it appears arrayed in theterrifie form 
ofa Gorgon. That gentleman has had his fancy 
‘on. the torture to discover what the design of the 
bill is—sometimes it is to invade Canada, then 
it is an, electioneering trick. Alas, for truth, 
when buried in the bewildering of imagination ! 


And. yet the gentleman would induce a belief powerful notion it is! 


that he knows many things about it, for he talks 
profusely about something he calls a Cabinet, 
which, according to his talk, must know every- 
thing. A cabinet! And pray, sir, what is a 
cabinet? A man far off in the woods would 
suppose that word meant some sort of house, be- 
ing a derivative from the word cabin, a name 
given toa house wherein a first settler of waste 
lands resides ; so, then, there are the words cabin, 
cabinet, and cabinet-maker. Either of the terms 
may bé taken, and the meaning given to convey 
an inapplicable idea for the purpose of under- 
standing thé minimums of fancy. A cabinet 
(small chest)—in England the word may mean 
king and. privy council—in America, under the 
Constitution of the United States, the word has 
no meaning applicable to any department of the 
Government. Ah! but it is delicious to follow 
anything carrying the fume of Old England. The 
application of a little plain common sense will 
discover, without trouble. what the design of the 
billis: For instance, the United States are at war 
in defence of their rights against the usurpations 
of England ;.war is to be carried on with forces; 
the bill contemplates the raising of forees—and 
the forces when raised are to act in maintenance 
of the rights of this nation, and where a direction 
shall be given; and anybody who knows the 
United States are at war may know all that with- 
out the aid of a sorites, The gentleman is op- 
posed to the war, and of course a politician to 
whom the war is offensive, that is, he is opposed 
ta the invasion of Canada—but Canada is a pro- 
vince of England, and near the United States, 
and a force of England is there, and the celebra- 
ted Henry, of British-Emissary-memory, came 
from there; and all this the gentleman knows, 
and much more, and, therefore, let him be ex- 
cused for his opposition to an attack on Canada, 
for that is war against. England, and England 
has done no injury to the United States. 

In this debate itis urged, it is eruel and inhu- 
man to invade the people of Canada ; subsisting 
relations are stated between the people of the 
United States and the people of Canada. Rela- 
tions doubtless exist; but the people of Canada 
are the subjects of England; but, passing that 
over, it ought to be known that no invasion will 

12th Cox. 2d Szss.—19 


be made on the people of Canada, considered only 
as the people of Canada. All the round-about 
talk on that subject is inapplicable; unless they’ 
can make it appear that they are independent of 
England; in that case the United States will 


never invade them; they may if they will be so, 


but that they are not. In Canada are. strong 
fortifieations and regular iroops of England, keep- 
ing the people of Canada mindful of their sub- 
jection. The safety of. the United States may 
require the removal of the same regular troops 
from Canada—in that removal the people of 
Canada can lay neutral and no one will injure 
them. ‘Bat the talk will not have all the praise 
expected without being puffed with terms ex- 
pressing the cruelty of an invasion of Canada. 
This notion of the invasion of Canada, what a 
We are told that the suc- 
cess of the English Ministry at the late elections, 
was owing tothis notion of the invasion of Canada; 
the English Ministry then ought to be grateful to 
those who propagated that notion, for as it has 
already, so it may with other means in the power 
of that Ministry, help them out at some other 
dead lift, and it follows that an opposition to that 
notion may incur the direful wrath of that Minis- 
try, and what a dreadful thing that will be! 

In this debate, about a bill to raise an addi- 
tional number of regiments of infantry, the won- 
derful man, Napoleon, is dragged in to help—he 
is introduced, clothed in terrors, to defeat this 
bill; this bill, so unnecessary, so good for nothing, 
Fears are entertained lest the same terrific Na- 
poleon, after. haviug destroyed all other nations, 
shall take in his head to destroy the United States 
also; this is strange indeed, the fears entertained 
ought to operate in favor of the bill, and so one 
would think. But it seems the order of nature 
is reversed in these times of wonder, and what is 
most feared is not to be provided against. But 
why shall the terrible Napoleon be now an object 
of fear? Do not all'the late accounts from Great 
Britain (and certainly nothing but truth can come 
from the fast-anchored Island!) go to show that 
the terrible. Napoleon. is, with all his armies, 
blocked up in the desolation of Moscow, and can- 
not escape? Away, then, with all idle fears of 
the terrible Napoleon-this is. not the time to 
play off boyish buggaboo tricks. . But it is inti- 
mated that the mighty Napoleon has destroyed 
all public law; well, then, he must have had, or 
has in his hands, the sovereignty of the ocean as 
well as of the dry land—and England on the 
ocean is subject to him. He who may will be- 
lieve that; as soon will Great Britain be believed 
to be now swallowed down and engulphed in the 
ocean. How, when, where, and by whom was 
that thing, named public law, made and con- 
cluded? When and where did the nations con- 
vene and make it? When and where was it 
universally acted on? For, being a public law, 
it must have been publicly, that is, universally in 
force, obligatory and acted on; like the phantom 
named balance of power, the thing named public 
law has been a ladder used by ambition to mount 
the summit of despotism. England cried out 
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balance of power, public law, and endeavored’ to 
justify all her maritime usurpations by it, until 
‘she ‘mounted up to the/dominion.of the ocean; 
and now she says she has a right to that dominion, 
and of right will hold it, because her navy sweeps 
the ocean in all directions, and by the power of 
her navy she will hold it, and no doubt she will so 


Jong as she is able. In this, England has done no- 


' more than every other nation who acquired mari- 
time ascendency has done; that is, bottomed 
every maritime usurpation on that thing named 
public law, until the ascendency was acquired, and 
then set public lawat defiance, declaring that mari- 
time power carried with it the right to prescribe 
maritime law. On that despotic principle each of 

- them acted, until the injured surrounding nations 
put down the ascendency. That usurpation, al- 
though in execution it has for a time suspended 
the rights of nations, bottomed on natural law 
and universal justice, has not obliterated those 
natural and inalienable rights. They being per- 
petual in existence, although overpowered for a 
time, continually operate, until at length they 
burst forth with irresistible energy and bury the 

` usurper in an everlasting grave, under the ruins 
of his own magnificence. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts, in the 
fruitfulness of his imagination, has discovered 
` another object of this bill; that is, that this bill, 
and even the war itself, is an electioneering trick, 

‘to have a Lieutenant General of the Armies ap- 
pass who, by a future election, may become 

resident of the United States; and that the 
State of Virginia is at the bottom of all this, be- 
cause a citizen of that State must be the Lieuten- 
ant General; that, in twenty-eight years, the Presi- 
deney of the United States will have been ad- 
ministered twenty-four years by a Virginian, and 
intimating, that, not content with that, Virginia 
is looking forward toan election four years hence. 
This is a heavy charge against you, Virginia ; and 
for this, the gentleman, in his big anger, has 
charged you with ambition, and a majority of 
the other States are covertly charged with abet- 
ting you in your ambition, as if they were in- 
fluenced by you, or were not fit to judge for them- 
selves; and all this by a gentleman from Boston. 
The gentleman will not remember past times; 
he will not recollect when, at the commence- 
ment of the Revolutionary war, Boston was filled 
with a devouring and cruel enemy, and the good 
people thereof in wretched misery; that then, 
when paleness of face prevailed in Boston, Vir- 
ginia rose with magnanimity, greatness, and ma- 
Jesty ; sent her beloved Washington, and her 
armed bands of citizens, and her rich provisions, 
to deliver and save the good people of Boston 
from their merciless enemies and from famine. 
The gentleman will not remember this, for great 
men sometimes forget their friends. Many good 
men, however, yet alive in Boston, remember it, 
and with gratitude. This, however, is not in- 
tended to intimate that a President of the United 
States ought always to he elected from Virginia, 
but only to show that the gentleman would do 
as well to be in good humor towards Virginia, 


But the gentleman, it seems, has discovered that 
this bill, and even the war itself, is an electioneer- 
ing scheme to make a citizen of Virginia Presi- 
dent of the United States. Well, this is truly 
a wonderful discovery; completely novel, and of 
the gentleman’s own invention; and as it may be 
of great use in the political world, the gentleman 
is entitled to all the benefits and emoluments-of 
a first discovery; to obtain which adequate pro- 
vision is made by law, so soon, as a model is 
lodged in the proper office. 

Some observations were made by the gentle- 
man relating to drawing-rooms. Such foul and 
undeserved aspersions have one only answer— 
* Let him who ts filthy be filthy still.” 

A charge is made against this bill, that it will 
be injurious to the militia. -That is impossible. 
An evident object of it is to preserve the militia 
within the limits of their respective States and 
Territories, as far as is consistent with safety to 
the Union, to the intent that the militia may be 
less frequently taken off from their. rural and 
other occupations; and that, to the militia, is of 
the utmost importance; and it is well known 
how careful the Governors of some States are of 
the militia. But a certain operation which this 
bill will have, is completely kept out of view; 
that operation is, it may be presumed, what has 
thrown the gentleman so much off his guard. ` 
The operation alluded to is simply this: this bill, 
if it becomes a law, will give a force to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, which will not be con- 
trolled by any novel constructions of the Consti- 
tution of the United States, and, in its operation, 
will greatly aid the President of.the United 
States to carry on a just war against the usurpa- 
tions of England, in defence of the sacred rights 
of the nation; this is the great stumbling block. 
All that that gentleman has said in this debate— 
taking into view his poetry also, which is an in- 
imitable example of the true bathos—is reducible 
to a few points, namely, invective against those 
who administer the affairs of this nation ; second, 
an attempt to persuade, not to invade Canada; 
third, an attempt, in a guarded but solicitous man- 
ner, to show the weakness of the physieal and 
pecuniary resources of the United States to earry 

! on the war; and fourth, a self-pleasing display of 

the greatness of the power and resources of Eng- 
land, and justification of England in her conduct 
against the United States, accompanied through- 
out the whole with modest intimations of the 
certainty of his knowledge, in relation to things 
by him declared to be true, on his own conscience, 
in a course of eight-years, in which he intimates 
himself to have been an attentive observer of 
things and persons, 

He has observed, and properly too, that “ the 
strength of satire is the justness of the remark, 
and the only sting of invective is the truth of the 
observation.” Let the impartial and unprejudiced 
read, contemplate, and understand the history of 
all the transactions on the part of the United 
States towards England, and on the part of Eng- 
land towards the United States; and, also, all the 
mass of invective which that gentleman has, in 
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the course of his debates, and for nearly. eight 
years, been endeavoring to throw on tliose who 
have administered the-affairs of this nation ; and 
then apply the test given by himself, and it will 
appear that he has been in the habit, not only in 
this debate, but at other times, of pronouncing 
invective against himself; and, for a plain rea- 
son, his invective in relation to those who admin- 
Aster, the affairs of this nation, is without. the 
sting necessary to make it invective; and where 
there is no invective there is no satire. 

So much.of what he has observed in opposi- 
tion to an invasion of Canada, has been already 
noticed. So much as respects the inability of the 
United. States to carry on the war by invading 
Canada, or otherwise, will recoil, on application 
of the rule, if designed as invective against this 
nation. And so much thereof as goes to display 
Uhe power and resources of England, and the 
‘statements in relation to the conduct of England 
towards the United States, will, for the present, 
be left to.be explained by the gentleman himself 
at another time. 

. The gentleman has stated that his ancestors 
. have been planted in this country for near two 
centuries. And what, will that prove? Only 
that his ancestors, for so much of that period as 
was previous to the declaration of independence, 
-were subjects of England, as were all others who 
were in existence in the then colonies of Eng- 
land at the time of that declaration. That cir- 
` cumstance will not sanction the abuse of those 
“who administer the affairs of this nation. The 
gentleman intimates that’ he has character and 
friends, and a deep stake in the soil. And is he 
the only one standing in that predicament? Have 
not they who administer the affairs of this nation 
characters, families, and friends, and deep stakes 
in the soil, also? Are not they, and every one 
who.is engaged in resisting the aggressions and 
usurpations of England, as deeply interested in 
the safety and welfare of the Republic, as that 
gentleman who once thought the United States 
could not be kicked into a war. Patriotism and 
love of country does not depend on a long aaces- 
tral residence in that country, nor in a deep stake 
in the soil. Several men, whose aucestors had 
for many years been settled in the country pre- 
vious to the declaration of independence of the 
United. States, did not remain in the United 
Sitates, but chose to continue subjects of England. 
At that period every man had a right to elect 
whether he would continue a subject of England 
and retire, or remain and help to resist the then 
usurpations of England, and the establishment of 
that declaration of independence. The conten- 
tions and discord of the Jews, shut up in the city 
of Jerusalem, by the Roman legions under Titus 
Vespasiau, were a cause of the delivery of that 
great city into the hands of Titus, and the de- 
struction of it and the Jewish nation; and these 
very Jews were the offspring of a long line of 
ancestry, who had been for many centuries in pos- 
session of that city and Judea, and rooted in that 
soil as deeply and exclusively as the oak or lofty 
cedar that rooted itself among the rocks of Leba- 


non,and even as deeply as the gentleman him- 
self in the soil of Massachusetts. “This case is 
only noticed to show that a long line of ancestry. 
is not the exclusive cause of patriotism, without 
believing that the opposition of the gentleman to 
the bill under consideration, although it may and 
probably will be a cause of prolonging the war, 
will have any effect whatever towards subjecting 
the United States to the usurpations of England. 
,As has been observed, England commenced, at 
an early périod of the United Statés, her opera- 
tion of war in disguise against them; and in that 
England was resisted by negotiation under the 
Administration of President WasuineTon, the 
father and friend of his country, and by every 
succeeding President of the United States, and 
that is the highest authority to have continued 
resistance, not only by negotiation, but by war 
itself, until the object is obtained. To that war 
in disguise, the embargo and non-intercourse laws 
were opposed, under expectation that thereby 
England might be induced to stop her war in dis- 
guise, and do justice to the United States. .The 
embargo and non-intercourse laws were resisted, 
and failed in effect, and, by that resistance, Eng- 
land was encouraged to progress in her war in 
disguise, and that war at last produced a declara- 
tion of war against England; that declaration of 
war was opposed, and so also has every measure 
to carry on the war. And there is every reason 
to believe that that opposition, in its several pe- 
riods, has had considerable influence on England 
to continue her war in disguise, and will operate 
on her to continue the war, nothwithstanding the 
efforts cf those who, by every means, without 
war, endeavored to obtain justice from England 
in an amicable manner, and who now, by war, 
are endeavoring to obtain that object. . 
Mr. Wipnegsry.—Mr. Speaker: I understand 
the question before the House to be on the bill 
for raising twenty thousand troops, in addition to 
those already raised. To this bill the objections 
are, that it is an unjustifiable war; that there was 
no need of war; that England has always been 
ready to do us justice, and to give us peace on 
honorable terms; that her Orders in Council 
which were the great cause of war, were revoked; 
that England wants none but her own seamen, 
and that she was willing to negotiate about the 
seamen when ready, but that she. was not quite 
ready ; that the Cabinet was made up of two Vir- 
ginians and a foreigner; that the war was declared 
with a view to secure the election of James the 
F'irst; that it was intended to give James the Sec- 
ond the command of the army, in order to secure 
his election as our next President; that it would 
augment the office-seekers, who, with the friends 
of the Administration, were continually haunting 
the Executive, like toads, that lived on the spittle 
of the palace and levee; that Mr. Monroe had 
been the instigator of the letter written by Mr. 
Cushing, in which a Lieutenant General was 
hinted at, and in proof of this last charge, they 
eharged him with undertaking to arrange the 
War Office, which it was said, last session, would 
require the talents and abilities of three men; 
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that Canada is of more use to us in the possession | by higher authority, and by whose opinion he 


of the English, than if it was our own ;- because 
-it now operated as a pledge for their good beha- 
viour. Sir, if I believed one-half that has been 
said against my own Government, and in favor 
of the British Government, it would not only be 
my duty to vote against this bill, but to aid in re- 
pealing all the war measures. Sir, if what the 
gentlemen in the opposition have said, is true, it 
would be unpardonable in me to aid in any act, 
by which any of those sainted subjects in. Cana- 
da, whom the gentlemen are pleased to call our 
friends and kinsmen, should be injured. Al- 
though I do not see how it is possible all those 
objections can apply to the question before the 
House, whatever they might have done against a 
declaration of war; yet, as gentlemen have been 
permitted to take this wide range in opposition to 
the bill, it is impossible they should be answered, 
without, in some measure, going from the ques- 
tion immediately under: the consideration of the 
House. The opposition has been more of a rant 
than an argument. “Thatit is an unjustifiable 
war.” If they are right in this,the majority must 
have been very wrong, in declaring war, in the 
first place; if that part of their objection is well 
founded, we must have been deceived in the 
whole of what we have understood to be the con- 
duct of Great Britain towards the United States, 
Sir, as early as 1793, Great Britain had beheld 
with a jealous eye, the great increase of the 
American commerce, carried on by an industri- 
ous, honest, and enterprising people; she knew not 
for some time how to curtail it, without an open 
rupture ; at last she dreamed that corn was contra- 
band of war, and in spite of all that could be said 
or done by our Minister, then at the Court of Lon- 
don, she insisted on this abuse of power to pre- 
vent the United States from exporting her own 
corn to any of the belligerents (herself excepted.) 
This, however, did notprevententirely the growth 
of the American commerce. Eight or ten years 
after this, another deep laid plot was set on foot. 
Some of the Americans were taken. On the 
trial of one of these vessels, Sir William Scott 
gave an opinion, that produce taken direct from 
the colonies to a neutral port, there discharged 
and reshipped, was a sufficient proof of its neu- 
tralization, to carry it to any part of the world. 
This gave a spring to the American commerce ; 
the ocean was whitened with her canvass in eve- 
ry climate; rich and full cargoes passing in every 
direction; the owners innocent and unsuspecting 
as the lamb that licks the salt from the butcher’s 
hand—mark their fate. England now, for the 
first time, decreed that neutrals had no right in 
war which peace did not givethem. She imme- 
diately sent forth her cruisers; her avarice, para- 
mount to every other consideration, could not be 
restrained ; contrary to the law of nations, of rea- 
` son and common honesty, she made one general 
sweep. When the vessels and cargoes were car- 
ried into London, Sir William Scott had his ex- 
euses ready. In vain did the defendants urge his 


was bound. No further reasoning was had on the 
subject. "The Americans were brought in' like 
sheep to the slaughter, condemned, their proper- 
ty taken from them; they left to wander about 
the streets, penniless, depending on the cold;hand 
of charity. for subsistence. In this, sir, Ichal- 
lenge contradiction. I was in London at the time, 
and had the mortification to see my countrymen 
stripped of their all, and thus turned adrift, ina for- 
eign land. Her voracious appetite not yet satis- 
fied, her paper blockade. was next put in force, 
With a single paragraph from her pen, she put 
the whole frontier of Europe under a state’ of 
blockade, without a single ship in sight of "ote- 
half the harbors; and in consequence of which, 
the British ships of war came over to your coiin- 
try, three thousand miles from the places bloék- 
aded, there captured. your ships in the mouth of 


‘your harbors, and within the acknowledged ‘jutis- 


diction of the United’ States; contrary t 
principle of the law'of nations, which considers 
only such ports under blockade as have a suffi- 
cient force before them, to prevent neutrals enter- 
ing the port. All this has ‘been done to injure 
and destroy the American commerce. Are these 
not just causes of complaint, without mentioning. 
the base practice of man-stealing, which is of jt- 
self a sufficient cause of war against England? 
As to the revocation of the Orders in Cou 
with the reserve made therein to restore them 
whenever it should be for the interest. of the Brit- 
tish Government; this is not what we are ¢on- 
tending for—a mere momentary repeal ; we dis- 
pute the right of any nation to make paper block- 
ades. Instead, therefore, of gaining a point by 
this conditional repeal, if accepted on'our part, it 
would be a tacit acknowledgment of their. right 
to such blockade in future. Such a system could 


never be submitted to by any commercial natión, 


ifin their power to prevent ite “Hnglasdis ready’ 
to do us justice, and to -enter into negotiations 
respecting our seamen.” When will this “bul- 
wark” of religion be ready to do us justice? "We 
have called on her by every means in our power 
for fifteen years past, and she has, in every'in- 
stance, evaded doing us justice, except in ‘that of 
the Chesapeake. Gentlemen in the opposition, 
when talking about impressment, endeavor: to 
balance the account by augmenting the number 
of English seamen in our merchantservice. They 
have as many Americans in their merchant ser- 
vice, as we have of theirs in our service. ` But this 
is not what we complain of: it is the abominable 
practice of men-stealing, and. compelling’ them 
to fight against their country, their brothers, 
fathers, and friends. This is what we are called 
on to oppose—the enslaving our citizens, and car- 
rying them from their friends and their families. 
Is it such a crime to look like an Englishman, and 
to talk the same language, that we must be en- 
slaved for it wherever they can take us? It-can- 
not be submitted to. But the Cabinet is com- 
posed of “two Virginians and a foreigner.” As 


former decision; he said it was true that he had | to the President, it matters not with me, on what 


given such an opinion, but it had been overruled | particular spot of ground he was born, 


if, withia 
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the United States—if- he is the: best man, take 
him.: He will not be:so likely:to: bear against 
“ New England,” in ‘a Middle.State, as if he was 
further South; or from Tennessee or from Ken- 
tucky. If, therefore, one. State: must have the 
Presidents, I think them in less danger in a Mid- 
dle State, than: in^any. of the extremes. Sir, I 
have heard so rnuch against those Virginians, that 
I had almost: coneluded they were devils; but 
when I came among. them, I found them acting 
in politics according to their talents and abilities, 
very much like other men. .But what shall be 
done with Mr. Monroe? He, they say, was the 
instigator of Mr. Cushing’s letter, in which a 
Lieutenant. General. was hinted at. Sir, I see 
nething in this letter more extraordinary than 
what might have been expected from any milita- 
ry officer, and what is to be seen in all large 
armies. But to prove their fears are well ground- 
ed, they charge him with going into the War Of- 
fice to do the work, which, it was said last ses- 
sion, would require the labor of three men. This 
is monstrous! A Virginian charged with the 
crime of industry !: A man undertaking to do 
three men’s work himself! Of all places in the 
world, Virginia would be the last in which. I 
should think of charging the citizens with the 
crime of industry! It might apply much better 
further. north... But Mr. Monroe seems to be to 
the opposition, what: Mordecai was to Haman. 
Sir, I remember when in London, amidst all the 
distress of his fellow-citizens who: were captured 
and brought in to that place, they all spoke well 
of him as a faithful servant of his country. Sir, 
I find him at home equally busy in the service of 
his country, in season and out of season—regard- 
less of his own ease, always ready to attend to 
business. Sir, this violent opposition to such a 
character from that quarter of the House, raises 
him in my estimation. 

But what is to be done with the foreigner ? 
“Two Virginians and a foreigner.” Sir, Mr. 
Gallatin was in this country during our struggle 
for liberty: He was at that time professor of the 
French language in Cambridge college. His 
citizenship:is as old as your nation. As well 
might you call all who were here antecedent to 
the Revolution foreigners. I know of no legal 
distinction between the subjects of Great Britain 
who are born on the island of- Britain, and those 
born in her colonies. While.they belong to that 
nation, they have like passions and national pre- 
judices. We never heard the complaint of for- 
eigner against Mr. Hamilton, when he was Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. EHe'was as much a for- 
eigner as Mr. Gallatin. Mr. Hamilton was born 
on the island of Jamaica. The Federal gentle- 
men were never alarmed about this English for- 
eigner.. When he died, funeral processions were 
made all:over the country on his account. No 
Republicans cried out foreigner; they consid- 
ered him a citizen of the United States. If Mr. 
Gallatin was not uncommonly guarded, correct, 
and fair in all his dealings, he would have been 
found out before now. He has had so many en- 
emies continually watching for his halting, that 


I have: no. doubt, had. he committed:-errors, the 
Federal gentlemen would -have detected him be~- 
fore this time. Sir; I do not stand here’as the 
advocate of Mr. Gallatin, more than of any other 
man, who is ‘thus:.attacked: unfairly, and where 
he has no chance to answer for himself. 

“That this war was declared. with a view to 


| secure the election of James the. First How 


strangely do men contradict themselves. when 
driven to desperate shifts.: This very gentleman, 
my colleague, (Mr. Quincy,) in the same speech, 
declares that.the war is unpopular, that the. 
greatest part of the citizens were opposed to it, 
and that those who acquiesced in-it did it with 
the greatest reluctance: How then it could aid 
the election of Mr. Madison must be elucidated 
by. Federal logic. “James the Second is to have 
the command of the Army, to aid. his election as 
President for the next four years.” Strange ob- 
jection to a bill for an enlistment of twelve. 
months—that it is to aid an election which is to 
take place four years henee. "This is hardly de- 


‘serving of an answer. But my colleague (Mr. 


Quincy) says it will augment the office-seekers, 
who, with the friends of the Administration, 
haunt the palace, like toads, that live on the spit- 
tle of the palace and the levee. If the gentle- 
man means partaking at the President's bounte- 
ous table, he too has taken his turn. He has en- 
joyed: the fruits of the palace, and touched the 
generous glass at levee. (How black the sin. of 
ingratitude!) The House will pardon me. for 
repeating the gentleman’s language in his simile 
of the toad; language which, if used in an 
place except on the floor of Congress Hall, 
should have considered as Billingsgate. Many 
of the gentleman’s political friends, who have 
sought and obtained offices under the late ap- 
pointments, will not feel under obligations to him 
for his simile. “ That Canada is of more use to 
us in the possession of the British than if it was 
our own.” . Sir, so long as we have the English 
in our neighborhood, so long will our Government: 
be disturbed by secret machinations. She is so 
handy that she will always be able to do more by 
stratagem towards dividing our councils and the 
Union, than all her armies could do, had she no 
colonies on the continent. Aside from her red 
allies, whom she can set to war with us just when 
she pleases, consider them in any point of view 
you please, they are dangerous neighbors. I 
would not be understood by these remarks to 
mean that I would not settle with England until 
we had conquered the Canadas, but to show that 
they are a dangerous pledge to us; they have al- 
ways looked on the United States as their own, 
and have only sought for a good opportunity to 
divide them, in order that they might take pos- 
session; hence the Hénry plot, the discovery of 
which will, for a time, put them back. Sir, 
whenever a country is to be revolutionized, the 
leaders who are intrusted with the secret are al- 
ways to come forward as the friends of the peo- 
ple and peace-makers, who are ready to give up 
all for the good of the people; tell them how 
cruel their Government is; that their rulers have 
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no feelings for them; that they only aim to-en- 
slave them; that if they had the rule they would 
soon relieve them, &c. Thus they deceive the 
people, until they get into power themselves, and 
then; for the first time, the people find they never 
meant them for anything. but hewers of wood 
and drawers of water. It is’ by those deceptive 
measures that most of the Governments in Eu- 
rope have been overthrown. Look at the situa- 
tion of this country; the peace-makers crying 
out against the President, with an united voice, 
from one end of the continent to the other, that 
he is under French influence—that he is a war 
man, &c. ‘When the fact is, that this mighty 
war man has almost prostrated the honor of his 
eountry at the foot of Britain in search of peace. 
My colleague (Mr. BnrcHAM) when up yester- 
day, acknowledged that if united we could con- 
quer Canada, and if united we could have an 
honorable peace ; but, said the gentleman, “Mr. 
Speaker, you differ in opinion as much from me 
as I do from you.” Sir, if I have understood 
you, both in private and public, you have ona 
full investigation of the dispute b@tween the two 
nations, formed an opinion in favor of your own 
Government, and against the enemies of your 
country; what is the reverse of this opinion I 
leave to the gentleman’s own reflection. Why, 
then, not unite and have peace? Is it not our 
duty to use every exertion in'our power to obtain 
an honorable peace, or are gentlemen determined 
to use every meansin their power to prevent any- 
thing being done, unless they can compel the 
majority to give up to the minority? Sir, we 
meet here to consult what is best to be done for 
the nation, and to support whatever the majority 
shall agree on; and are we now to be told by in- 
dividuals in the minority, that they will not aid 
or assist in carrying on the war, after it has been 
decreed by a large majority of the House? Are 
gentlemen determined not to unite in any one 
thing, unless they can do as they please? Sir, it 
is said the devil would be good natured let him 
have his own way. Iam willing the majority 
should rule, and whatever they agree to I will 
support; I know of no other way to get along 
with a republican form of government. When 
the gentlemen were telling you how cruel it was 
to meddle with the British subjects in Canada, 
they were very careful not to speak of the scalp- 
ing knife, so dexterously used on our defenceless 
citizens. No, sir, their tender passions were 
never disturbed on account of those savage bar- 
barities; this was not their business, it is too 
much to think of. I have heard not a single ar- 
gument from the gentlemen in the minority, 
which does not go to tame submission and non- 
resistance to the military encroachments of Great 
Britain. f 

Sir, I would ask the gentlemen what has been 
the cause of this mighty change in their minds? 
Not long since, they petitioned the Government 
from one end of the continent to the other to re- 
sist Great Britain, and protect them in their com- 
mercial pursuits; no satisfaction made for the 
eaptures of that day; no agreement entered into 


between‘us and Great Britain not to steal our 
seamen; yet, strange to tell, those gentlemen 
who then offered to pledge their lives and for- 
tunes, are now the champions in support of Eng- 
land, and the most bitter revilers of our own 
Government. ` : 

Sir, as to the bill before the House it is not 
such as entirely meets my ideas. 1 wished the 
enlistments had been for at least eighteen months, 
but as the majority of the House were of a dif- 
ferent opinion, I had rather take the bill as it is, 
than not to augment the Army for the next cam- 
paign, and shall therefore give my vote in the - 
affirmative. 

Mr. Arcuer said, so great was the respect 
which he felt for the House, so deep was the con- 
sciousness which he entertained of his inability 
to do justice to a cause, especially one of so much 
magnitude and importance, of which he might be 
the advocate, that he would be doing injustice to 
his feelings were he not to express the weight of 
the embarrassments which oppressed him. But 
the wide range which the present discussion had 
taken, involving considerations of great national 
interest, and calling forth the cruel asperities of 
political intolerance, seemed. to leave him no al- 
ternative in the discharge of his duty, but to re- 
pel the unfounded insinuations which had flown 
in so copious a stream from the other side of the 
House. Were gentlemen to confine themselves 
to a temperate investigation of the propriety of 
adopting measures either recommended by the 
Executive, or proposed by the majority, who is 
there that would not listen with pleasure and sat- 
isfaction? But when the liberty of debate was 
prostituted in disseminating the most unfounded 
charges, in the indiscriminate abuse of the con- 
stituted authorities of the nation, he confessed, 
he could not “always. be a hearer, and never 
reply.” The few observations he had to make 
would be without either system or arrangement, 
having bestowed no previous consideration on the 
subject, and should be confined not so much to 
the bill for raising an additional army, as the re- 
marks and arguments of those gentlemen who had 
preceded him on the other side of the House. 

And here, he said, he hoped to be permitted 
first to notice the charge which had been confi- 
dently made by a gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Gorp) against the majority of the House, 
He had asserted (and he seemed to dwell upon 
the assertion with peculiar satisfaction) that war 
had been declared by Congress prematurely and 
without due preparation ; that to embark in a war 
with a powerful nation, without a large standing 
army, was impolitic in the extreme. This prin- 
ciple, said Mr. A. in the general might be true, 
but it had certainly no applieation to this country. 
Our Government was founded on the broad basis 
of popular opinion, liable to fluctuation upon the 
first appearance of any system which might be 
calculated to destroy the liberties of the people. 
A laudable jealousy of their rulers throbbed in the 
heart of every man in the country, who would. 
seize the first opportunity to change an Adminis- 
tration that would raise a standing army in time 
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of peace, whatever might be the professed objects 
of such.an Administration. From. this jealousy 
the, natural result.would be, that the men who 
raised the army would never declare the war 
which it was intended to wage. He would refer 
to the Administration of Mr. Adams, An army 
‘had been then raised, or attempted to be raised, to 
defend the country against an anticipated French 
invasion. The professed object was disbelieved, 


and the people, apprehending an invasion of their 


rights, removed from power the men who had 
voted forthe army. ‘All our institutions were re- 
pugnantto a standing army in time of peace. An- 
ticipated invasion would seldom justify it, because 
it might be made a pretext for the purpose at all 
times, and with the most dangerous views. What 
had been said by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts (Mr. Quincy) seemed to confirm this posi- 
tion; for he had expressed his fears of the army, 
even in a state of declared war, when that army 
was to be employed out of the limits of the coun- 
iry; and if jealousy existed at such time, the 
conclusion would naturally follow, that it would 
exist to a greater degree in a time of peace. The 
argument then of the gentleman, if it proved any- 
thing, proved too much, because its effect would 
always be to: frustrate the views of the Govern- 
ment, and prevent it from going to war to avenge 
even the grossest insult, or to assért even its most 
indisputablerights. Butanappeal had been made 
: with much confidence to the history of all Eu- 
«rope, to bear him out in the charge he had made, 


and it had been said, that no instance of a nation’s | 


engaging in a war without having a well regula- 
ted and disciplined army could be adduced. ` This, 
said Mr. A., will be admitted, but he presumed 
it was incumbent upon the gentleman to show 
that some analogy existed between the Govern- 
ments of Europe and that of the United States, 
before his argument could have any application 
to the subject. There the people had no voice in 
the selection of their rulers, There the arbitrary 
will of the monarch was the law of the land, and 
his decrees, however oppressive or obnoxious, 
were enforced by the hand of power, without a 
murmur or complaint. There each Government 
is surrounded by kingdoms powerful and strong, 
the ambition of whose rulers prompts them to 
seize upon every occasion to enlarge the bounda- 
raies of theirdominions. For one of these Powers, 
even in the most peaceful condition of the world, 
to be destitute of a powerful and permanent mili- 
tary force, would evince an inattention to its own 
security.and independence, which would demon- 
strate the incapacity of its monarch to govern his 
subjects, or to preserve the integrity of his pos- 
sessions. But the dissimilarity of the Govern- 
ment and situation of the United States, would 
show the inapplicability of the gentleman’s maxim 
to this country. Here we have no powerful 
neighbor whose incursions we dread. Here weare 
happily removed by a wide extended ocean from 
those nations, who, upon a declaration of war by 
us, could overrun the country with a military force, 
or endanger its civil institutions. Here we have 
a people proudly jealous of their liberties, who will 


put down constitutionally every attempt in a state , 
of peace to raise a Military Establishment. To f 
have delayed, then, the declaration of war against 
England, until the ranks of the army author- 
ized to be raised had been completely filled, ` 
would have been'a most certain course to have. 
defeated the object which Congress had in view. 
The jealousies and fears which would have been 
been the necessary consequence of such delay, ` 
would have brought into power men of far dif- ` 
ferent views; men who,if the natural conclusion 
to be drawn from the arguments of some of them 
could be admitted, would sooner submit to all the 
indignities we had received from Great Britain, ` 
than resist her. The war was therefore not de- 
clared prematurely, but was delayed to às late a 
period as the nature of our institutions would per- 
mit. And, if what he had said would not be suffi- 


-cient to satisfy the gentleman from New York of 


his error, the army that was so shamefully sur- 
rendered at Detroit, if ithad been commanded by 
2 man of spirit and fidelity, would long before 
this, by the possession which it would have given 
us of an important province of the enemy, have 
convinced him that war was not declared without 
preparation. But, for having said so much upon 
this point, some apology seemed to be necessary . 
upon his part, and he could only say that he had 
been induced to do so, because, having been one - 
of the majority who voted for war against Eng- 
land, the charge seemed to be an imputation 
against his character, which the duty every man 
owed to himself bound him to repel. . 
It had been said, by a gentleman from Con- 
necticut (Mr. Pirxin,) that the nature of the war 
had been changed; the principal cause had been 
removed by the British Order in Council of June 
23d, 1812, by which her previous orders were re- 
pealed ; that it was a well-ascertained fact that war 
would not have taken place if this intelligence 
had reached the United States before its declara- 
tion; and that the Executive ought to have ac- 
ceded to the terms, proposed through Admiral 
Warren, and have terminated the contest. These 
were grounds which demanded some considera- . 
tion, and he trusted that he would be able to 
show, from authentic documents, that his premises 
were erroneous, and that of course his conclusions 
did not follow. But he would now admit, for the 
sake ofargument, (what he should hereafter prove 
incorrect,) that the Orders in Council were the 
principal cause of the war; he could not, for him- : 
self, see how, even then, the war ought in justice - 
to have terminated. Did it follow that minor ` 
considerations should be placed out of view or 
yielded up entirely ? Would it have been proper 
for the Government to have entered into no stip- _ 
ulations for the security of American seamen ? ' 
Would it have been proper in them, to have < 
claimed on behalf of our citizens no indemnity 
for the vast amount of spoliations which have . 
been made on the property of American mer- . 
chants? Unquestionably not. Until these con- : 
siderations, admitting them to be of minor im- 
portance, should have been satisfactorily adjusted, 
to have made a peace, in his opinion, would have 
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been the height of impolicy. Sir, said he, it is 
not sufficient that the injury should cease, but 
that ample compensation should be made for the 
commission of the wrong. "This was the case 
every day between individuals in civil society, 
and why ought not the rule to apply with equal 
force. to States, in their relation to each other? 
Justice was its foundation, and that would oper- 
.ate upon ‘the one as well as the other. These 
considerations alone. perhaps, ought to be deemed 
sufficient to show that the course the gentlemen 
would have taken would have been unwise; But, 
supposing them to have no weight, he thought it 
might be satisfactorily shown that, to have acce- 
ded to the terms proposed by the British Govern- 
ment, would have heen an actual abandonment of 
the principal cause which had induced hostilities. 
To have negotiated without entering into an ar- 
rangement in relation to the important interest of 
impressment would unquestionably have been a 
relinquishment of the right which we claimed, to 
be exempted from its exercise. But it was said 
that wasa secondary consideration. From whence 
was this conclusion drawn? Were we more re- 
gardful of the property than the personal liberty 
of the citizen ? Was it taken from an impres- 
sion which had gone abroad in the country ? or 
from the unofficial conversation of the members 
of the House? These opinions (if the expression 
were allowed) he would call extra judicial, and 
entitled to no consideration. But to show that 
impressment was the principal cause, he would re- 
sort to the best evidence of which the case was 
susceptible. He would appeal to the archives 
and records of the country, which in his opinion, 
would be conclusive, to show what the opinions 
of Congress were upon that subject. And,in the 
first place, would call the attention of the House 
to the report of the committee to whom our for- 
eign affairs were intrusted, which was made on 
the 29th of November, 1811. After commenting 
on the operation of the Orders in Council, they 
say: 
“That they are not of that sect whose worship is at 
the shrine of a calculating avarice, and while they are 
laying before the House the just complaints ofour mer- 
chants against the plunder of tbeir ships and cargoes, 
they cannot refrain from presenting to tho justice and 
humanity of their country, the unhappy case of ourim- 
pressed seamen. Although the groans of these vic- 
tims of barbarity for the loss of (what would be dearer 
to Americans than life) their liberty; although the 
cries of their wives and children in the privation of 
protectors and parents, have of late been drowned in 
the louder clamors at the loss of property; yet is the 
practice of forcing our mariners into the British navy 
in violation of the rights of our flag, carried on with 
unabated rigor and severity. Ifit be our duty to en- 
courage the fair and legitimate commerce of the coun- 
try by protecting the property of the merchant; then, 
indeed, by as much as life and liberty are more estima- 
ble than ships and goods, so much more impressive is 
the duty to shield the persons of our seamen, whose 


hard and honest services are employed, equally with 


those of the merchants, in advancing, under the mantle 
of its laws, the interests of their country.” 


Again, the same committee, in the report 


which they made to the House, detailing the 
causes which should induce the House to declare 
war, say, (after speaking of the evils flowing from 
the-Orders in Council:) . 

* That they will proceed to the consideration of ano- 
ther wrong, which has been still more severely felt. 
This is the impressment of our seamen, a practice 
which has been unceasingly maintained by Great Brit- 
ain in the wars to which she has been a party since our 
Revolution. That they cannot convey, in adequate 
terms, the deep sense which they entertain of the in- 
justice and oppression of this proceeding. Under the 
pretext of impressing British seamen, Americans were 
seized in British ports, on the high seas, and in every 
other quarter to which the British power extends, were 
taken on board British men of war, and compelled to 
serve there as British subjects. In this mode our citi- 
zens were wantonly snatched from their own country 
and their families ; deprived of their liberty, and doomed 
to an ignominious and slavish bondage; compelled to 
fight the battles of a foreign country, and often to per- 
ish in them. Our flag has given them no protection ; 
it has been unceasingly violated, and our vessels ex- 
posed to danger by the loss of the men taken from 
them. That while this practice is continued, it is im- 
possible for the United States to consider themselves an 
independent nation, for every case produces a new 
proof of their degradation.” 

These reports, by the adoption of the measures 
they recommended, were sanctioned by the Con- 
gress of the United States, and may be consider- 
ed as furnishing strong, if not full and complete 
evidence, that the Legislative department of the 
Government considered the impressment of our 
seamen as the principal cause which impelled 
them to have recourse to the last resort of injured 
nations. The opinion of the Executive had been 
manifested in clear and explicit terms. upon the 
subject, in the Message of the Chief Magistrate 
of the Ist of June, 1812. Thus we have these 
concurrent proofs against the assertions of the 
gentleman from Connecticut, (Mr. Prrxiw.) If, 
then, as it appears clearly to have been, from the 
documents before alluded to, that impressment 
was the principal cause of the war, that it was 
an injury which no independent nation could 
submit to, without surrendering a portion of its 
sovereignty ; would it not be admitted, even on 
the ground which had been taken, that, to have 
terminated the war, by acceding to the proposi- 
tions alluded to, would have been degrading to 
the nation, and have manifested the incompeten- 
cy of the Executive to have conducted with firm- 
ness the helm of State which had been submitted 
to hisguidance and direction? And nodoubt could 
be entertained had such an event taken place, but 
we should have heard denunciations against the 
Administration proceeding from the very quarter 
whence they now flow. Then they would have 
been made with infinitely more justice, because 
they would have been supported by reason and 
by truth. We should have then found the oppo- 
sition appealing to the sympathies of the people, 
and proclaiming that their most inestimable rights 
had been surrendered by Government in the pa- 
cification ; that although they were originally op- 
posed to a war, when it had once been declared 
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they would have. proseeuted.it until the claim 
had been abandoned by the. British Government: 
For, it. cannot. be concealed that unless, in the 
present contest, Great Britain can be compelled 
to.relinquish -her claim to the right of impress- 
ment; unless it:be made the sine qua non by the 
American Government, to any arrangement of 
the existing differences between the two nations, 
our claim to exemption. from the practice must 
be forever: given up, and Great Britain will feel 
herself'at liberty.to continue to exercise it with 
ten-fold rigor and severity. 

No language was sufficiently strong to express 
the astonishment with which he listened to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts. (Mr. Quincy) 
on yesterday. It was impossible for him to give 
utterance to those feelings of abhorrence and in- 
dignation which were excited in his breast by 
the observations which fell from that honorable 
member. Born and educated in a part of the 
country where even to think of a separation of 
the States was almost a treason against that 

_country, little did he dream of hearing, in the 
American Congress, sentiments uttered which 
might effectually lead to so disastrous and deplo- 
rable an event. And he was the more astonish- 
ed when these doctrines were attempted to be 

» strengthened with menaces, and glossed with the 
colorings of wit and satire. He enjoyed, how- 

ever, some consolation from knowing that 


-u When satire flew abroad on faction’s wing, 
Short was her life and impotent her sting." 


When the honorable member took his seat, he 
felt an instinctive impulse to rise and vindicate 
his character from the aspersions he had so wan- 
tonly cast upon it; but a nights reflection had 
convinced him that either nature had not given 
him sufficient ingenuity to wipe them from it, or 
that they were unsusceptible of vindication. 
When the pen of the faithful historian should 
récord the tragic events which might sooner or 

later take place in this country, when posterity 
should weep over the ruins of the Republic, and 
lament the blood of those freemen who should 
have supported with their lives its Constitution 
and its liberties, they could not fail to trace its 
cause to the true and original source. That hon- 
orable fame which his talents were so well cal- 
culated to earn, would be prostrated ; his memory 
would live, but it would have an immortality 
which no man would envy, and instead of “ con- 
vincing his descendants that he did not deserve 
the chains attempted to be fastened upon him,” 
he might at least give them reason to suspect that 
he was unworthy of enjoying those liberties his 
fathers had purchased for him. He had come to 
the House to-day to conjure the honorable mem- 
ber from Massachusetts, as he valued his reputa- 
tion, as he prized his honorable fame, as he parti- 
cipated in the honor of his country, to suppress 
his speech, or to prevent it from meeting the an- 
imadversion of the public eye, at least in the 
shape in which it was delivered. And he called 
upon him by these considerations, before it was 
too late, to arrest its progress to tlie public obser- 


vation and the public remark... But he feared that 
the wishes of so humble and inconsiderable a 
member of the House could have no influence 
over the leader of a party. He warned him to 
be cautious, lest he might fall the first victim. of 
those flames which it seemed to be. his object to 
enkindle in the Eastern section of this Union, 
He advised him to beware, lest he should raise a 
storm in the country, which it would be beyond 
the reach of his power to allay, when, perhaps, 
he mest of all might desire it. It would be.in 
such a season that he would have nothing left but 
the sad consolation to deplore the madness or de- - 
lusion which could have dictated such conduct. 
He understood, Mr. A. said, the gentleman 
to insinuate thata French influence had fastened 
itself upon the country. He would disdain to 
enter into any reasoning to show the absurdity of ^ 
such an insinuation, which was as’ groundless as 
it was wicked. Nor would he deem it necessary, 
in the vindication of his character against. the 
charge of such an influence, to retort upon that 
gentleman the charge of a contrary influence, 
because he would consider it.a disgrace and dis- 
honor ‘to the country even to suspect that a sin- 
gle individual could be found who, having first 
drawn his breath within the limits of the United 
States, would be base enough to cherish an influ- 
ence either French or British. He was, there- 
fore, perfectly willing to declare that he did not 


| believe the honorable member from Massachu- 


setts was under British influence. But the gen- 
tleman seemed to anticipate a charge of that kind 
being made against him by the publie presses, and, 
in.prospective, declared that he should wholly 
disregard it. He hoped he might be permitted to 
say that, if the newspapers should attack him in 
the manner he had anticipated, he ought to re- 
member that the cause of the attack would lie at 
his own door, and the speech which he had de- 
livered would form an ample commentary on the 
charge. Although willing to exonerate him from 
all British influence and attachment, he could not 
but believe that he was secretly advocating, and 
insidiously endeavoring to effect, a disunion of 
the States. This seemed to be evinced, from the 
conduct which he had invariably pursued, since 
he had been a member of the House. What 
had been the nature of all his speeches? . They 
had been entirely sectional. Had he not often 
attempted to show that the interests of a particu- 
lar section of the Union had been prostrated be- 
fore the overgrown power of another ? Had he 
not, on yesterday, insinuated that a single State 
was usurping to itself the power of governing the 
Confederacy? Had he not, upon a former and a 
more memorable occasion, (memorable alone from 
the extraordinary sentiments he then-delivered,) 
pronounced it as his deliberate opinion, *that 
* the bonds of the Union were virtually dissolved, 
* and that it was the duty of some of the States 
‘to separate, amicably if they could, forcibly 
‘if they must ?? Had he not described the pres- 
ent condition of the country as full of gloom 
and darkness, and hinted at the dawn of a day 
which was to succeed? Had he not, in the fic- 
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tions of a too fertile imagination, fancied himself | The honorable member seemed to triumph 


yoked with. a slave to the car of some South- 


ern despot, and did he not say that he would’ 


prove to his children that- he was was unworthy 
of such an ignominious bondage? Could: the 
honorable member from Massachusetts possibly 
wish to find verified the prediction of the infa- 
mous Henry, and his still. more wicked employ- 
ers, *that, 1f ever the Congress should possess 
‘ spirit and independence enough to put their pop- 
* ularity in jeopardy by so strong a measure as 
‘war, the Federal States would erect a separate 
t government for their common defence and com- 
t mon interest ?? For what purpose was he ww- 
ing the seeds of a deep-rooted jealousy between 
the States, and endeavoring to rear them to a 
destructive maturity ? It could be accounted for 
in no other way, in his estimation, when equal 
justice had been dealt out impartially to all; by 
the General Government, than by believiog what, 
under other circumstances, it would have given 
him pain even to suspect, that the honorable 
member was friendly to a dissolution of those 
bonds, which connect us together. For the ex- 
pression of his opinions, he hoped to be pardoned. 
Facts spoke for themselves, and the conclusion, 
to his mind, seemed to be irresistible. Notwith- 
standing all these things, the honorable member 
had professed to be a disciple of WasuincTon ! 
Ifa deviation from the maxims of a preceptor 
constituted the definition ofa disciple, he knew not 
what a disciple was. He should believe, rather, 
that he was endeavoring to establish a political 
sect of his own, on the ruins of Washington’s 
principles. He would earnestly advise him to 
read (for, if he ever read, he seemed to have for- 
gotten them) the parting admonitions of that il- 
lustrious. man. Let him have the sentiments 
contained in his farewell address imprinted on 
his heart in characters which could never be ef- 
faced; let his practice strictly conform to those 
precepts; let him unsay what he had said; then, 
and not until then, would he be entitled to the 
honorable appellation of a disciple of Washington. 

If ever this Government should be destroyed, 
if ever this Union should be dissolved, it would 
be effected by leading and influential men obtain- 
ing elevated seats in the Councils of the nation; 
professing a sacred attachment to the Constitu- 
tion of the country, and railing and declaiming 
at its violation, in all cases, even where ingenu- 
ity itself could scarcely torture the acts denoun- 
ced into an infraction of the most general prin- 
ciple of that instrument. A general distrust ex- 
cited, a groundless alarm sounded, is not easily 
removed or hushed into silence. It heightens 
the perturbation of the public mind, which, in 
such a feverish state, but too often proceeds to 
acts, without reflecting on consequences. Against 
such men, it behooved us to be on our guard, and 
we had been instructed by a man, whose instruc- 
tions ought to be imperative, “to frown indig- 
‘nantly upon the first dawning of every attempt 
‘to alienate any portion of our country from the 
f rest, or enfeeble the sacred ties which now link 
‘ together the various parts.” 


over the defeats of his country! Even the toad, 
“that feeds upon the gloomy vapor ofa dungeon,” 
felt some sympathy for its wretched habitation; 
but the honorable member, enjoying the blessings 
of a free Government, had no tears to shed for 
the misfortunes and disasters of his country. 
What was generally considered disgraceful to the 
nation, was looked upon by him as“ glory.” A 
war, righteous and just, was represented as “ im- 
moral, wanton, and cruel.” Everything in the 
moral as well as political world, were attempted 
to be perverted. Virtue was made to mean vice; 
a love of country, treachery to its interests; an 
appeal to the sword, in. vindication of our rights, 
asa virtual abandonment of them—war against 
one nation, and submission to another. 

If, in the present situation of the country, he 
were called upon to define theduty of a good cit- 
izen, he would say that he ought to yield a per- 
fect obedience to the laws; that he ought to fur- 
ther all. measures for the promotion of the gen- 
eral welfare; that he ought to aid in the prosecu- 
tion of the present war, in order that a speedy 
and honorable peace might be be obtained; that, 
instead of denouncing the measures of his own 
Government as “weak and wicked,” he should 
vindicate them whensoever, and by whomsoever, 
assailed ; that, instead of furnishing fuel to a jeal- 
ousy of one part of the nation against the other, 
he should endeavor to extinguish it, and to pro- 
mote union and harmony among all its parts. 
What the reverse of this picture was, it did not 
become him to say, but would leave it to those 
whose conduct and character that reversed pic- 
ture fitted to determine. 

All the rays of light which emanated from the 
mind of the honorable member from Massachu- 
setts, seemed to fall into the dense medium of 
party spirit, and to be refracted from their proper 
course. Hence, he could not discover a single 
act of the Administration which met his views 
of national poliey. Hence, he had declared that 
this Government, in its negotiations with Great 
Britain, never wished to arrange the differences 
which existed. Is it possible that this can be be- 
lieved? Is it possible that the gentleman himself 
could believe it? Have not the Executive, dur- 
ing the two last Administrations, in every act, man- 
ifested the utmost anxiety upon the subject? An 
impartial history of the numerous wrongs of Eng- 
land against this country, will exhibit in the 
American Government an example of patient 
forbearance, which the annals of no other coun- 
try can furnish. Had an opportunity been anx- 
iously sought for, to involve us in a war with 
England, the attack on the Chesapeake would 
have furnished an excellent pretext. The popu- 
lar spirit and indignation was aroused. Had 
Congress been convened immediately after that 
event, partaking of the general sensibility, war 
would have been the consequence. But, anxious 
to avoid hostilities, every means in the power of 
Government were resorted to,to preserve peace. 
Had we not, for nearly five years, been groaning 
under the operations of the Orders in Council ? 
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Had not Messrs. Monroe and, Pinkney been in- 


structed to propose such terms to the British Gov- 


ernment on the subject of impressment as would 
have effectually secured her deserting seamen 
from being. employed in our vessels? This prop- 
osition was not acceded to. And,after the treaty 
which they.concluded in 1806 had been rejected 
“by the President,-a. proposition was made by our 
Ministers which, with a very slight shade of dif- 
ference, was the same offered by our Chargé des 
Affaires at London, subsequent to the declaration 
of war. Had not the present President of the 
United States promptly acceded to Mr. Erskine's 


arrangement? . And bad the gentleman forgot- | 


ten the resolution introduced by himself, to return 
to the President the thanks of the House of Rep- 
resentatives for the promptitude with which. he 
had acted in that affair? Had not the embargo 
and non-importation laws, of which the gentle- 
man had so bitterly complained, been adopted 
for the purpose of avoiding war? Such have been 
the acts of the Executive, which conclusively 
showed their aversion toa rupture with Great 


Britain. But what do we find to be the conduct of 


the President since the last session of Congress ? 
So anxious was he for a restoration of peace, that 
the intelligence of our declaration of war had 
scarcely reached England, until the terms upon 
which its calamities might be arrested were made 
known tothe Government of that country. This, 


too, was done in opposition to the practice of 


every country. Terms should be proposed by the 
Power committing the wrong. Yet this was 
done to effect a pacification. Had not Mr. Rus- 
sell urged the subject so far as to excite ‘the sneers 
of Lord Castlereagh? Did not all these things 
go.completely to disprove what had been said? 
And did they not clearly manifest that the views 
of our Government had always been pacific, and 
that they were entirely directed to a settlement 
of the differences which existed, upon terms hon- 
orable to both countries? But these things gen- 
tlemen had not recollected, or had endeavored to 
warp to meet their own purposes. Nothing could 
reconcile the member from Massachusetts to the 
Administration, When pacific measures were 
resorted to in order to heal the wounds the enemy 
were inflicting, the Government was then declared 
to be destitute of spirit to vindicate its insulted 
honor and its violated rights. It was said, the 
men at that time in power “ could not be kicked 
into a war.” And when war has at length been 
resorted to, the gentleman was more clamorous, 
and tenfold more cruel in his declamations. The 
war was denounced as immoral, and one that 
might have heen avoided if an amicable disposi- 
tion had existed in the Cabinet. These incon- 
sistencies it would become the honorable gentle- 
man to reconcile; and he presumed that some 
difficulty would be found in convincing any man 
of intelligence that we were solicitous for a war 
with Great Britain. What, sir, desirous of a war 
with a nation whose flag was proudly waving vic- 
torious on every sea,a nation that could transport 
her armies to the most distant shores? The idea 
was too wild for any man seriously to entertain. 


The gentleman had become lately very jealous 
of a standing army. This, he presumed, was 
rather in appearance than reality: for, in. the 
journals of the last session of Congress, his name 
would be found recorded as having voted for.the 
bill for. raising twenty-five thousand men, and 
for filling up the ranks in the old establishment; 
amounting to ten thousand more. We have 
then record evidence that the gentleman, last 
Winter, when the United States were at peace, 
was in favor of an army of thirty-five thousand 
men, No jealousy tben. existed 1n his mind of 
an army of that magnitude, even on the Peace 
Establishment. He never intended that army , 
for war and invasion, for he was opposed to both. © 
And, said Mr. A., he was much. mistaken if he 
had not heard the gentleman offer, as an apology 
for that vote, that he was always in favor of a 
standing army to a certain extent. But now, 
when the country was engaged in a war with 
Great Britain, an addition to the Army of twenty 
thousand men was considered as alarming and 
dangerous to the liberties of the people. Friendly 
as he had been to that Administration that had 
raised a standing army in time of peace, the 
honorable member ougbt to be the last to feel 
any apprehension in time of war of an army lit- 
tle larger than. that which in time of peace had 
received his sanction and approbation. 

But, upon the subject of impressment, in order 
to produce, if possible, union at home, and to re- 
move from our enemy every pretext which other- 
wise she might have for the continuation of that 
degrading practice, he was perfectly willing to 
give his sanction to a law which should exclude 
British seamen from the public ships and mer- 
chant vessels of the United States; but he would 
not advance a step further in negotiation, And 
if, upon the passage of such a law, Great Britain 
would refuse to terminate hostilities, we should 
prove to the world that no efforts on our part 
were left unexerted to bring about a peace not 
inconsistent with the interests or honor of either 
country. But he despaired of any measure pro- 
ducing union at home, when it had been declared 
by the honorable gentleman, to whom he had 
occasion so often to allude, that he would not 
unite unless we would give over the invasion of 
Canada, and cease at once all hostile preparations. 
Did he wish the Government to lay a loyal peti- 
tion at the foot of the throne, and humbly beseech 
His Majesty to forgive us our errors, and take us 
under his royal protection? No, sir; history 
would show that this was nota proper plan to 
pave the way to peace with England. He would 
consider the proposition of the gentleman, if 
adopted, as a degradation to the nation, and 
sooner than submit to it he would forego all ad- 
vantages to be derived from a union of sentiment. 
He would continue the war until the latest period 
of his life, and his parting breath should be 
spent in admonishing his children to continue 
the contest. Was it possible that we could 
suffer our native-born citizens to be seized by a 
foreign Government in violation of every right 
either human or divine? Even in the worst and 
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most degraded periods of the histories of Greece 
and Rome, such an injury would not have been 
tolerated. There it was considered honorable 
and glorious:to die for one's country. But here 
self-interest, the predominating vice of civilized 
society, had seized upon the heart and frozen up 
its most generous sentiments. The love of gain 
corrupts and vitiates the best principles of man’s 
nature, and we are to exhibit ourselves to the 
present generation, and to posterity, as the stand- 
ing and solitary monument of a nation free and 
unwilling to assert her rights—of a people jealous 
of their. liberties, and reluctant to vindicate their 
honor. Yes, sir, said he, ingloriously abandon 
the contest, and we should become “a fixed 
figure for the hand of Scorn to point its slow un- 
moving finger at.” Why did we love the Gov- 
ernment under which we lived? Because of 
the blessings it was calculated to bestow on us 
and our descendants. Because it threw around 
the property and liberty of the citizen the mantle 
of its protection. Would gentlemen remove this 
safeguard and throw the liberty and personal se- 
curity of the citizen open to the violation of every 
country that felt a disposition to infringe on our 
rights? He hoped not. He had too high an 
opinion. of the principles which pervaded the 
country at large to suppose such a step possible. 

It had been said, by a gentleman from Con- 
necticut, that an ingenious catalogue of the causes 
which had produced the war, had been drawn up, 
and that it was folly to have gone to war until 
the cause of it was felt by every man in the 
nation, For his part he could not see that much 
ingenuity was required to discover that our ves- 
sels had been pillaged—that our citizens had been 
seized by British press-gangs; and if he had not 
discovered it before that “ingenious” catalogue 
was made out, he had a much smaller portion of 
ingenuity than he had supposed him to possess. 
He would ask him if the Orders in Council were 
not felt in every part of the country? Did not 
the Eastern States feel them, in the depressiom of 
their commerce and navigation? Did not the 
Southern and Middle States feel them, in the re- 
duced prices of the productions of the soil ? 

Mr. A. declared that, notwithstanding the 
clamor of French influence and French alliance, 
he felt no apprehensions upon that subject, as he 
was well convinced it was not the intention or 
wish of our Government to engulph us in the 
unfathomable vortex of European warfare. One 
word to the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
Goup) and he had done. 1t had been considered 
by him as a most unfortunate circumstance that 
we should be engaged in a war with Great Brit- 
ain when Russia was struggling for her inde- 
pendence. The most amicable relations existed, 
it was true, between Russia and the United 
States; but would the gentleman have us on that 
account to submit to every species of indignity 
from the ally of that Power? He beheld with 
as much detestation and abhorrence the conduct 
of the French Emperor as any man could possi- 
bly do. His ambitious progress was every where 
marked with blood. The vengeance of Heaven, 


he trusted, would arrest him in his career to uni- 
versal conquest and dominion. The present con- 
dition of Russia, although her people groaned 
under a despotism of the most unrelenting nature, 
must excite the sympathy of every man in this 
country, because she was contending for her in- 
dependence, and he would wish her complete suc- 
cess in the war in which she was now engaged, but 
that: her triumph would protract the restoration 
of peace to his own country. - . 
Mr. Grunpy.—Mr. Speaker, had this debate 
been confined to the bill before you, I should cer- 
tainly not have troubled the House with any re- 
marks of. mine; but as the gentlemen opposed to 
the war in which we are engaged have selected 
this as a fit occasion to bring before this House 
and the nation a full view of all the relations 
which exist between this and other countries, an 
apology at least is furnished for a member of that 
committee, to whose examination these subjects 
have been confided, to give his ideas upon the 
various points suggested. This I shall endeavor 
to do with temper and moderation. Neither in- 
vective, philippie, nor slander, shall constituteany 
part of what I have to say. To minds capable of 
feasting on food of that sort, I shall entirely leave 
the unenvied task of giving the portrait of a 
drawing-room, and of describing Eastern democ- 
racy on this floor.* To me, sir, it affords no 
pleasure to inflict pain on others, and therefore, 
although the gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
Quincy) merits all the severity which can be 
permitted in this House, I shall forbear. I will 
not charge him with British influence, or with 
having such strong English partialities, that there 
is no room left for his own country. "This may 
possibly not be the case; for, notwithstanding all 
we have seen and heard, it should be remembered 
that we are so constructed, that the strongest ap- 
pearances, at times, deceive us. I will now pro- 
ceed to state, as accurately and as concisely as I 
am able, the manner in which the points 1n dif- 
ference between the two nations ought to be con- 
sidered. š 
Upon some of the subjects in controversy, for 
instance, that of impressment, negotiation had 
been tried unsuccessfully for twenty years, as I 
will show before I sit down, from the public re- 
cords of the country ; on others it had been tried 
fora shorter period. At the last session of Con- 
gress, when every hope of obtaining justice in 
any other way was lost, the United States de- 
clared war, not to procure a repeal of the Orders 
in Council only, but to obtain redress for the un- 
just spoliations which had been committed on 
the property of American citizens, and to cause 


* Mr. Grundy, in this place, as well as other speak- 
ers, who preceded and followed him in debate, are un- 
derstood to have had allusion in this remark to certain 
j offensive observations of Mr. Quincy, which do not 
| appear in the printed report of his specch, as corrected 
by himself. One of these expressions designated the 
Eastern democrats, among other opprobrious epithets, 


as toads, or reptiles, which spread their slime in the 
drawing room. 
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Great Britain to:cedse^the practice of impress- 
ment. 
-these were the prominent causes of the war. It 
may be taken as granted, in this discussion, that 
those orders are revoked, notwithstanding the ob- 
jectionable manner of the revocation. You are 
now asked to lay down the.sword before you have 
obtained any of the objects of the war, except the 
abolition of these obnoxious orders. I request 
gentlemen to reflect, whether this is not, in point 
of fact, an abandonment of the other points in 
dispute? Do you not, by ceasing to prosecute 
.the war which is already commenced, declare, in 
ihe strongest possible terms, that you will not 
. make war for the injuries which remain unre- 
dressed?. Can any man persuade himself that 
you will obtain that by negotiation for which you 
have determined you will not fight! and that, too, 
- from a nation at all times disposed to depress this 
growing country? That politician must have a 
‘very imperfect knowledge of the considerations 
which influence all Cabinets, who does not know 
ihat the strongest inducement which can be 
brought to operate in favor of an injured nation, 
is the apprehension of retaliation, or fear of war, 
entertained by the other party. I cannot, per- 
" haps, establish this more clearly in any other way 
‘than by recurring to the history of a transaction 
“which took place between the United States and 
Great Britain. Immediately after the attack on 
. the. Chesapeake, this Government demanded rep- 
aration. The terms proposed were reasonable, 
and such as a nation, inclined to act justly, would 
. promptly have acceded to. For five years, or 
more, did the British Government refuse, or ra- 
ther fail, to make that arrangement, which, at the 
last session, produced a satisfactory adjustment 
on that subject. Why, sir, was justice so long 
delayed, and why was it at last obtained? The 
British Minister discovered a determination in 
Congress to submit no longer. He saw that, un- 
Jess something was done, friendly relations be- 
tween the two countries must immediately cease. 
He saw that public sentiment called so loudly for 
an opportunity of obtaining that justice by force 
which had been refused to fair argument, that he 
granted us that reasonable satisfaetion which had 
been so long withheld. Sir, had he not seen the 
approaching storm, no atonement for that wanton 
outrage on our national sovereignty had yet been 
made. If you now say that you will not prose- 
cute the war, the enemy must view it as a decis- 
ion pronounced by this Government, that war 
shall not be waged by the American nation for 
the impressment of her citizens, or for depreda- 
tions committed on commerce. It might as well 
besaid, in plain, intelligible language, that the 
ocean is to be abandoned by the people of the 
United States. except so far as depends on the 
will of Great Britain. If both the property and 
liberty of Americán citizens on the ocean are 
subjeet to her disposal, you cease to possess the 
rights of a sovereign and independent nation. 
For my own part, if we have the right to claim 
security for the liberty and property of our citi- 
zens against that nation, of which no man dare 
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‘express a doubt, I am for asserting it until the 
object is attained, or the ability of this nation 
fails ; of the latter I have no fear. — 

It is pretended, that this Government is not 
desirous of peace, and that. this is à war of con- 
quest and ambition, I beg gentlemen to refrain 
from making statements which they themselves 
do not believe. After the declaration of war, 
what has been the conduct of the Executive? 
"Through Mr. Russell, our Chargé des Affaires at 
London, they have offered to conclude an armis- 
tice on terms which would remove every pretext 
for complaint.on the part of Great Britain. He 
proposed that this country should exclude from 
her service. British seamen. It is true that Lord 
Castlereagh urged Mr. Russell's want of powers, 
and stated that the American Congress alone 
could make the necessary provisions on that sub- 
ject. If, however; sincerity had existed with the 
British Ministry, a temporary arrangement could 
have been made, by which hostilities would have 
been suspended until the legitimate authorities 
of this country could have expressed an opinion. 
If Mr. R. had not adequate powers to conclude an 
armistice, the proposition made by Mr. Monroe 
to Admiral Warren was not liable to the same 
objection. In substance, both propositions were 
the same; to the latter, no offer of compliance 
has been tendered. If I have any objections to 
the late overtures made by the Executive, it is 
that too great an anxiety for peace is manifested ; 
but when the nature of our institutions is con- 
sulted, a strong propensity for dornestic quiet is 
discovered; and, therefore, the Administration 
should be indulged in any measure calculated to 
restore harmony between the two countries, pro- 
vided the honor and interests of the nation are 
not compromitted. ; 

I ask gentlemen in opposition to lay aside 
party feelings, and reflect whether, if we now 
recede, points are not conceded to the enemy, 
which they would not yield if in power. They 
affect to be the followers of WASHINGTON. 
-will show them what his opinions were on the 
subject of impressment. From them the pre- 
tended Washingtonians of the present day will 
discover their degeneracy. Yes, sir, the Father 
of his Country too well understood the value of 
liberty ever to consent that the most obscure in- 
dividual of his country should be deprived of it 
by a foreign despot. So early as the year 1792, 
the British nation commenced the practice of 
impressment, as now exercised by it, On the 
lith day of June, in that year, the then. Secre- 
tary of State addressed a letter to Mr. Pinkney, 
the American Minister at London, in which the 
practice of impressment is strongly reprobated ; 
and let it be remembered, that although this let- 
ter was written by the Secretary, it contained 
the sentiments of the President of the United 
States. In order that the House may more fully 
comprehend what were the sentiments of that 
man, whose memory we all venerate, I will read 
so much of the letter referred to as relates to 
this subject: 

“The peculiar custom in England of impressing 
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seamen on every appearance of war will occasionally 
expose our seamen-to peculiar oppressions and vexa- 
tions. It will be expedient that you take proper op- 
portunities in the meantime of conferring with the 
Minister on this subject, in order to form some ar- 
rangement for the protection of our seamen on those 
occasions. We entirely reject the mode which was 
the subject of a conversation between Mr. Morris and 
him; which was, that our seamen should always carry 
about them certificates of their citizenship. This is a 
condition never yet submitted to by any nation—one 
with which seamen would never have the precaution 
to comply. The casualties of their calling would ex- 
pose tbem to the constant destruction or loss of this 
paper evidence; and thus the British Government 
would be armed with legal authority to impress the 
whole of our seamen. The simplest rule will be, that 
the vessel being American, shall be evidence that the 
seamen on board her are such." 

If, at so early a period, the right of search for 
men was objected to by this Government, how 
much more forcible is the objection now? We 
were then a young nation ; we have since in- 
creased in resources by which our rights can be 
maintained ; whilst the violation of those rights 
have been augmented in a greater degree. On 
the 6th of November, 1792, the Secretary of State 
wrote to the American Minister at London a let- 
ter, in which, when speaking on the subject of 
impressment, tle following language is used: 
“Tt is unnecessary to develope to you the incon- 
* venieneies of this conduct, and the impossibility 
* of letting it go on. I hope you will be able to 
‘make the British Ministry sensible of the ne- 
* cessity of punishing the past and preventing the 
t future.” I know, Mr. Speaker, that there is 
danger of fatiguing the House by recurring to 
documents of this sort, but my apology is a good 
one: those to which I refer have never been 
printed for the information of the members of 
this House, nor have the publie had an opportu- 
nity of iuspecting them. I hope, therefore, to be 
indulged in pursuing the sentiments of former 
Administrations further on a subject of so much 
interest, On the 20th of February, 1800, Mr. 
Pickering, Secretary of State, addressed the 
President of the United States on the subject of 
a proposed treaty between the two countries, upon 
which occasion he makes the following remark : 
“That he transmits Mr. Liston’s note of the 4th 
‘of February, together with his project of a 
‘treaty for the reciprocal delivery of deserters ; 
‘ which appears to the Secretary utterly inadmis- 
* sible, unless it would put an end to impressment; 
‘which Mr. Liston seemed to imagine, while the 
‘seventh paragraph of his project expressly re- 
‘cognises the right of impressing British sub- 
‘jects, and consequently American citizens as at 
* present.” Mr. Wolcott, Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, when giving his opinion to the President, 
says—“ That the project of a treaty proposed by 
‘ His Britannic Majesty for the reciprocal delivery 
‘of deserters from the land and naval service 
‘does not sufficiently provide against the im- 
‘pressment of American seamen, and is there- 
* fore deemed inadmissible.” 

Mr. Stoddert, who acted as Secretary of the 


Navy, at that period; when advising the Presi- 
dent on the same subject, says—“ That the See- 
‘retary is clearly of opinion that it is better to 
“have no article, and meet all consequences, than 
* not to enumerate merchant vessels, on the high 
‘ seas, among the things not to be forcibly entered 
“in search of deserters.” 

The letter ot the present Chief Justice of the 
United States to Mr. King, Minister at London, 
dated on the 20th of September, 1800, places this 
subject in a strong light; he says— 

“The impressment of our seamen is an injury of 
very serious magnitude, which deeply affects the feel- 
ings and the honor of the nation. This valuable class 
of men is composed of natives and foreigners, who en-: 
gage voluntarily in our service. No right has been 
asserted to impress the natives of America. Yet they 
are impressed; they are dragged on board British 
ships of war, with the evidence of citizenship in their 
hand, and forced by violence then to serve until con- 
clusive testimonials of their birth can be obtained. 
These must most generally be sought for on this side 
the Atlantic. In the meantime acknowledged vio- 
lence is practised on a free citizen of the United States 
by compelling him to engage and to continue in foreign 
service. Although the Lords of the Admiralty uni- 
formly direct their discharge on the production of this 
testimony, yet many must perish unrelieved, and all 
are detained a considerable time in lawless and inju- 
rious confinement. It is the duty as well as the right 
of a friendly nation to require that measures be taken 
by the British Government to prevent the continued 
repetition of such violence by its agents. This can 
only be done by punishing and frowning on those 
who perpetrate it. The mere release of the injured, 
after a long course of service and of suffering, is no 
compensation for the past and no security for the fu- 
ture. It is impossible not to believe that the decisive 
interference of the Government in this respect would 
prevent a practice, the continuance of which must in- 
evitably produce discord between two nations which 
ought to be friends to each other.” 


In another part of the same letter, Mr. Mar- 
shall observes, “the United States require posi- 
‘tively that their seamen who are not British 
* subjects, whether born in America or elsewhere, 
“shall be exempt from impressment.” 

From these documents we clearly collect what 
was the view which the first and second Presi- 
dents of the United States had on this subject, 
and that of the principal officers of the Govern- 
ment. It appears that this exemption from im- 
pressment is no new claim set up by men now in 
power. Itisasoldasthe Government itself, and 
there never has been, nor can there be, an Ad- 
ministration in this country who dare surrender 
this point to any foreign Power. Once relin- 
quished, we had as well abandon the ocean alto- 
gether. If the liberty of American citizens is to 
be subject to the will, not of the English Gov- 
ernment, but what is infinitely worse, of every 
petty officer that navigates a British ship, it 1s 
in vain that we boast of freedom; we do not 
possess it; and only let the British Government 
understand you distinetly on this point, and you 
need talk no more of American commerce. When 
the gentleman from Massachusetts declaimed so 
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feelingly in favor of the innocent Canadians, I was | basis. Is it not known that in every war the in- 
astonished that he expressed no sympathy fór the | nocent and unoffending citizens or subjects of a. 
sufferings of the thousands of Americans who | community suffer for the crimes of their rulers? 
have forcibly been dragged from their country, | What injury had those British sailors done us 
their friends, their families, and everything that | who fell in the several engagements with Cap- 
is dear to man! and compelled to serve on board | tains Hull, Jones, and Decatur? Not only had 
the vessels of the enemy, even against their own | they committed no wrong on us, but never had 
country. If there be nothing in the East which | they in all probability conceived a thought to do 
can awaken his sympathies, I ask him to turn | so. They fell innocent victims to the ambition 
his eyes to the West; he will there see that we | of their tyrannical master. : 
have lost our fathers and our brothers. Our| It is pretended that French influence has found 
children have been butchered in their cradles ; | its way into our councils, Sir, they who make 
our mothers, our sisters, our daughters, and our | these insinuations do not themselves believe them; 
wives, have been led into savage captivity. If. f they use them to deceive those who have nota 
sir, that gentleman has his feelings so enlisted | fair opportunity of judging for themselves. Look 
‘on the side of the enemies of his country as to | at the instructions given by the Executive to our 
be unable to sympathize with us, I will not, I | Ministers at Parisand London: they require from 
cannot acknowledge him as my political brother. | France indemnity for pastinjuries asa preliminary 
Mr. Speaker, I name the gentleman from Massa- | to negotiation. From England weaskonly that she 
chusetts particularly, because he has pre-emi-|cease to injure us, and we will negotiate for the 
nently distinguished himself above his fellows in | past—showing evidently a disposition to act more 
tbis debate; they have deigned to reason upon |rigidly towards France than England—and, if 
the subject, but this course is too dull for him. | either Power has cause of complaint, it is clear 
Not content with denouncing everything that has | England has none. Sir, that France has injured 
occurred for twelve years past, and railing against | this country all admit. For myself I am no apolo- 
the present, he has gone into futurity, and pre- | gist for the French Emperor ; but I do not pos- 
dicted the events which are to take place for four | sess such enmity against any nation as to forget 
years to come. I beg the gentleman from Mas- | what is due tomy own. If this Government had 
sachusetts to recollect that he treads American | the power to humble the tyrant of continental 
soil. I entreat him to remember the country | Europe for the injuries be has inflicted upon us, 
in which he was born, and for which his father | I would unite with the gentleman from Massa- 
fought. Sir, the shameful surrender of the Ameri- | chusetts in pronouncing its accomplishment, “the 
can army at Detroit astonished me when I heard | celestial glory of America,” instead of applying 
it; but now astonishment ceases, after‘ what I| those expressions to the disasters and misfortunes 
have seen and heard on this floor. It is not|of our own country. But, sir, after all the de- 
strange that treason should be found in the camp. | feats of which gentlemen speak so boastingly,and 
Gentlemen on the other side have spoken of | convert into causes of iriumph to themselves, I 
our misfortunes on land; this seems indeed to | feel not discouraged. True, one general officer 
constitute the burden of their song, and they at- | may prove a traitor, another may mismanage a 
tribute them in a great degree to the ill-manage- | campaign, but the American soldiery have never 
ment of the Executive. Ff they will look fairly | disgraced themselves or their country ; they have 
into this subject, they will find the true cause | in every contest evinced firmness, bravery, and 
originating in this House; they will see that the | skill. They only want a leader worthy to com- 
disunion which prevails hereextendsitselfthrough- | mand an army of freemen, and they will trans- 
out the country ; and this it is that renders tbe | mit to their posterity the. blessings of liberty, or 
American arms feeble and inefficacious ; and they | perish in the attempt. 
will also discover that the enemy sees in that in-| It has been said, by a gentleman from North 
vidious line, which separates the political parties | Carolina, (Mr. Pearson,) that; if we exclude 
in this House, a sure indication of that severance | British seamen from our service by law, one of 
of the States, upon which Great Britain builds | two things must happen, either à peace would be 
her hopes. Sir, I ask the gentleman from New | the result, or the people of this country all unite 
York (Mr. Goup) why he has, dwelt with such | in a vigorous prosecution of the war. If I have 
peculiar pleasure upon the distresses now pre- | mistaken the meaning of the gentleman, I wish 
vailing in the Army, which he affirms have not | him to correct me at this time, and auswer the 
yet reached their highest limits? If the genile- | question directly, if, in that event, he will sup- 
man intended by this to discourage the recruiting | port the war? [Mr. Pearson explained.] Mr. 
service, his object is certainly not his country's | Gronpy proceeded: Sir, from the explanation 
good; but I trust his predictions will not be veri- | given, it will, I fear, be as difficult to come to an 
fied; it must be known to him that raw troops | understanding with that gentleman, as it is to ac- 
are always liable to diseases, from which those | commodate the points in dispute with the British 
accustomed to the camp are exempt; all expe- | Ministry; for, although the gentleman says he 
rience in military operations proves this fact. will not surrender an essential right of the coun- 
Some gentlemen allege that it is immoral, and | try, a question might be made by him as to wtiat 
even irreligious, to attack the Canadians, because | were essential rights. I will, nevertheless, Mr. 
they have done us no harm. Such political opin- | Speaker, make one more effort to elicit the opinion 
ions are formed on a very limited and contracted * of the gentleman onthissubject. Lask him whether 


607 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


608 


HiorR. 


Additional Military Force. 


January, 1813. 


he considers the impressment of American seamen 
“ a violation of an essential right of this country ?” 
[Mr. Pearson said he so considered it.] Then, 
said Mr. GRUNDY, from the gentleman’s own dec- 
claration, he is bound to support us in the war, if 
the principle of impressment is not relinquished 
by Great Britain. I have no hesitation in say- 
ing, that, in a time of peace, I am willing British 
seamen, not naturalized in this country, should be 
excluded from our service. I believe that such a 
regulation would inflict no injury or inconveni- 
ence on the country. Whenever, therefore, a 
proposition .to this effect is made, so as to take 
effect at the conclusion of the war, I shall vote 
for it. I consider it a direct encouragement to 
our own seamen, calculated to foster and cherish 
the enterprise and industry of that important class 
of our citizens. Sir, the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts has touched a topic peculiarly delicate, 
as I had supposed to some men in this country: 
T allude to the disclosures made to this Govern- 
ment by John Henry. The gentleman charges 
the Administration with having wantonly wasted 
fifty thousand dollars of the public money in pur- 
chasing documents of no intrinsic value. 1 have 
no knowledge of the sum given, or that anything 
was given for this disclosure, but, if a million had 
been given, I, for one, should not have thought it 
too much, were f satisfied that it could not have 
been had for less. Sir, that disclosure taught the 
people of this country knowledge which could be 
acquired in no other way. It affords an authen- 
tic historical fact of the perfidy of the British 
Ministry, which must excite against them the ex- 
ecration of the civilized world. It ought to warn 
the people of the United States, to read with cau- 
tion the newspaper essays, masking, under pro- 
fessions of patriotism, the productions of foreign 
influence and gold. 

I will now, sir, reply to a remark made by my 
friend from Virginia; and I take this opportunity 
of entering my protest against the doctrine which 
he advanced. He says, we must have an aug- 
mentation of the regular force, to put down insur- 
rection athome. I disclaim the idea. We want 
an increase of the Army to fight against the ene- 
mies of the country, and not to turn their arms 
against their brethren. Sir, I do not fear insur- 
rection. The factious members of this House 
may vapor much, and evince a strong disposition 
to do mischief, but, in the sober good sense of the 
people at home there isa corrective. There is 
too much intelligence in every quarter of our 
country to sacrifice the Constitution—the ark of 
our political safety—to promote the views of an 
ambitious faetion. 

A few words, sir, on the provisions of the bill 
before you, and I have done. It contemplates en- 
listments for one year, and this is considered ob- 
jectionable. I admit the force of the objection: 
five years’ men are better than those enlisted for 
one year. But, let gentlemen reflect, as the bon- 
orable member from Virginia (Mr. PLEASANTS) 
told them the other day, that the question is, not 
what kind of force is best, but what is the best 
within your power, taking into view the time at 


which you wish them to act., Five years! men, 
to the number wanted, you cannot get; those for 
one year you ean. The question is not whether 
men on long enlistment are not better than those 
enlisted for a shorter period, but whether a force 
of the latter description is not better than no force 
atall. Ido feel astonished that gentlemen who 
have declared the war, and are responsible for the 
prosecution of it, have not paid more attention to 
the course of argument observed by the Opposi- 
tion. Atone moment they tell you tbat you can- 
not get a sufficient force on long enlistments, and 
in the next breath they deprecate short enlist- 
ments. Militia and volunteers have been long 
since denounced by them as inefficient, and the 
employment of them a useless waste of the public 
treasure. On what species of force, then, Mr. 
Speaker, must we rely ? If this side of the House 
will be misled by the crooked councils of the Op- 
position, we who have declared the war must 
carry it on without an army ; and, instead of pro- 
ducing an acknowledgment of our just rights, our 
imbecility will become proverbial; our enemy ` 
will despise and pity us, and the people will justly 
frown us into retirement. 

Iam of opinion that this bill, if passed, will be 
productive of great good. The force will not only 
be useful for twelve months, but it constitutes an 
excellent fund out of which to draw men on to 
longer enlistments, should the exigencies of the 
country require it. I submit to the gentleman 
from Virginia, whether he has used the experi- 
ence he acquired in the Revolution to the best 
advantage? He says the first enlistments were 
for six weeks, then for three months; and the time 
was thus regularly increased, until, at last, enlist- 
ments were made during the war. He also says, 
that the frequent expiration of service produced 
great inconveniencies. No doubt this was-the 
case. But, has the gentleman reflected on the 
probable consequence to the country, at that pe- 
riod, had the then Congress only authorized those 
to be enlisted who would engage to serve during 
the war? Is he certain that an army would have 
been obtained at all? Iam of opinion, that, after 
you have men in the field, and after they become 
attached to a military life, it is easier to prevail 
on them to remain, than to indace them to aban- 
don their domestic attachments, and join the 
Army in the first instance. 

Mr. Troup said, that observations had fallen 
from certain gentlemen, which merited reply and 
deserved correction. The two gentlemen who 
had just sat down (Messrs. GRUNDY and ARCHER) 
had noticed some of those observations in a hand- 
some manner, and had given the appropriate an- 
swer. There yet remained some points which it 
would be proper to notice ; it was the comparative 
decorum with which they were made that entitled 
them to respect. The gentleman from Connec- 
tieut (Mr. Pirxrn) had declared that this Gov- 
ernment had insisted in past time, and did still 
continue to insist, that the American flag should 
cover all descriptions of persons sailing under it, 
and that this perseverance in an erroneous princi- 
ple had been the cause of the war, and of all 
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the ealamities the nation had suffered. Mr. T. 


said, he was the more surprised to hear a round, 
unqualified declaration of: this kind from the 
gentleman, because he Had given repeated proofs 
to the House of the attention which he bestowed 
on the public documents, and the assiduity with 
Which he had studied them ; there were two of 
ihem, especially, which the gentleman must bave 
read, and, reading, could not fail to have remem- 
bered ; one of no very remote date, the other very 
recent, and very interesting; it would be doing 
injustice to the gentleman to believe they were 
not strongly imprinted on his memory, yet did 
both those documents more plainly and directly 
contradict the allegation of the gentleman. Lon 
before the period, however, to which I refer, Mr. 
King, our Minister at London, had written to the 
Secretary of State “that, on this subject, viz: 
‘ jmpressment) we had again and again offered to 
' concur in a convention, which we thought prac- 
‘ticable to be formed, and which would settle 
* these questions in a manner that would be safe 
‘for England and satisfactory to us.” (Letter 
15th March, 1799.) The first document after this 
isa letter of instruction from the Secretary of 
State to Mr. Monroe, Minister at the Court of 
St. James, dated May 29th, 1807, soon after the 
failure of the treaty concluded by himself and 
Mr. Pinkney, and is to the following purport: 


* It is agreed that, after the term of 


months, : 


computed from the exchange of ratifications, and during | 


a war in which either of the contracting parties may 
be engaged, neither of them will permit any seaman, 
not being its own citizen or subject, and being a citizen 
or subject of the other party, who shall not have been 
for two years at least, prior to that date, constantly and 
voluntarily in the service or within the jurisdiction of 
the parties respectively, to enter or be employed on 
board any of its vessels navigating the high seas; and 
proper regulations, enforced by adequate penalties, shail 
be mutually established for distinguishing the seamen 
of the parties, respectively, and for giving fall effect to 
this stipulation.” 


Here, then, is documentary evidence that, so 
far back as the year 1807, the American Govern- 
ment had tendered to the British Cabinet a prop- 
osition, the effect of which was to exempt from 
the protection of the American flag, or, what is 
the same thing, to exclude from the American 
service every description of persons, saving Amer- 
ican native-born and naturalized citizens. Does 
the gentleman insist that the naturalized citizen 
should not be protected? If he does not, will he 
authorize the British to search and impress, though 
the American Government should prohibit, by all 
the penalties of law, foreigners of any description 
from entering into the service of her merchant 
vessels ? Does he mean that we shall be exposed 
to the vexatious practice of search and impress- 
ment, notwithstanding the Government shall do 
everything in its power to prevent British sub- 
jects from entering into its service? But, Mr. 
Speaker, if the proposition of Mr. Monroe did 
not go far enough for the gentleman, the propo- 
sition of Mr. Russell unquestionably did. Here 
it is: 

12th Cox. 2d Sxss.—20 


a ———M———————— —— 


“E finally offered, in order to answer at once all the 
observations and inquiries of Lord Castlereagh, that 
the proposed understanding should be expressed in the 
most generalterms. That the laws to take effect on 
the discontinuance of the practice ofimpressment should 
prohibit the employment of the native subjects or citi- 
zens of the one State, excepting such only as had al- 
ready been naturalized, on board the privaté or public 
ships of the other. Thus removing any objection that 
might have been raised with regard to the future effect 
of naturalization or the formal renunciation of any pre- 
tended right.” 


The effect of this proposition of Mr. Russell, 
sir, is not only the exclusion of British subjects 
from American employ, but the ,exclusion of 
British subjects who may in future be naturalized 
in the United States. Hence our flag would have 
covered none but native Americans, and such 
British subjects as had been before naturalized. 
Having employed the power of the country; 
having resorted to all the pains and penalties 
which the law can provide to prohibit this de- 
scription of persons from serving on board Amer- 
ican vessels, will the gentleman, notwithstand- 
ing, insist that British commanders shall enter 
our vessels to make search for seamen? If, not- 
withstanding the prohibition, it were permitted to 
British officers to make search for seamen, the 
prohibition had better not be made; the practice 
might as well go on in all the latitude of tyranny 
and oppression which has distinguished it. 

The gentleman from North Carolina n 
Pearson) has been pleased, in the course of his 
observations on this subject, to offer to the House 
a project for a peace. He would have the Legis- 
lature to pass laws prohibiting the employ of 
British seamen in our service, leaving the Presi- 
dent to make a tender of those laws through fit 
and proper characters to the British Government 
as the basis of an adjustment. The gentleman 
is to accomplish two objects by his project—a 
union of parties and a peace with the enemy; 
both objects, sir, are not less interesting to me 
than to the gentleman ; but, I very much doubt, 
Mr. Speaker, whether either of them be attaina- 
able. The gentleman not only requires a specific 
form to be given to the proposition itself, but itis - 
an essential condition on which he is to enter into 
the union, that the proposition be tendered to the 
British Government by such characters as he will 
approve; by men, as he says, without office and 
without expectation of office. Now, sir, although 
it may not be very difficult to find men who do 
not hold office; it would seem to me to be ex- 
tremely difficult, if not impossible, to find men 
without expectation of office; and yet the gen- 
tleman would be under no obligation to unite 
with us unless his project were tendered to the 
British Government by such men. Mr. Pinkney 
had passed for a Federalist both in this country 
and England; he haa tendered a very important 
proposition to the British Government ; but as 
the gentlemen on the other side had always 
doubted the sincerity of the Government in mak. 
ing that overture, it is to be presumed that what. 
ever confidence they might have had in Mr, 
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Pinkney as a politician, they had ceased to respect 
him asa fit person to make propositions to the 
British Government. Sir, I fear it is as difficult 
to unite parties as to conciliate the British Gov- 
ernment. Both the gentlemen from Connecticut 
and North Carolina have mistaken the character 
of that Government ; she is not to be conciliated. 
If they sincerely want peace, they must employ 
the resources and energies’ of the country to co- 
erce it. This is susceptible of proof; repeated 
overtures have been made in the most amicable 
spirit, and have been uniformly rejected, and un- 
der circumstances which left no doubt of the lurk- 
ing hostility, which dictated the rejection. 

The propésition of Mr. Monroe of 1807 had 
failed; the proposition of Mr. Pinkney of 1810 
and 1811 had failed ; the recent proposition of Mr. 
Russell had failed. Of the first, I have already 
spoken. Give me leave to say something of the 
second. The failureof the second proposition, viz: 
to continue the non-intercourse against France, 
repealing it as to England, provided England 
would rescind her Orders in Council, is one of the 
most extraordinary and unaccountable occurren- 
ces in political history. Be it remembered, sir, 
that this proposition was substantially a proposi- 
tion to go to war on the side of England against 
France, provided England would rescind her 
orders—France continuing her decrees. I say 
this was the proposition, substantially, because 
this was the inevitable effect of it, to place the 
United States in the same relation to England as 
they are now placed in relation to France—not 
with a view, Mr. Speaker, to an alliance with 
either; far from it; but, to the ullimate vindica- 
tion of their own just rights against the aggres- 
sions of either of them—warring for themselves, 
and for themselves making peace. But, most 
strange to say, Mr. Speaker, this voluntary tender 
of our friendship was disdainfully rejected; ata 
period, too, when England, pressed by a formida- 
ble war, was standing as it were on her last legs 
—all Europe united against her—and when, ac- 
cording to her own declaration, her very exist- 
ence was atstake ; when, too, the single condition 
of this friendly proposition was, that England 
should recall a measure, which, but a short time 
after, she was forced to abandon to the clamors 
and distresses of her own people. No, said Eng- 
land, we want not your friendship; it is of no 
value to us; you have not courage and fortitude 
to defend, manfully, your own just rights, and how 
can I expect that you will render important ser- 
vice to me? It is altogether impossible, sir, to 
account for the conduct of England, without sup- 
posing her to have entertained such sentiments. 
And will the gentleman from North Carolina 
flatter himself with the belief, that after the fail- 
ure of such a proposition, England is to be con- 
ciliated by his project—a project substantially the 
same as that of Mr. Monroe of 1807, and identi- 
cally the proposition of Mr. Russell in 1812? But, 
the gentleman derives hope from the ground on 
which Mr. Russell’s proposal was rejected. Mr. 
Russell, says the gentleman, was not regularly 
commissioned, nor was he formally instructed to 


make the proposition in the latitude in which he 
tendered it. But, sir, was not the letter of the 
Secretary of Statea sufficient commission for him? 
And, suppose Mr. Russell, consulting the spirit 
rather than the letter of his instructions, had given 
to the proposition a somewhat more liberal char- 
acter, it was not on this ground the proposition 
was rejected ; it was rejected, as Lord Castlereagh 
expressly said, because England would never con- 
sent to entertain any proposal which went to 
abridge her right of impressment ; that any ar- 
rangement for the limitation of this right was im- 
practicable, and had always been $0 5 that it was 
true, on this subject, their friends in Congress— 
meaning the Federalists—had believed in the 
practicability of an arrangement; but they were 
mistaken.. Mr. King was as far from accomplisli- 
ing itas Mr. Monroe. That, in fact, it was in vain 
to negotiate about it. Popular feeling would not 
permit theth to make any concession upon the 
subject This is the language of Lord Castlereagh. 
But, suppose it had not been: If the British cabi- 
net were sincerely disposed to listen to the pro- 
posal, they would have said so, notwithstanding 
any objection which could have been taken to the 
authority or power of Mr. Russell. Lord Castle- 
reagh would have said, for instance, that the pro- 
position was a fair one; that, if offered by an 
agent with full powers, it would be entertained ; 
if inconvenient to make it the basis of negotiation 
at London, it might be made the basis of negoti- 
ation at Washington. But this, sir, never entered 
into the head of Lord Castlereagh. "The answer 
to Mr. Russell was, that the thing was wholly 
impracticable, and had always been so. But, the 
gentleman desires us to repeat the same proposi- 
tion, that we may receive the same answer. 

I trust, sir, by this time, I bave been able to sat- 
isfy the gentleman that England is not to be con- 
ciliated. Will the gentleman and his friends unite 
with me in a project of coereion—a project in 
which I have no less confidence than the gentle- 
man from North Carolina in his own; yes, Sif, 
so much confidence that I would almost be tempt- 
ed to make a bargain with the gentleman to take 
any of their projects, however faaciful, if, within 
a reasonable time, the enemy did not yield to unt- 
ted councils and an active war. My project Is 
embargo—an immediate, entire, and rigidly exe- 
cuted embargo, embracing as well the coasting 
as foreign trade, and, if you please, sir, a provis- 
ion by law for naturalizing British seamen, vol- 
untarily entering into the service of the United 
States, during the war—the converse of the prop- 
osition of the gentleman. An embargo may be 
resorted to at this moment with comparatively 
little sacrifice: the foreign trade is inconsidera- 
ble; the coasting trade is almost entirely inter- 
rupted. The effect of an embargo would be, 

1. To keep our own commerce safe at home, 
leaving the commerce of the enemy exposed to 
the assaults of our privateers and publie vessels; 

2. To distress the enemy at home, in his colo- 
nies, and on the Peninsula; 

3. To give ten-fold vigor to the war, by mak- 
ing a diversion of men and of capital in favor o 
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our privateers, and of men in favor of our public 
vessels;. ` eine Se i . ` 

_4. To facilitate the reduction'of Canada, by cre- 
ating partial scarcity, at least—perhaps absolute 
distress. | — “noe i 

Now is the moment, Mr. Speaker, for this em- 
bargo. The British papers announce that the 
price of bread has risen on the heel of the har- 
vest, though the harvest has been described as 
abundant. ‘The proclamations of the Prince Re- 
gent prohibit the conversion of grain into starch 
and the use of grain in the breweries. Can we 
have stronger evidence of apprehended scarcity ? 
Str, of the force and effect with which this meas- 
ure may be wielded against the enemy, we do 
not want more decisive proof than that which 
the enemy himself has furnished—proof which 
isa source of triumph and exultation to every 
American, Two facts were unfolded. First, by 
the examination before the British House of Com- 
mons, it had been shown that if the British people 
were not at all times and under all circumstances 
absolutely dependent on us for a market for their 
manufactures, they were at this time and in the 
present state of the world absolutely dependent ; 
second, that if not always, and in every state of 
things, absolutely: dependent on us for supplies of 
provisions, they were in the present state of Eu- 
rope absolutely dependent. I beseech the gen- 
tlemen, therefore, to take the embargo as a sure 
measure of attaining what they profess so much 
to desire—peace. But, sir, the other measure 
which I tender to the gentlemen, though not so 
powerful and: efficient against the enemy, is not 
less interesting: The protection of seamen of 
every description, during the war, who shall be 
found fighting under the American flag—to natu- 
ralize the seaman voluntarily enlisting on board 
the armed vessels of the United States, and hav- 
ing naturalized, to protect him with the power of 
the country. 

Whatever, Mr. Speaker, have been our misfor- 
tunes or reverses on the land, we may enjoy the 
consolation that the gallantry and skill of our 
‘seamen will make the war, if not a short, yet 
certainly an honorable one for the country; the 
war was undertaken chiefly for them; they will 
be chiefly instrumental in waging it, and I have 
no doubt they will make it a glorious one for 
themselves and for all of us; but they ought to 
be, protected. Whatever be the description or 
character of the seaman fighting under the Ameri- 
can flag, that seaman ought to be protected. Not 
a hair of his head should be touched by the enemy 
with impunity. In considering, Mr. Speaker, the 
right, propriety, and justice, of adopting this regu- 
lation, we are naturally led to advert to the Brit- 
ish doctrine and practice on this subject; and here 
I beg leave to remark that it is scarcely possible 
for the imagination to conceive anything more 
inconsistent and contradictory than the British 
doctrine and practice. She sets upa principle of 
public law—be it arbitrary or be it sound, no 
matter—she requires the observance of it from all 
other nations as a settled principle of publie law. 
So long as it suits her to respect, she respects it; 


whenever it suits her to violate, she violates it; 
her principle is, that allegiance is natural, per- 
petual, and inalienable; that it is born with the 
subject and descends with him into the grave; 
that once.a British subject, always a British sub- 
ject. She enforces this doctrine when she im- 
presses from American vessels naturalized citi- 
zens; she enforces it when she threatens with 
death, as the Prince Regent has recently done in 
his proclamation, the British seaman of any de- 
scription who may be found fighting under the 
American flag. She violates the doctrine, she 
tramples it under foot, when she declares by 
statute, that the American seaman entering vol- 
untarily into herservice, and continuing two years, 
is tpso facto naturalized. She violates the doc- 
trine, she tramples it under foot, when she de- 
clares by statute, that the American seaman, con- 
tracting marriage with a British subject, is ipso 
facto naturalized. Thus, while in practice she 
contemns her own doctrine, she holds out every 
lure and temptation to the American seaman to 
desert the service of his country. It is not of 
much importance to us, Mr. Speaker, what doc- 
trine the British Government may set up; all we 
ask is, that whatever the doctrine be, she will 
herself respect it. While her Government is in 
the habitual practice of naturalizing American 
seamen, she insists that our Government shall not 
naturalize her subjects. Assuredly, Mr. Speaker, 
it cannot be unlawful for us to do in relation to 
her what she does in relation to us. If she vio- 
lates the public law in relation to us, that very 
public law authorizes us to violate it in relation 
to her. This is the law of retaliation. If she 
can naturalize our seamen serving two years on 
board her vessels, or contracting marriage with 
her subjects, we may naturalize her seamen en- 
tering voluntarily into our service; the period of 
two years, prescribed by the British statutes, 
makes no difference; it affects not the principle; 
it is entirely arbitrary; she might as well have 
prescribed two months, or two days, or two hours. 

You will observe, Mr. Speaker, that the Brit- 


‘ish Government, in executing this regulation, has 


no regard to the character of the American sea- 
man, It is unimportant to her whether the sea- 
man be a deserter or not from the American ser- 
vice; it is immaterial whether he deserted before 
or after the war. Indeed no questions are asked; 
it is sufficient for the purpose that he is an Ameri- 
can citizen willing to enter into her service, con- 
tracting marriage with a British subject, or serv- 
ing two years on board her publie ships. We 
demand nothing but reciprocity ; there is no jus- 
tice or equity where there is no reciprocity; and 
between nations there must be reciprocity, because 
there is perfect equality. Hence, Mr. Speaker, 
the justice, the lawfulness, the propriety of the 
regulation which I propose to you. Let us fora 
moment consider its expediency. Engaged ina 
war with a formidable Power, we find ourselves 
in one important respect occupying è vantage 
ground. Shall we avail ourselves of it to the 
injury of the enemy, or shall we voluntarily 
abandon it? The advantage results from the na- 
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ture of things. The temptation to British seamen 
to enter the American service is stronger than 
the tempiation to American seamen to enter the 
British service; and the fact is that more British 
seamen enter the American service than Ameri- 
can seamen the British service. - Shall we, I re- 
peat, avail ourselves of this advantage during the 
war or not? Not, Mr. Speaker, that we want her 
seamen ; not that they are essentially useful, much 
less necessary to our service; but that by taking 
them from the enemy we wound, and wound her 
where she is most vulnerable; the loss to her is 
much more important than the gain tous. She 
sets the example too; and when we offer as a con- 
dition of peace to prevent her seamen from enter- 
ing into our service, we are instructed by her 
conduct that she chooses rather to enforce her 
practice of impressment by arms, than to rely on 
any pledge which we can give for the exclusion 
of her seamen from our employ. 

I entreat gentlemen, therefore, to take my pro- 
fect of coercion instead of their project of propi- 
tiation. I have endeavored to show that the ene- 
my is not to be conciliated. 

First. Because the conciliatory overture of 1807, 
substantially the same with the proposition of the 
gentleman from North Carolina, was rejected. 

Second. Because the overture of Mr. Russell, 
of 1812, identically the proposition of the gentle- 
man, was rejected. 

And third. Above all, that the overture repeat- 
edly pressed by Mr. Pinkney, in 1810 and 1811, 
the inevitable effect of which would have been 
to throw us into the war on the side of England 
against France, was rejected. 

Sir, it will be asked, with wonder and aston- 
ishment, how an overture of this character, so 
favorable to the obvious poliey and interest of 
England, could have been thrown back upon us 
with disdain: incredible as the fact is, it is true. 
The cause, I repeat it, is only to be sought in the 
ineffable contempt in which she has held us; 
looking at our party divisions, and calculating on 
the weakness and fluctuation of our councils, she 
indulges a confident belief that the fatal and vi- 
bratory policy which yielded the old embargo to 
the clamors of a petty faction, would forever dis- 
tinguish our course. Yes, sir, it is to the forced 
repeal of the old embargo that we must look for 
the causes of our protracted quarrel with Eng- 
land. We had given no incontestible evidence 
before of the influence of faction upon our coun- 
cils; from that moment, however, she ceased to 
respect us; from that moment, she never dreamed 
that it was possible for us to go to war. When 
the war came, she let go the Orders in Council, 
to be sure, but sbe still continued to believe, and 
yet continues to believe, that the same spirit of 
faction which forced the repeal of the old em- 
bargo, would drive you out of the war. She 
has been looking with hope and with confidence 
to the issue of the late elections. Now that she 
is disappointed in the result, there is no saying 
whatshe will do. Our safest and wisest course 
is, however, to combine the resources of the coun- 
try to give force and vigor to the war. 


The objections to this bill, sir, are so various 
and contradictory that one is at a loss in what 
manner to consider them. By some, it is said the 
force is too great ; by others, it is too small; by 
some, the term of enlistment is too short; by 
others, the innocent Canadians are to be overrun 
with it directly ; and others, again, are opposed 
to it, because standing armies are dangerous to 
Republics, and because they confer great patron- 
age and power. " 

We are embarked in the war; a military force 
is necessary to carry it on ; it must be one of two 
descriptions—militia or regulars. When we ask 
gentlemen for the militia, they say no !—the mi- 
litia belong to the States; they are constitution- 
ally under the control of the State authorities for 
local defence; you shall not have them. Well, 
sir, in this, for the present, we have seemed to 
acquiesce, but, gentlemen, if you will not giveus 
the militia, pray give us a regular force. . No, 
say gentlemen, regular armies are dangerous to 
Republies; they confertoo much patronage. Well, 
if you will neither give us regulars or militia, 
what will you do? And here, sir, at last, we 
have extorted their system. Will you believe it, 
sir? Itis to repeal the declaration of war, lay 
down our arms, and throw ourselves upon the 
generosity of the enemy—he is a noble and gen- 
erous foe, and will grant you reasonable terms. 
Thus, sir, are we to be bound hand and foot. with 
our locks shorn, and delivered over to the Philis- 
tines. We answer: this, gentlemen, may be a 
very good system for you, but it isa very bad one 
for us; if you will be united against us, we will 
endeavor to be united for the country against you; 
and when we negotiate, to negotiate with arms 
in our hands. 

Sir, there is one argument which, on this sub- 
ject, I think, merits attention. As the power of 
declaring war is lodged with the Legislature, so 
the power of conducting it is vested in the Ex- 
ecutive. He is, constitutionally, the sole conduct- 
or of war; he has the planning of the campaign, 
the adaptation of force, and the uncontrolled di- 
rection of it in the field. The object of the war 
is a speedy and honorable peace, and it is his duty 
so to direct the national force, that the object be 
attained in the best manner, and with the least 
possible delay. He is responsible to you, there- 
fore, for the wise and judicious application of the 
force; he is responsible to you by election, and by 
impeachment. Is not this responsibility of some 
value to you? Does it not become you to main- 
tain and cherish it? You can only cherish it by 
granting, and granting liberally, the supplies 
asked for. If you withhold the supplies, you de- 
stroy the responsibility, you assume it to your- 
selves. If you grant the supplies with a niggardly 
or parsimonious hand, you impair the respon- 
sibility, you diminish it essentially. Liberal sup- 
plies of men and money are necessary to success; 
your armies and navies must be well found, or 
they are inefficient. How comes it the Emperor 
of France marched fifteen hundred miles from 
home, and vanquished forty millions of people; 
before we reduced a petty province of the enemy; 
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and lying at our very door? Military skill out 
of the question—it-is because of his ample com- 
mand of men ánd.money. How is it that Eng- 
land makes such vast efforts on the Peninsula ? 
It is because the Parliament never hesitates to 
grant the supplies, arid to grant them liberally. 
But the term of enlistment is too short; so it is, 
if we want this force for the general purposes of 
the war; for the general purposes of the war, five 
years’ men are infinitely better; but we do not 
‘want more five years’ men than are already pro- 
vided by law. ‘The Executive asked this force 
in-addition, as a peculiar foree, and for a tempo- 
rary occasion ; they say, everything considered, 
it is best adapted to their object. Will we believe 
them? Will we give them what they ask? Or, 
will we give them what they do not ask ? 

Mr. T. concluded his speech, by adverting to 
the alleged misfortunes of the war, and attribut- 
ing much of the delay of operations on land, to 
the unwarrantable efforts of party, in introducing 
insubordination and disaffection in the Eastern 


States, &c. 


Taorspay, January 7. 


Mr. Morrow, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, presented a bill confirming certain 
claims to land in the District of Vincennes; which 
was read twice, and committed to a Committee 
of the Whole on Monday next. 

Mr. Monnow, from the same committee, also 
presented a bill for the relief of John Binnion ; 
which was read twice, and ordered to be engrossed, 
and read the third time to-morrow. 

Mr. B. Haru moved the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to lay before this House a statement of 
the number of officers and men employed in the ser- 
vice of the United States, on board the Navy, from the 
lst October, 1811, to the 30th September, 1812; on 
what ship or vessel, and by whom commanded; the 
amount of pay and rations furnished; the articles of 
provision purchased, and price ; medicines, instruments, 
and hospital stores, furnished each vessel; the freight, 
store-rent, and contingent expenses; where, for what, 
and to whom paid; the expenditures on account of 
navy yards and docks, where expended, and what re- 
pairs made; the number of ordnance and small arms, 
and price, and of whom purchased; what vessels re- 
paired, at what place, and the sum of money expended 
on each; the number of workmen and laborers em- 
ployed in each navy yard, and the price given per day 
or month ; the quantity of ship-timber and other naval 
stores on hand, and at what place; the number and 
description of vessels built and repaired at the navy 
yard at Washington. 

The resolution was read, and ordered to lie on 
the table. 

The Spaaxer laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the T'reasury, transmitting 
the annual statements of importations of goods in 
American and foreign vessels, from the 1st Octo- 
ber, 1810, to the 30th September, 1811.—Ordered 
to lie on the table. 


‘On motion of Mr. HzM»PsTEAD, a committee 
was appointed to: inquire if any, and if any what, 
amendments are necessary to be: made to the act, 
entitled :'* An act to provide for the government 
of the Territory of Missouri;” and Mr. Hemp- 
STEAD, Mr. McK xs, Mr. Rasa, Mr. Barnett, and 
Mr. Rosertson, were appointed the committee. 


“ADDITIONAL MILITARY FORCE. 


The House resumed the consideration of the, 
order of the day, relating to this subject, when 

Mr. Troup concluded the observations he yes- 
terday commenced in favor of the bill. 

Mr. Wittias, with a view of proposing cer- 
tain amendments to the bill, moved that it be re- 
committed to a Committee of the Whole; which 
motion was agreed to, and the House resolved 
itself into a Committee of the Whole accordingly. 

Mr. WirLiAMS then moved to amend the bill 
by striking out the words “twenty regiments,” 
and inserting “such number of regiments, not 
exceeding twenty, as may, in the opinion of the 
President, be necessary to the public service.” 

Mr. W. said, the amendment he had proposed 
was of such a nature as required but a very 
few words to explain.. By those who recollected 
the former course of his arguments, it would be 
remembered that he had stated that this force was 
intended not only for the defence of the country, 
but for filling up the deficiency of our present 
regiments. . The bill goes to repeal. your present 
laws authorizing the acceptance of volunteers, 
while the act authorizing the President to raise 
50,000 men in one way 1s to be substituted by this 
bill, authorizing 20,000 men in another. As, how- 
ever, under those acts, certain corps had been 
accepted, (with the amount of which he was not 
acquainted,) it was not the disposition of the Mil- 
itary Committee, or of those who manage our 
military affairs, to ask for a greater force than was 
necessary ; and therefore he wished to give the 
Executive a discretion not to raise so great a 
force, as proposed by this bill, by so many volun- 
teers as may now be in service. For instance, if 
10,000 volunteers should appear to be in service, 
under the volunteer acts, it might be advisable 
not to raise, of the force proposed by this bill, more 
than 10,000 men. 1 

Mr. WinLIAMS's motion was. agreed to, with- 
out a division. f : 

-Mr. Fitcu moved to strike out the fourth sec- 
tion of the bill, giving to the President the ap- 
pointment of all officers under the rank of Colo- 
nel.—Motion lost. [e 

Mr. M. Cray then made a motion to strike out 
one year, (the time of enlistment;) and insert three 
years. y . 

Mr. Lownpzs spoke at leng th in support of this 
motion. He was in favor of a vigorous prosecu- 
tion of the war, for which he did not think this 
description of force calculated. 

Mr. FixpLEY and Mr. WiLLIAMS replied to Mr. 
LowNDES. 

The motion of Mr. CLAY was-negatived by a 
large majority—15 or 20 only rising in favor 
of it. 
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Mr. Bieeoxer.—Mr. Chairman: Ihave a very 
few, very desultory, and I fear very unimportant 
observations to.-make on the subject now before 
the Committee. They will be few, not because | 
the subject does not abound with various fruitful 
and interesting topics, but because an indisposi- 
tion of some days has unfitted me for any con- 
siderable effort of memory. 

I was opposed to the war when it was de- 
clared, because I was confidently persuaded that 
the. evils of -which we complained were of a 
nature not to be remedied by war. I thought, too, 
sir, that by entering into war, we were plunging 
ourselves into evils a million fold greater-than 
those from.which we sought to be relieved. I 
was opposed. to the war, because I thought that, 
notwithstanding all the decrees and orders of the 
belligerents affecting our neutral rights, we might 
enjoy a commerce more extensive and profitable 
than we could have in atime of European peace. 
The war in Europe was, in fact, a blessing to 
this country. I was opposed to the war, because 
I knew that the whole of one of the great polit- 
ical parties in the Northern and Eastern, the 
most commercial section of the country, which 
was most interested in the avowed objects of the 
war, openly condemned it; and I believed that a 
great portion of the other party was secretly op- 
posed to it. This objection was to my mind per- 
fectly conclusive. If there had been no other 
reason against the war, this was enough. What, 
sir, go to war when that part of the country 
which has most of its wealth, strength, and re- 
sources, is decidedly opposed to it! go to war for 
commercial.and maritime rights, when the peo- 
ple of that part. of the country which is princi- 
pally interested in its commerce and navigation, 
openly execrate war! 

It seemed to me that it became legislators who 
were disposed to exercise a paternal regard over 
the interests of the nation, to give up their own 
opinions, their prejudices and partialities, rather 
than go to war with a people thus divided. And 
permit me to say, sir, without any disparagement 
to the members of this House, that thousands 
and tens of thousands of the inhabitants of that 

art of the country of which I have been speak- 
ing, are as competent to understand the true in- 
terest and honor of the nation, as gentlemen who 
happen to be members of Congress. 

1 was opposed to the war, because I thought it 
might expose our happy form of Government— 
our excellent political institutions—to a danger- 
ous trial. I was afraid, sir, that the war might 
produce a pressure upon the Government which 
it would not be able to sustain. I was opposed to 
the war, and this was the bitter draught, because 
it brought us into concert and co-operation with 
the great destroyer, the grand enemy of freedom 
and humanity throughout the world. I was op- 
posed to the war, because I believed the state of 
things in Europe, out of which our difficulties 
arose—a state of things which the United States 
had no power to control—was in its nature tran- 
Sient, Rather than plunge ourselves into the 
vortex of European polities; rather than encoun- 


ter the evils and dangers of war, I thought it 
would:be wise and prudent to wait until *the 
troubled waters should subside, and the ancient 
landmarks of the world reappear above the 
flood ;” with a living statesman, I thought I saw 
in the very cloud which blackened all our hori- 
zon, the bow which was set for a token, that the 
tempest would not be forever. 

But, sir, war was declared, and the doctrine 
hassince been promulgated, that it is now the duty 
of every man to support it; that all inquiry must 
be hushed, and all examination of its expediency 
and propriety cease. So far as this doctrine in- 
culeates obedience to the laws, it has my cordial 
approbation ; but inasmuch as it denies the right 
of the citizen to examine into the causes of ihe 
war, to express and publish his opinions respect- 
ing its policy, it is an iusult to the understanding 
of an. intelligent people, and inconsistent with 
the charaeter and spirit of the Constitution. War 
is declared by law. How shall the law be re- 
pealed? How can we get rid of the war, if we 
may not say that it is inexpedient, impolitic, and 
ruinous? How abominable the doctrine is, that 
the declaration of warshuts the door against all 
inquiry, is manifest from the consideration, that 
it would enable a wicked Administration to per- 
petuate its power by declaring war. Again, sir, 
I would ask the advocates of the doctrine Lam 
reprobating, when will it be proper to show the 
folly and ruinous consequences of the war? Sup- 
pose the war to have continued five or ten years, 
and the country to be impoverished, its com- 
merce annihilated, its resources exhausted, its 
best blood expended in wild and fruitless pro- 
jects of conquest, the people oppressed by debts 
and taxes, will it then be deemed improper to ex- 
pose the absurdity and mischief of continuing 
the war? Surely, sir, it will be. patriotic and 
laudable to alarm the people, to entreat them to 
putan end to that which is the cause of their 
calamities. And if such conduct will then be 
proper, it must be laudable and patriotic now to 
show them their evils and dangers, and to point 
them to the means of escape. ; 

But, sir, what has been the state of the coun- 
try since the declaration of war? I speak again 
in reference to public opinion. 'The people of 
the North and East have poured out their feel- 
ings and opinions, their complaints and groans, 
in addresses, petitions, resolutions, and remon- 
strances against the war. Look, sir, at the Pres- 
idential election, and you see all the Northern. 
and Eastern States, with the exception of Ver- 
mont, arrayed against the Administration. You 
see the people disregarding the old line of party 
division and distinction. Yes, sir, in spite of 
snch division and distinction, “ burying their 
mutual animosilies,” their ancient prejudices, “in 
their common detestation” of the policy of the 
Government, rising up in their might and strength 
to manifest their hostility to the course of meas- 
ures it has pursued. This, Mr. Chairman, isa 
state of things which ought to arrest the atten- 
tion, and engage the reflection of the National 
Legislature, for without that section of country 
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our strength is weakness.. I know how ungra- 
cious and invidious topics of this kind are to 
some gentlemen.. But,sir, we cannot help itthat 
the country is made up of seclions. We are 
legislating for such a country, and it is our busi- 
ness and duty to regard the circumstances, the 
interests, and feelings of the people of different 
parts of the Union. ' We declared’ war for com- 
merce; the people most interested in commerce 
were opposed to it. We continue the war for 
sailors’ rights, and three-fourths of our native 
American seamen belong to New York and the 
Eastern States, the people of which are sighing 
for peace. It ought to be remembered, too, sir, 
that the war itself must have the effect of driving 
a vast portion of our sailors out of the country 
into foreign service. ; 

But, Mr. Chairman, whatever may have been 
the reasons for declaring war, the question is not 
now what it was when war was declared. Our 
relations with the belligerents have materially 
and essentially changed. So much have they 
changed, that I declare, without fear of contra- 
diction, that had they been on the 17th of June 
last what they now are, we should not have gone 
to war. I hope no gentleman of this Committee 
will deny this, But if any gentleman should 
deny it, the nation will not believe him. Sir, 
we have received new, important, and interest- 
ing evidence of the true state of our foreign re- 
lations since the declaration of war. Facts which 
were then unknown, and which have shed a flood 
of light.upon the situation and policy of the 
United States, have since been published to the 
world. The repeal of the Orders in Council it- 
self, by removing the principal cause of the war, 
has produced .a most material change; for had 
they been repealed before the war was declared, 
there would have been no war ; and let it be re- 
membered, that they were repealed before the 
war was known in England, But this is not all 
to which I refer. I mean to speak of the evi- 
dence we have received respecting our relations 
with France; and I hope gentlemen will not be 
startled or offended by what I am about to say. 
I declare confidently and boldly that Napoleon 
has inveigled us into the war. He has cajoled and 
deceived us. But for his arts, intrigues, and dupli- 
city, the United States would not now have been 
at war.with Great Britain. Yes, sir, he has led 
us on step by step, until he brought us to the edge 
of the precipice, and plunged us into the abyss. 
We have been humbled and mortified. He has 
triumphed over our character, our honor, our 
rights, our independence. I do not say these 
things hastily, carelessly, or lightly. And I will 
add that after the discovery of the deceit and 
duplicity which the Emperor of France has prac- 
tised upon us, it became the cuty of this Gov- 
ernment to go back to the ground it occupied 
before the President's proclamation of Novem- 
ber, 1810, or to declare immediate war against 
France. A proper regard to the honor, the char- 
acter, and independence of the eountry, demand- 
ed this of its Government. 


Sir, the proof of what I have said, is plain; and 


it is time that it be stated here, and spread before ` 


the nation. I beg the attention of the Commit- 
tee to the facts on which it rests. I need not go 
back farther than to.the law of May, 1810, which 
provided.that the non-intercourse act should cease, 
as to that belligerent which should first repeal 
its decrees, violating our neutral rights, and that it 
should operate on the other, which should fail so- 
to do, within three. months after the Presidents 
proclamation of the fact of such repeal. This law, 
and the conduct of the President under it, are the 
immediate cause of the war, and the present un- 
happy state of the country. On the Sth of Au- 
gust, 1810, the Duke de Cadore wrote his famous 

letter to General Armstrong, the American Min- 
ister in Paris, stating that the Berlin and Milan 

decrees would, upon certain conditions, cease on. 
the first of November then next. On the author- 

ity of this letter, the President of the United 

States issued his proclamation, declaring the fact, 

that the French decrees were repealed. But the 

British Government, not considering the letter of 
the Duke de Cadore sufficient evidence of their 

repeal, did not revoke their Orders in Council, 

and, in consequence, our non-intercourse act went 

into operation against Great Britain, the Febru- 

ary following. Notwithstanding the proclama- 

tion of the President, great doubts existed in 

this country, whether the French decrees were 

in fact repealed. "To remove these doubts, to 

confirm the proclamation, to prevent inquiry and 

investigation in the judicial tribunals of the coun- 

try, the act of March, 1811, was passed. Yet, sir, 

it has ever since been denied, that the decrees of 

Berlin and Milan were repealed. The public 

prints have teemed, and the tables of this House 

have been loaded with the proofs of their exist- 

enceand execution. You remember, sir,an impres- 
sive argument; in many respects original, an un- 

answered and unanswerable argument of the hon- 

orable gentleman from Virginia (Mr. RaNpOoLPH) 

on this subject in this House, towards the close 

ofthelastsession. But, sir, notwithstanding all 

this, this Government persisted in declaring, that 

the French decrees were repealed. Ido not mean 

to discuss that stale matter. The statement I 

make is necessary to my present purpose. The 

question of their repeal, was the subject of a very 

voluminous and long-continued correspondence 

between Mr. Foster, the British Minister, and our 

Secretary of State. The discussion, I believe, 

was protracted to the last moment of peace. War 

was declared on the 18th of June. Some weeks 

afterwards, appeared in this country a decree of 

Napoleon, issued in May last, and bearing date 

the 28th of. April, 1811: This is an extraordi- 

nary paper, and deserves some attention. I will 

read it: 

* APRIL 28, 1813. 
“ Napoleon, Emperor of the French, c. 

“On the report of our Minister of Foreign Rela- 
tions: 

* Seeing, by a law passed 2d March, 1811, the Con- 
gress has ordered the execution of the provisions of 
the act of non-intercourse, which prohibits the vessels 
and merchandise of Great Britain, her colonies and 
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dependencies, from entering the ports of the United 
States. ' d 

** Considering that the said law is an act of resist- 
ance to the arbitrary pretensions consecrated by the 
British Orders in Council, and a formal refusal to ad- 
here to a system invading the independence of neutral 
Powers and of their flag; we have ordered, and do 

` decree, as follows: 

“The decrees of Berlin and Milan are definitively, 
and to date, from 1st November last, considered as not 
existing in regard to American vessels.” 


Now, sir, did this decree exist at the time of 
its date? No, sir, the date is false. If the de- 
cree existed in April, 1811, why was it not com- 
municated to this nation, the only ove interested 
in the subject? Why was it not communicated 
to Mr. Russell, who so strongly urged upon the 
French Government the necessity of furnishing 
some evidence of the repeal of the decrees. For 
the purpose of communicating some satisfactory 
information on that subject ‘to this country, he 
detained the John Adams in France, in July, 
1811. You will remember Napoleon’s decree is 
dated in April. Permit me here to read a pas- 
sage of Mr. Russell’s letter to Mr. Monroe, dated 
the 15th of July, 1811. 


* On the 14th of June, Mr. Hamilton, of the John 
Adams, reached Paris, and informed me that this ves- 
sel had arrived at Cherbourg. Unwilling to close 
my despatches by her, without being able to com- 
municate something of a more definite and satisfactory 
character, than enything which had hitherto transpired, 
I immediately called atthe Office of Foreign Relations, 
but, the Minister being at St. Cloud, I was obliged to 
postpone the interview which I sought until the Tues- 

ay following. At this interview, [ stated to him the 

arrival of the frigate, and my solicitude to transmit by 
her to the United States, some act of this Government, 
justifying the expectation with which the important 
law which she had brought hither had, undoubtedly, 
been passed." 

After Mr. Russell had left Paris, he wrote from 
England to Mr. Barlow, who succeeded him, 
“for additional proofs of the removal of the de- 
crees.” Mr. Barlow seems to be very anxious 
“ to get the treaty through, carrying an unequiv- 
ocal stipulation, that shall lay that question to 
rest.” 

But it was all in vain; no authentic evidence 
of the repeal was furnished. This decree did not 
exist; and why was it not issued? Why was 
the evidence of the repeal of the decrees with- 
held? The answer is obvious. The United 
States were not yet committed to go to war with 
Greut Britain. Napoleon knew very well that 

when proper evidence of the repeal of his decrees 
was furnished, the English Orders in Council 
would be repealed, and the United States would 
not go to war with Great Britain. For, sir, he 
knew very well, and we know very well, that 
for the subject of impressments alone, this coun- 
try would not goto war. It cannot be denied, 
that for this cause, we should not have declared 
war. This Government has never been disposed 
to go to war on that ground alone. The present 
President of the United States made an arrange- 


ment with Mr. Erskine, which gladdened the 
heart of every man in the nation, without any 
provision.on that subject, without any mention 
of it; and there was not a murmur in the coun- 
try, on account of its omission. Mr. Pinkney, 
too, as stated by the gentleman from Georgia, 
(Mr. Trovp,) yesterday, again and again, offered 
to accommodate with England, on the rescind- 
ing of the Orders in Council, without any refer- 
ence to impressments. 

Sir, this decree itself is an insult to this Gov- 
ernment, It is issued expressly, because we had 
taken our stand against England; it is declared 
to be issued in consequence of our act of March, 
1811, when, in fact, the President's proclamation 
and the act of March were founded on the re- 
peal of the decrees. To show the correctness of 
my remarks on this part of the subject; to show 
that Napoleon has triumphed over our honor and 
character, I beg leave to call the attention of the 
Committee to Mr. Russell’s letter to Mr. Mon- 
roe, dated the 9th of. June, 1811. His language 
does credit to his understanding and feelings: 


* To have waited for the receipt of the proclama- 
tion, in order to make use of it for the liberation of 
the New Orleans Packet, appeared to me a preposter- 
ous and unworthy course of proceeding, and to be 
nothing better than absurdly and basely employing 
the declaration of the President, that the Berlin and 
Milan decrees had been revoked, as the means of ob- 
taining thcir revocation. I believed it became me to 
take higher ground, and without confining myself to 
the mode best calculated to recover the property, to 
pursue that which the dignity of the American Gov- 
ernment required. 

** A crisis, in my opinion, presented itself, which was 
to decide whether the French edicts were retracted as 
3 preliminary to the execution of our law ; or whether, 
by the non-performance of one party, and the prompt 
performance of the other, the order in which these 
measures ought to stand was to he reversed, and the 
American Government shuffled into the lead, where 
national honor and the law required it to follow.” 


It would have been base to have employed the 
President's proclamation, that the Berlin and Mi- 
lan decrees had been revoked as the means of ob- 
taining their revocation. But what, sir, is the 
price we have at length paid for their repeal? 
The President's proclamation was not enough; 
the act of March added to it was not enough; 
we could not procure the revocation till we went 
to war. For, sir, the Emperor would not issue 
this deeree till he knew that we were pledged aud 
committed to go to war with Great Britain. How 
he knew this, sir, it is not for me to say. We all 
know, however, that he had all the acts of this 
Government to satisfy him of the course we were 
pursuing—the step we were about to take. He 
had the President's Message, the report of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations,the warspeeches 
of the members of this House, the laws for raising 
armies, and the embargo. In the month of May, 
then, when the policy of this country in relation 
to Great Britain was settled, he issues his decree, 
just in such time, too, sir, that it could not reach 
this country till we had plunged into the war. 
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And well, iu such a state, might he repeal his 
decrees, which, by tlie war itself, would be super- 
seded—would become a nullity. — 

Thus, sir, believing the French decrees to be 
repealed, we departed from our neutral stand by 
enforcing the non-intercourse law against Great 
Britain. We have. in vain waited for such evi- 
dence of their repeal as would have induced Great 
Britain to rescind her Orders in Council—the 
great cause of the war. Their revocation de- 
pended upon the repeal of the French decrees; 
and had they been revoked, there would have 
been no war between the United States and 
Great Britain. The decree, declaring the edicts 
of France to be revoked, is at length issued, when 
the Emperor knows it is too late to prevent the 
war. The decree is communicated to the Eng- 
lish Government, the Orders in Council are re- 
voked on the ground of the repeal of the French 
decrees, but the United States have declared war. 
How, sir, can I make this matter plainer? Our 
whole course against Great Britain has proceeded 
from the belief of the repeal of the Berlin and 
Milan decrees; but that evidence of their repeal, 
which would have stopped our course, by means 
of which the Orders in Council would have been 
revoked, and the war would have been avoided, 
is withheld till the Emperor knows that war is 
inevitable. Thus, sir, have we been duped, de- 
ceived, and inveigled. i 

I repeat it, sir, had we, on the 17th June, un- 
derstood our foreign relations as we now under- 
stand them, we should not have declared war. 
And would it not have been just and magnani- 
mous in this Government, 3E all doubt was 
removed on the subject of the French decrees, to 
have acknowledged its error ? Did not the honor, 
the character, the independence of the country 
require of us to go back to our original neutral 
ground? 'I rose principally for the purpose of 
presenting this view of the arts and deceit of the 
French Emperor to the Committee. I regret that 
I have not done it more fully and clearly; and I 
hope that some gentleman more competent to a 
proper examination of the subject will yet take it 
up before we get through this discussion. 

But, Mr. Chairman, why shall we continue the 
war against Great Britain? The subject of im- 
pressments is now the only remaining cause of 
war; and is war a remedy for the evil of which 
we complain? So far from it, sir, I believe the 
war itself will be the means of putting the object 
of it farther out of our reach. 

What,sir, is the subject of impressment? What 
is the nature and history of that which is now 
the only matter of dispute between the United 
States and Great Britain? When the war broke 
out between France and England in 1793, the 
profits of our neutrality and extensive commerce 
enabled us to pay much higher wages to seamen 
than Great Britain could afford to give. The 
United States had not many years before been 
severed from the British empire. We were a 
people speaking the same language, having the 
same habits and appearance, and engaged in the 
same pursuits. The high wages we paid, and the 


advantages and safety of employment on board of 
neutral vessels, of course tempted thousands of 
British seamen to flock into our service. Great 
Britain complained of this as a very serious evil. 
We have done nothing to prevent it. Let us: 
consider this matter candidly and fairly. Great 
Britain says that she is fighting for ber existence; 
that her seamen are essential to her defence. We 
seduce them into our employment by higher 
wages and more desirable service. We are neu- 
tral, she is at war. We employ her seamen for 
our profit. she. wants them for her defence. By 
the temptations our service holds out she loses 
many thousand of those subjects, whose service 
she considers essential to her national existence. 
We acknowledge that she sustains great injury, 
but do nothing to prevent it. So far we give oc- 
easion to the complaint; as we do not prohibit 
the employment of her seamen, the injury bezins 
with us. How is she to redress herself? What 
means has she but impressment? When I entice 
away your servant or apprentice by an offer of 
higher wages, or other advantages, the common 
law gives you an action for damages against me. 
This is dictated by natural justice. The case is 
in some respects like the one which is now the 
cause of dispute between us and Great Britain. 
Is it not reasonable and just that we do all that 
can be done to prevent the injury of which she 
complains ? 

She founds her claim to the services of her 
seamen on the doctrine maintained by the na- 
tions of Europe, *that their subjects have no 
* right to expatriate themselves, and that the na- 
‘tion bas, in time of war, a right to the services 
* of all its citizens." 

That a man has no right to expatriate himself, 
is the doctrine of the common law of England, the 
country from which we derive our notions of law. 
It must be the law of most of the United States; 
certainly of all those that have by their Consti- 
tutions expressly recognised and adopted the 
common law of England, whieh many of them 
have done. I believe, sir, I may say, that it is 
the law of the United States; one of the ablest 
and most distinguished judges we have ever had 
in our courts,* solemnly decided, that such was 
the law of the United States and the Supreme 
Court has, I think, on questions relating to the 
descent of lands, decided, what appears to me, 
involves the same doctrine. Now, sir, if this be 
so, if the doctrine on which England founds her 
claim, be also the law of this country, are we to 
contend for the right of expatriation? If the 
law be as I have stated, it would seem to follow, 
that all other allegiance must be subordinate to 
that which a man owes to his natural sovereign— 
to the country that gave him birth: And what 
then is the effect of our naturalization law ? 
When a foreigner comes here and asks the bene- 
fit of it, we do not inquire into the obligations he 
may be under to another country. If he chooses 
to embarrass himself with contradictory and 
inconsistent obligations, that is his own concern. 
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We protect him here, we treat him as a citizen, 
but Í do not know that we can abrogate his 
prior obligations.. Some of our most distin- 
guished citizens, some years ago, became citi- 
zens of France, but were they thereby discharged 
from their duty of allegiance to this their native 
country ? Whether the doctrine of non-expa- 
wiation is right in the abstract or not, I know 
not, 1 care not. Practical men have nothing to 
do with abstract questions. They must take 
things as they are, and attain all the good within 
their power. But is this doctrine so unreasonable 
as it is sometimes supposed to be? Fr does not 
prohibit emigration. If a man thinks that he can 
obtain a better subsistence, that he can improve 
his condition by removing from his native coun- 
try, he may leave it and seek for “ fairer fields and 
a more congenial clime,” but he retains the privi- 
leges and remains subject to the duties of his nat- 
ural allegiance. On this subject-of impressment, 
sir, ] have always had all the sensibility which 
its nature deserves, The sensibility prevailing 
in the country from the impressment of Ameri- 
can seamen is natural and proper. Ido not wish 
to diminish it. And, sir, I applaud our Govern- 
ment for insisting, that in any arrangement made 
respecting this subject, the practice of searching 
our vessels for seamen shall be relinquished on 
the part of Great Britain. Not, sir, from any 
consideration of abstract right, nor for the pur- 
pose of protecting British seamen, but because it 
affords the best security for our native seamen, 
against the abuse and indignity to which they 
must be exposed as long as the practice of im- 
pressment continues. Yet, sir, I would not ex- 
pose the country to the calamities of war on this 
account. I would not go to Canada, because I 
do not believe that you will secure the immunity 
of your flag as to seamen by such means. I 
would protest against the pretensions and prac- 
tice of Great Britain, with respect to impress- 
ments on board of our ships on the high seas, and 
wait till we are able to enforce our rights. 

But after all, Mr. Chairman, what is the ex- 
tent of the evils, and how stands the account be- 
tween us and Great Britain? In the whole pe- 
riod of the European war, according to the 
statement furnished by the Secretary of State, 
six thousand two hundred and fifty-eight seamen 
have been impressed from American vessels. 
This includes persons of all nations, Danes, 
Swedes, Germans, Dutch, &c. All but one thou- 
sand five hundred have been discharged. Proba- 
bly at no one time have more than one thousand 
five hundred, or, at the utmost, two thousand men, 
including British subjects, impressed from Ameri- 
can vessels, been employed in the British service. 
And it willbe remembered, that not long before war 
was declared, the British Minister offered to res- 
toreall American seamen that had been impressed. 

We are supposed to have in our service one 
hundred and twenty thousand seamen—of these, 
from ten to fifteen thousand, at least, are supposed 
to be British subjects. So, sir, it appears that 
the complaints of Great Britain on this subject 
are not unfounded, nor unreasonable. 


eee 


It is somewhat strange, sir, that though three- 
fourths of the native American sailors belong to 
New York and the Eastern States, yet these ` 
States are forced into the war by the people of 
the Western States, who have no sailors, who 
have never seen a sailor. 

But, sir, will the evil of which we complain be 
remedied by the means proposed? Sailors’ rights 
are the object—the conquest of Canada the means. 
Will Great Britain yield to you when you have 
conquered Canada? What is Canada to her? 
It contributes nothing to her strength, nor will 
the conquest diminish her means of annoying us. 
It will rouse all her pride, and make her more in- 
flexible than ever with respect to what she con- 
siders her maritime rights. I ask, sir, wherefore : 
is the conquest and possession of the country de- 
sirable to us? If Great Britain were now wil- 
ling to surrender it to us, I would give my vote 
against accepting it. It would be a curse to 
us. Our territory is already too extensive. The 
Union is already composed of too jarring materi- 
als. Why increase them? The Government is 
already pressed by a weight it can hardly bear; 
why add to it? Will Canada compensate us for 
New York and New Orleans? For our ravaged 
coast ; for the millions upon millions which will 
be annually lost by the annihilation of our com- 
merce in consequence of the war? Sir, the 
amount we lose by having our ports shut up for 
six months, is worth more to us than all Canada. 
You cannot conquer it without a vast expense of 
blood and treasure, without bringing upon the 
people an enormous load of debt and taxes. If 
the conquest can be accomplished, it will require 
vastly more time, force, and expense than gentle-. 
men imagine. 

But, sir, shall wesucceed inthe attempt? Will 
the project of the Committee on Military Affairs 
afford us the means of success? And here, I dif- 
fer with some of my friends on this side of the 
House. I do not believe so much in our ability 
to conquer Canada as some gentlemen seem to do. 
The physical force of the nation, and the means of 
exerting that force, are very different things. We 
were told in this House in the month of May last, 
that in six weeks after the declaration of war, we 
should be in possession of the whole of the upper, 
and a great part of the lower province of Canada. 
I did not believe a word of it. I thought that it 
would have been more reasonable to have spoken 
of six years for the conquest. I did not believe 
that we should, in the then next campaign, get 
possession of an inch of the country. [tis now 
proposed to send a force of twenty thousand men 
into Canada, and this force is to make the con- 
quest the next campaign. I do not think it com- 
petent to the object. Sir, you will again be de- 
feated. The honorable chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs (Mr. WiLLIAMS) sup- 
poses, that there are twelve thousand regular 
troops in Canada besides militia, making a torce 
together of eighteen thousand men. We are to 
invade the country with twenty thousand raw, 
undisciplined troops. We have the disadvantage 
of being invaders, the enemy receives us in his 
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own country—great advantages, of course, are on 
his side. From the disaffection of the inhabitants 
we have nothing tohope. The events of the war 
have strengthened their loyalty, But, sir, will 
you be prepared in the Spring to send into Canada 
the force contemplated by the Committee on 
Military Affairs? Of the amount of our present 
force, as it seems to be considered incorrect to 
speak of iu E will say nothing. It is probable, 
however, that it will decrease as much during 
the winter, by deaths and otherwise, as it will in- 
crease by enlistments. But, sir, can we raise the 
force contemplated ?. The honorable chairman 
of the Committee on Military Affairs (Mr. WiL- 
Liams) tells us that the patriotism of the country 
is commensurate with its population. But let 
me tell him, sir, and I do not mean to say any- 
thing offensive, that it does not become men who 
manage the affairs of a nation to talk in this man- 
ner of raising armies from the patriotism of the 
country. Patriotism is not the inducement to en- 
listment. Patriots do not become soldiers. Ar- 
mies in all countries, except under very extra- 
ordinary circumstances, are composed of a cer- 
tain description of population, of men who have 
no regular occupation; the idle, the dissolute, the 
vagrant and profligate. Of this sort of popula- 
tion, there is a certain amount in every country— 
in this, there is less than in any other. We have 
heard much of the opposition to the war; but 
that has not been the cause of our failures and 
disasters, It is not because the Governors of Mas- 
sachusetts, Connecticut, and Rhode Island, refu- 
sed to call out their militia that the war has hither- 
to been unsuccessful’; nor is it because the war is 
unpopular, or because the people are divided on 
that subject, that the ranks of the army have not 
been filled up. Men who enlist, do not inquire 
into the causes and expediency of the war—they 
take no cognizance of such matters. It is owing 
to that for which our bosoms ought to swell with 
gratitude to Heaven—the happy state of our 
country, the comfortable condition of the people, 
the facility of procuring subsistence. It seems 
to me, sir, that if patriotism alone would make 
soldiers, several members of this House ought to 
have enlisted; for there has been a greater dis- 
play of patriotism in this House in relation to the 
war, than in all the rest of the nation, from one 
end of the country to the other. But, sir, it is 
more agreeable and convenient to gentlemen to 
be here, than to be in the army as common sol- 
diers. Just so, the people of thecountry who are 
comfortable at home, think it more agreeable and 
convenient to stay there. I know, sir, that some 
honorable gentlemen have shouldered their mus- 
kets and gone into the militia. This, sir, as an 
evidence of their zeal, was laudable, (I do not 
mean to speak disparagingly of those gentlemen,) 
but in reference to any efficient service, it was 
worse than useless; for assemblages of militia- 
men will do no essential service. "They are no 
better, I think, to use the language of the Father 
of his Country, than "armed mobs.” And the 
war has served to destroy the illusion which 
has so long been kept up in the country by the 
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many strange and absurd things which have been 
said of thé importance and efficiency of the mili- 
tia Sir,it is all idle—the militiaman is best em- 
ployed at his plough, and in the other occupations | 
of life, in which industry can be successfully ex- 
erted. For the real strength of the country—its 
wealth, the sinews of war—arise from the pro- 
duce of the various branches of industry. This 
furnishes the means of supporting an army ; but 
the army itself must be composed of idle, disso- 
lute, and disorderly persons. And if the country 
and state of society are so happy as not to afford 
a sufficient number of these, you cannot get an 
army ; and if you cannot get an army, you can- 
not go to war. 
In considering the probable issue of the contest 
in which we have embarked it is well to com- 
pare our power with that of the enemy—to in- 
quire whether our population, our wealth, our. 
resourees, our ability to endure the privations, 
losses, and calamities of war, are equal to those 
of the nation with which weare at war. Now, 
sir, in all these points, Great Britain has the ad- 
vantage of us. In the means of annoyance, she 
ismuch superior. And let it be remembered, sir, 
that the war has not yet begun on her part. It 
is true that she may lose the benefit of the trade 
of this country, which, to a certain portion of her 
people, is very important, but to the Government 
itself, as a source of revenue, it is of little conse- 
quence. It does not amount to the one-hundredth 
part of her.annual expenditure. I believe the 
restrictive system was a more reasonable means 
of coercing hee than the war will prove to be. 
Yet we found that to be inefficient—we found 
that she could endure the embargo better and 
longer than the people of this country could or 
would endure it; and to the purposes of the Gov- 
ernment, itis the same thing whether they can- 
not or will not bear such a policy. Its self-in- 
fliction is such, that it cannot be continued for 
any length of time. A word more, Mr. Chair- 
man, and I have done. We have nothing to gain 
and much to lose by the contest in which we are 
engaged. f . 
Sir, it is time to pause. In the events of this 
contest, our hopes and destinies may be involved. 
What a scene does this country now present! 
Suffering the evils and privations of war—vol- 
untarily abandoning a commerce greater than 
could be enjoyed in a time of European peace— 
giving up the means of growing rich beyond the 
dreams of national avarice—rejecting blessings 
such as the Almighty disposer of events has never 
put within the reach of any other people. At 
war for commerce, yet abandoning all commerce, 
except the export trade, which is held by the li- 
cense of the enemy aud the fears of the National 
Legislature. At war for commercial and mari- 
time rights, yet smiting the commerce and nav- 
igation of the country with consumption, with 
blasting, and with mildew. At war for sailors? 
rights, yet driving three-fourths of its sailors out 
of the country, into the vessels of the enemy, per- 
haps to shed the blood of their countrymen, or to 
fall by the hands of their brethren. Spurning 
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- the good within our reach, we are rushing upon 
evils unknown, incalculable. 

I would call upon the nation to pause—I would 
call upon patriotic, enlightened, and honorable 
men to ponder on the present state, and to think 
of the future destinies of the country. I would 
entreat them to “stand in the breach and stay 
the plague.” ' 

Sir, let us cease to thwart and oppose our high 
destinies—let us not blast our exalted hopes—let 
us not jeopardize 'our liberty, our privileges, our 
happy form of Government, our precious institu- 
tions. Letus wait till the calamities of Europe— 
till *the little brief authority? of the kings and 
princes of yesterday, of “ pinchbeck potentates 
and sceptered parasites," shall have passed away. 
For “the tyranny of France will pass away, like 
a fearful dream, with the sudden crumbling and 
division of the power which upholds it Let us 
remember that the state of Europe, out of which 
our difficulties have arisen, depends upon the 
transitory life of a single individual. Yes, sir, 
the raging of the storm which agitates the politi- 
cial world, depends upon the breath of a single 
individual—and nature has decreed that Napo- 
leon must die! 

Mr. Tauumance said he felt a peculiar embar- 
rassment in rising to offer to the consideration of 
the Committee some of his own reflections on the 
important subject now under debate, from a two- 
fold consideration. In the first place, the magni- 
tude of the question might claim the aid of more 


exalted talents than he pretended to possess, and,. 


therefore, to do it justice, he feared, would not 
be in his power. For, said Mr. T., in the ex- 
tensive range of debate which has been permitted 
by the Chair, the whole field of our foreign rela- 
tions has been open to examination, and the 
policy of our own Government in relation to 
Great Britain has been deemed fairly within the 
range of discussion. 

In the second place, the gentlemen who had 
preceded have occupied the ground so ably, and 
discussed the subject so extensively, that it was 
somewhat difficult to present arguments entirely 
novel to arrest the attention of the Committee. 
Having a belief, however, that there were some 
important considerations, in relation to the bill 
now under debate, which had not yet been 
brought into view, he begged the attention of the 
Committee while he endeavored to lay before 
them the views which he had taken of the sub- 
ject, and which constrained him most decidedly 
to oppose the passage of the bill. 

Before I enter upon the merits of the subject, 
said Mr. T., I take occasion to express my hearty 
assent to declarations made by honorable gentle- 
men that this is no time to iudulge the bickerings 
of party ; and that it is greatly to be desired that 
all distinetions of this sort were entirely laid 
aside and forgotten. Sir, I should consider it 
the most auspicious event of my life if I could 
see every gentleman on this floor determined to 
take and maintain the true old American ground 
occupied by the patriots of °76. Although it may 
be painful to the feelings of an honorable mind to 


be assailed with odious appellations, and charged 
with duplicity and falsehood, yet the mind which 
has virtue for its basis, a consctous integrity for 
its support, and firmness sufficient to enable the 
man to do his duty, may hope to pass unhurt by 
such malicious darts. . f 

Standing, as I do, in the highly-responsible: 
situation of one of thelegislators of this extensive 
country, I hope to have stability and integrity 
sufficient to enable me to discharge my duty to 
my constituents. If, after having passed through 
the Revolutionary war, and having never changed 
my political creed to the present day, an odious 
epithet could induce me to alter my course, I 
should be unworthy the confidence of my coun- 
try. But whence, Mr. Chairman, proceeds this 
system of slander and abuse? From the foul 
presses of our country. To whom are some of 
the fairest characters which have ever adorned 
this or any other country indebted for the odious 
epithets of. monarchists, foreign agents, tories, 
and the like? To your imported patriots, who, 
weary of the dull pursuits of industry on their 
native soil or escaping from the justice of the 
laws of their own country, have fled to this 
happy land to instruct its inhabitants in the true 
principles of liberty and equality. — 

To this set of newly fledged politicians, and 
men of a similar stamp, is this once happy coun- 
wy indebted for one half the miseries and much 
of the disgrace which it suffers. f 

] have been led into this digression in conse- 
quence of remarks which have fallen from the 
other side of the House, but will now return to 
my subject. 

A gentleman from New York, (Mr. Srow;) 
who addressed you early in this debate, told us 
that he reprobated the war, and had no confi- 
dence in the Administration to conduct it to a 
successful issue, but should vote for the bill to 
enable them to carry it on. This is strange po- 
litical logic to my understanding. While I sub- 
scribe fully to his premises, the reasonings of my 
mind bring me to a very different result. Be- 
cause I deprecate this war as pregnant with great 
evils, if not ruin to my country, I will, therefore, 
take all Constitutional measures to bring it to a 
speedy and honorable close; and because I have 
no confidence in the Executive department of 
our Government, nor in the subordinate agents 
who have been appointed to vote for this bill, 
which, if adopted, will entail still greater evils 
on this devoted country. 

In presenting the subject to this honorable 
Committee, in its most appropriate form, it may 
be proper to examine into the prominent causes 
of our dispute, which has terminated in open 
war with Great Britain. These I take to be 
three, viz: 

1. The Orders in Council. 

2. Impressment of our seamen. 

3. The attack upon the Chesapeake. 

That we may narrow the point in controversy 
as much as possible, I remark that ample and 
satisfactory atonement having been made for 
the violation of our rights by the attack on the 
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Chesapeake, one cause. of disquietude, and a 
prominent one too, has been finally removed. It 
has, indeed, been frequently remarked on this 
floor, that the satisfaction offered for the unau- 
thorized attack on the frigate Chesapeake was 
long delayed, and very reluctantly offered. How- 
ever painful it may’ be to. censure the conduct of 
our own Government, yet a sense of justice 
obliges me to say, that to every overture made 
by Great Britain to accommodate this unpleasant 
affair, our Administration attached some except- 
ionable -condition which closed the door to an 
amicable adjustment. The Committee cannot 
have forgotten the early disavowal of this wanton 
aggression.on the honor of our flag by the British 
Government, and the tender of satisfaction which 
was made, but failed, because our Minister was 
instructed to couple with this complaint the sub- 
‘ject of impressment; nor can they have forgotten 
how indignant the Ministry and nation were 
when the President assumed the right of judging 
what would best comport with the honor of their 
King. Few, I believe, who read the offensive 
remark, expected a different result from that 
which ensued. And while Iam upon this sub- 
ject I take occasion to remark, that in all our 
attempts to negotiate with the British Govern- 
ment there seems to have been some untoward 
circumstance, some unfortunate condition, either 
accidentally or intentionally, attached to the ques- 
tion at issue; which has defeated the negotiation. 
. It would be within the scope of my present 
plan to take a particular review of the British 
Orders in Council, as well as the subject of im- 
pressments. But inasmuch as the documents re- 
ating to those two subjects have been laid on 
every gentleman’s table; and more especially 
when I reflect that both topics have been very 
ably discussed by some gentlemen who have pre- 
ceded me, and especially by the gentleman who 
has just sat down, (Mr. BLEECKER,) I shall con- 
tent myself with taking but a brief review of 
these prominent, and may add, the only remain- 
ing causes for the present war. As to the Or- 
ders in Council, it ought not to be forgotten, that 
during several lengthy discussions to obtain their 
repeal, as well by our Ministers in London, as at 
this place, they have been considered as the prom- 
inent point in dispute. So, again, as to the ori- 
gin of our restrietive system ; it cannot be for- 
gotten that the friends and abettors of those mea- 
sures uniformly professed that they were adopted 
as retaliatory for the Orders in Council. From 
the first partial non-importation act, which passed 
on the eighteenth of April, 1806, down to the law 
of thesecond of March, 1811,the object has been, 
on the very face of the law, to procure a repeal 
of the Orders in Council, and of the Berlin and 
Milan decrees. If any doubt should remain on 
the mind of any member of this Committee, as to 
this fact, I beg him toturn his eye to the restric- 
tive code, and I presume he will find the evidence 
to be abundant and complete. In this system of 
anti-commercial regulations, I find the origin and 
progress of our present political calamities. And 
here, Mr. Chairman, I shall readily admit, that 


we had grievances and complaints, great and 
heavy, against both of the belligerents; nor have 
I the least inclination to palliate or excuse them. 
My object is to show, what I have uniformly ex- 
pressed on this floor, that our system of non-im- 
portation, non-intercourse, and embargo, have 
been directed against the Orders in Council, as 
to Great Britain, and nothing else; and finally 
have brought this country into a ruinous war. 
Is there a man within these walls, who does not 
now believe (as was fully predicted when the law 
passed) that the conditions held out to the two 
great belligerents, to induce them to repeal their 
obnoxious edicts, violating the neutral commerce ` 
of the United States, placed the execution of our 
law in the hands of a foreign Government? Is 
there a man of ordinary eapacity in the United 
States, having the means of information, who 
now beiieves that the Berlin and Milan decrees 
were repealed on the 1st November, 1810, accord- 
ing to the proclamation of the President of the 
United States, solennly announcing that fact ; 
and that they thenceforward ceased to violate our 
neutral commerce ? Does not candor constrain 
all to confess that, long after the pretended repeal 
of the aforesaid decrees, our commerce was har- 
assed in every sea where French cruisers could 
reach it? Need I point you to the piratical sei- 
zures and burning of American property in the 
Baltic, the Mediterranean and the Atlantic seas, | 
by the privateers and fleets of the French Empire; 
subsequent to this pretended repeal, and sanctioned 
expressly by its authority? If all other evidence 
should be deemed insufficient, I inquire whether 
the French Emperor himself has not sufficienily 
humbled this country (if indeed our cup of hu- 
miliation had not been full before) by his own 
formal, ante-dated repeal of his Berlin and Milan 
decrees, long subsequent to the time imposed on 
the President by the Duke of Cadore? 

It cannot have escaped the attention of the 
Committee, or of the nation, that Napoleon’s de- 
cree, respecting the Berlin and Milan decrees, 
bears date the 28th of April, 1811, and is explicitly 
bottomed on the law of Congress passed March 
2, 1811; the sole object of which law was to con- 
firm the proclamation of the President which had 
then been issued more than four months, and 
the legality of which had become very question- 
able. This decree may be found among the doc- 
uments accompanying the President's Message of 
November 4th, 1812, and on the forty-sixth page 
of those printed papers. 

If further evidence should be needed to prove the 
abominable fraud of this transaction, it may be 
found in the correspondence of our Minister at 
Paris, in the Summer of 1811, wherein he re- 
marks, that he had repeatedly demanded evidence 
of the repeal of the Berlin and Milan decrees, but 
none could be obtained. And yet, forsooth, we 
are now furnished with a decree dated in April, 
preceding, but not issued until we were so en- 
tangled in French toils, that war with Great 
Britain was inevitable. If this fact alone had 
been understood, I put it to the candor of this 
honorable Committee to say, whether they would 
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have consented to the declaration of war against 
Great Britain at the time and for the reasons 
which were given? Isay, without fear of con- 
tradiction, that they would not. If my premises 
are true, and the inference undisputed, since the 
Government has been grossly deceived and drawn 
into this war, for reasóns and causes which did 
not then exist, most assuredly it beeomes our 
duty as well as interest to relieve the country 
from its pressure as soon as possible. 

In addition to all this, it is a singular fact in 
the history and progress of this war, that in five 
days after its declaration, (viz. on the 23d of June, 
1812,) and as soon as the aforesaid decree of the 
French Emperor was made known to the British 
Ministry by Mr. Russell, an Order in Council 
was issued, repealing the former obnoxious or- 
ders, which had been ostensively the most prom- 
inent cause of the war; and yet the President 
has never issued his proclamation announcing 
that fact, as by the terms of the law of March 
2d, 1811, he was expressly bound to do. On this 
failure of the President to do what the law enjoin- 
ed on him to perform, as well as having issued 
his proclamation of November, 1810, without pos- 
sessing the facts required by the law to support 
him, 1 make no comment. The account is still 
unsettled between him and this injured country. 

The Orders in Council haviog thus been re- 
voked, the continuance of the war seems to rest 
upontheimpressment of our seamen alone. Give 
me leave then to inquire into the grounds of this 
n. as claimed by Great Britain. Is it not 

ottomed on the ancient doctrine of perpetual al- 
legiance—or in other words, that the native-born 
subject can never so expatriate, as that the mother 
country may not claim hisservice in time of war? 
Is this a novel doctrine, either as to time, or the 
nation who now attempts to enforce it? I ven- 
ture to say that Great Britain has practised upon 
this principle ever since she has been a nation; 
and it is farther manifest that France, and ali 
the maritime Powers of Europe have maintained 
the same doctrine. Nay, sir, we maintain the 
same doctrine in our own country ; in proof of 
which, witness the President's proclamation at 
the commencement of this war; and notice also 
the recent case of Clark the spy, who was con- 
demned to suffer death by a court martial, and 
was pardoned by the President on the ground of 
his owing allegiance to the United States, al- 
though residing in an enem ys territory, and hav- 
ing been naturalized or sworn allegiance to the 
King of Great Britain. Hence it would seem, 
that the principle set up was not novel nor singu- 
lar. But what is the principle in contest between 
the two Governments? Great. Britain claims 
the right to visit neutral merchant ships on the 
high seas; and if she finds any of her natural- 
born subjects, to take them into her service. The 
Government of the United States denies to her 
this right, aud asserts, that a foreigner naturalized 
in this country, is absolved from all allegiance 
to the parent State. The practice of Great Brit- 
ain under her prineiple, has undoubtedly subjected 
some of our native citizens to capture and invol- 


untary service, from causes which I need not here 
repeat. In all such cases, I take it to be admitted 
on all hands, that she sets up no claim, and there- 
fore every abuse of this sort is capable of remedy. 
But on this head I have no hesitation in express- 
ing my unqualified belief, founded on documents 
which have been laid on our tables, that the list 
of such impressed seamen is greatly exaggerated. 
Out of the number six thousand two hundred and 
fifty-seven of American citizens said to have been 
impressed, and forming a standing head piece to 
the list of our grievances, I very much question 
if five hundred native Americans can be found 
among them all. Thedocuments lately furnished 
by the Secretary of State, if carefully examined, 
will serve very much to substantiate this fact. 
Many names are there returned who have only 
forwarded their claims to our Consul at London, 
and who, very probably, never set foot on Amer- 
ican ground. Others again are continued on 
the list who have been discharged years ago, and 
others, who have voluntarily engaged in her 
service. 

The question then at issue, I take to be this— 
Shall the war with Great Britain be continued to 
oblige her to relinquish the practice of taking from 
our mercbantmen her native British sailors? If 
we could obtain the principle by continuing the 
war, I think it can be demonstrated, that it would 
be injurious to the American seamen to have it 
so established, inasmuch as it would, by increas- 
ing the number of our seamen, necessarily dimin- 
ish their wages. But, circumstanced as Great 
Britain is, contending for her existence against 
the most formidable Power on earth, and oe 
her last hopes upon her navy, I presume she wil 
never relinquish the principle. 

The inquiry has been made, with some solici- 
tude, what will you do with naturalized foreign- 
ers? Tanswer, treat them hospitably, and ex- 
tend the arm of protection and all the blessings 
of government to them while they continue with- 
in your territorial jurisdiction ; but if they leave 
your territory, and choose to go upon the great 
highway of nations, the risk and the choice are 
their own, as will be the peril. Put the case fairly 
to the yeomaury of our country, and let them un- 
derstand the subject, that this war is to be carried 
on for the purpose of protecting foreigners while 
sailing on the high seas, and E very much incline 
to the opinion, that they would dismiss the au- 
thors of this war from further service, or oblige 
them soon to bring it toaclose. Sir, I will not 
consent to waste one drop of pure American blood, 
nor to expend a single dollar, to protect, on the 
high seas, all the vagabonds of Rurope. Valu- 
able as may have been the acquisition in obtain- 
ing many great and good men as emigrants from 
Europe, still I must maintain the opinion, that 
all the blessings of liberty and domestie govern- 
ment, which are secured to them in common with 
our native citizens, ought to bean ample com- 
pensation. I know it is no easy matter to draw 
the precise line where protection shall cease; but 
in a question of such moment as peace or war, 
the prosperity and happiness, or perhaps the mis- 
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ery and ruin of our country, I cannot hesitate as 
to the course proper to be pursued. ` 

With respect to"protections, they have become 
so much a matter of bargain and sale, that hav- 
ing been counterfeited and sold in almost every 
port in Great Britain, as well as in America, they 
have long since ceased to answer any valuable 
purpose. It has been a fact long since well es- 
tablished, that a foreigner who could scarcely 
speak our language, could procure a protection 
in Great Britain purporting to be evidence of his 
American citizenship. This then may account 
for the light and contemptuous treatment given 
to this species of evidence by the officers of the 
British navy. 

Having thus briefly adverted to the two prom- 
inent causes of the present war, the remainder 
of my remarks will be directed to the provisions 
of the bill now under discussion, which, should 
it pass into a law, will increase our Military Es- 
tablishment to the number of 55,000 men. In 
fact, sir, when we bring into account several other 
corps of troops, such as engineers, the mounted 
rangers, &c., besides 35.000 regular troops, already 
authorized by law, if all the establishment should 
be completed, and the present bill should pass, 
I believe we should not greatly overrate the esti- 
mate, if we should consider our military force to 
be nearly 60,000 men, independent of militia and 
volunteers. Now, sir, I am wholly averse to such 
a measure—I am fortified in this opinion, by the 
declaration of the chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, who asserts, that the former 
establishment, if completed, would be amply suf- 
i for all the purposes of the war. I remark 
then— 

1st. That the troops contemplated to be raised 
by this bill, would be useless to the purpose of of- 
fensive war. To enforce the truth of this posi- 
tion, I presume it will be sufficient to remark, that 
modern warfare has become a sort of trade; that 
the military life is a school into which men are 
brought for tuition and instruction; that it re- 
quires time to change the habits and pursuits of 
men, before they can advantageously assume and 
understand the duties of a soldier; and that, above 
all, it requires time and discipline to inure them 
to the fatigues, hardships, and privations of a 
camp. If gentlemen will review the history of 
our Revolutionary war, they will find these re- 
marks abundantly verified ; and I believe I shall 
be borne out in the remark, from undoubted evi- 
dence, that more of our men perished by disease 
during the two first years of the war, (the years 
1775 and 1776,) than we lost from the same cause 
through the residue of the war. To what else, 
but to the causes before mentioned, can this great 
mortality be ascribed? Men of experience (and 
Iflatter myself that I speak in the hearing of 
some, who not only recollect the events, but shared 
in the dangers of the Revolutionary war) know, 
that the foregoing remarks are substantially true. 

2. I observe further that this species of force 
is altogether more expensive, and less efficient 
than regular troops. If gentlemen will turn to 
the instructive letters of General Washington on 


this subject, they will find my remarks abun- 
dantly verified. Very early in the Revolution he 
pressed upon Congress not to engage troops on 
short enlistments, but for the war; and supported. 
his opinion by considerations:of which the fore- 
going form a summary. 

3. I consider the provisions of this bill altogether 
inexpedient. What is the present state of your 
Army? The honorable chairman of the milita- 
ry committee has not furnished this Committee 
with a statement of our regular force; nor indeed 
do I think he was in duty bound to have made 
such an exhibition; but he has said, that if the 
establishment was complete, the force was suffi- 
cient. I say, then, why do you not fill up the 
regiments now authorized bylaw? Why should 
we be called on to authorize an increased Military 
Establishment, in which, by the confession of its 
friends, there must be a vast increase of officers 
whose services will not be wanted, if the other 
corps are not completed ? 

But the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. GRUN- 
DY) has said, that the regular establishment can- 
not be completed, hut this new body of levy troops 
can. If this be true, I inquire with solemnity, 
of the honorable Committee, whether it is not de- 
cisive as to the continuance of the war? Ispeak 
with great confidence, founded on experience, 
when I assert, that the war cannot be carried on 
successfully by militia, by volunteers, nor by 
troops engaged on short enlistments. If this bill 
is to be supported because theranks in your regular 
army cannot be filled, I say you should begin to 
think seriously about a peace, or disgrace and 
discomfiture.will be the consequence. 

4. Iam opposed to this great increase of our 
Military Establishment, because it is truly anti- 
republican, and dangerous to the liberties of the 
people. The history of the world, and the prin- 
ciples of our own Government, call loudly for us 
not to jeopardize our safety by foreign conquests ; 
for, as this spirit prevails in any country, in the 
same proportion will be the demand for armies— 
those engines of despotism. I cannot too strongly 
reprobate the doctrine of foreign invasion, for the 
purpose of annexing great districts of country to 
the territory of the United States. If this spirit is 
not checked, my fears will be greatly awakened to 
the safety, if not to the existence of our present 
happy form of Government, which should not be 
exposed to so severe a pressure. It surely can- 
not be amiss to call the attention of those who 
control the destinies of this country to the situa- 
tion and views of the Northern States on the sub- 
ject of this war. That my conscience and my 
conduct may be without reproach, I take this oc- 
casion seriously and solemnly to warn the friends 
of this bill and of the war, not to proceed with 
such rash and hasty strides, lest the evils result- 
ing from their measures should be discovered 
when it is too late. 

The history of other nations ought to afford a 
caution to us, that we do not endanger the liber- 
ties of this country by encouraging large Military 
Establishments, Would it bean unheard-of event,. 
that an ambitious military chief should lead his 
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victorious army to redress their own wrongs ? 
Had the war of the Revolution become so soon for- 
gotten, that its closing scene can make no impres- 
sion on the minds of our countrymen, or of this 
House? Have not gentlemen read (or have they 
forgotten) the elec ase letters that were 
published at Newburg, then the head-quarters of 
the American Army, artfully calculated to arouse 
the passions and excite the indignation of a suf- 
fering army against their country, just emanci- 
pated from British.oppression? Sir, the solemn 
and interesting scene rises full to my recollection, 
and warns me of danger to be apprehended from 
a similar cause. Never can I forget the sober 
reflection of some, and the wild and extravagant 
expressions of many others, produced by those 
insidious publications to the Army of the Reva- 
lution. The war was now brought to a close, and 
its great object had been obtained. "The pay of 
the Army was greatly in arrears, and that which 
had been furnished was of very little value. A 
separation of the troops, without some good pros- 
peet of redress to the soldiers, appeared to be the 
loss of all. At this critical moment, the propo- 
sal was made, “not to lay down their arms until 
their grievances were redressed !? nor could such 
measures fail to (ind advocates. While the flames 
spread with rapidity through the camp, and the 
efforts of some of our best officers failed to check 
the impetuous torrent, the Father and Defender 
of his Country, and the friend of the soldier, now 
interposed, and threw himself into the breach. 
Here stood the man who had so often led this 
veteran band to victory and to glory, conjuring 
these companions of his toils not to tarnish the 
splendor of their achievements “by perpetrating 
the parrieidal deed.” The triumph was glorious 
and complete; order and harmony were restored ; 
and the anonymous author of these incendiary 
addresses retired from the field ashamed and con- 
founded. I have uniformly believed it was not 
too much to say, that, to the unbounded popular- 
ity and influence of that illustrious Chief, “who 
now sleeps in his humble tomb at Mount Vernon,” 
was the Army then saved from disgrace, and, 
perhaps, the country from bloodshed and ruin. 

5. Lobject also to this bill, because itis attended 
with such a wasteful expenditure of national trea- 
sure. I fear gentlemen have not sufficiently at- 
tended to this circumstance, in their great zeal to 
conquer Canada. I say, then, that the bounties 
and premiums alone, as proposed by this bill, 
amount to the trifling sum of three hundred and 
sixty thousand dollars! The yearly expense of 
this Establishment will not fall short of five mil- 
lions of dollars; and, if you bring into theaccount 
the inereased wages proposed to be given to the 
Army, by a bill which lately passed this House, 
together with the losses and other expenses al- 
ways attendant on military operations, the annual 
expenditure will not probably fall short of eight 
millions of dollars! But, I will not enlarge on 
this point, as I purpose to treat the general sub- 
ject of expense more fully under another head. 

6. Although I am opposed to the prineiples of 
this bill, yet, to the fourth section, I have a par- 


tieular objection. By the provisions of this sec- 
tion, it is proposed to take from the Senate their 
Constitutional right of considering the nomina- 
tions of the President, and transferring the power 
of appointing all the officers necessary for the 
troops (the colonels only excepted) to the Presi- 
dent alone. To this doctrine of increasing Exe- 
cutive patronage, I beg leave to enter my most 
solemn protest, By the provisions of this section, 
yuu invest the President with the sole power of 
appointing eleven hundred and twenty commis- 
sioned officers, independent of the regimental staff! 
I ask this honorable Committee, whether they are 
aware of the dangerous inroads they are thus mak- 
ing upon the principles of our Government, and 
thus establishing precedents which may be quoted 
hereafter, to justify other and more dangerous 
practices? The plea of urgency, the handmaid 
of usurpation, has sometimes been offered to jus- 
tify dangerous innovations on fundamental prin- 
ciples in government; but nothing of this sort 
has been urged to support the section to which I 
refer, The Senate are now in session, and pro- 
bably will continue to be until after this Estab- 
lishment shall be organized. 

An argument has been deduced from former 
practice, and the law of May 28, 1798, has been 
quoted to prove that the same power was granted 
to the President then, which is proposed to be 
given now. If gentlemen will attend to the pro- 
visions of that law, they will readily perceive that 
the powers granted are by no means alike. In 
1798, Congress considered this country on the eve 
of a war with France, and made certain prepar- 
ations for such an event. Among other meas- 
ures, they authorized the President of the United 
States, “in the event of a declaration of war 
against the United States, or of actual invasion 


"of their territory by a foreign Power,” to raise a 


force not exceeding ten thousand men.and, in the 
recess of the Senate, to appoint the officers. But, 
even in this case, the nomination of the field offi- 
cers was to be submitted to the Senate, for their 
consideration, at their next meeting. In the case 
now before us, we are actually at war, and the 
Senate is in session, so that there is no analogy 
in the two cases. It has even been urged, as a 
matter of convenience, that blank commissions 
could be delivered to the field officers, to be given 
out as should be found convenient and necessary 
—a practice which Iam by no means disposed to 
justify. And, while I am upon this part of my 
argument, I shall take occasion to remark, that I 
have nothing to ask of the Government for my- 
self, nor for any friend on earth; and, therefore, 
hope my remarks may be considered as directed 
to the good of my country, and for the preserva- 
tion of the principles of the Constitution. 

7. I object further to this bill, because I am 
unwilling to afford any aid to the further prose- 
cution of this ruinous war, every day’s contin- 
uance of which renders an accommodation more 
doubtful and difficult. If further progress is 
made, the angry passions will be excited; con- 
quests will undoubtedly be made, and alliances 
most probably will be formed, which will jeop- 
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ardize, if not wholly destroy the fairest prospects 


of.our beloved country. On this last prospect, 


what patriot can turn his eye but with foreboding 
anxiety and fears. When I turn my reflections 
to the fate of the European nations, who have 
been forced into the war with Great Britain, and 
then into an alliance with France, and behold 
them regularly moulded into members of that 
mighty Empire, subjected to all her privations, 
and obliged to partake.in all her wars of ambi- 
tion and conquest, I shudder at the prospect be- 
fore us, and wish to escape before it is too late. 

8. But I have another objection to the passage 
of this bill, which appears to be insurmountable. 
ltis on the score of expense. Have gentlemen 
suffered themselves seriously to calculate the cost, 
not only of the present establishment, but of a 
further continuance of the system recently adopt- 
ed? In private life, as well as in kingdoms, such 
provident caleulations are always deemed marks 
of sound wisdom ; and why should we except 
our own country from so important an examina- 
tion. Let me not be told that this is no time to 
calculate the cost in dollars and cents, when so 
great.a question is at stake. Sir, the question is 
a solemn one, and must be answered, and our 
constituents are entitled to an answer at our 
hands. Fortunate, indeed, would it have been 
for our country if this question had been satis- 
factorily settled before we adopted this, in my 
opinion, disastrous course. 

We are now called upon for a loan of about 
$20,000,000. If this bill should pass, we shall 
need at least $8,000,000 more. Add to this the 
last loan, which, in round numbers, may be called 
(including Treasury notes) $14,500,000; making 
a net amount of $42,500,000. 

I inquire, then, how is this monstrous account 
of expenditure to be repaid? Nay, Mr. Chair- 
man, I ask you if there is any provision made to 
pay even the interest? Our external revenue, 
which would, in a short time, have discharged 
the whole of our national debt, by the war on 
which we have voluntarily entered, is nearly an- 
nihilated ; so that, from the ordinary revenue on 
those branches of commerce which are permitted 
by law, according to Mr. Gallatin's report, we 
cannot expect an annual receipt into the Treas- 
ury of more than two millions and a half of dol- 
lars after this.year. Our system of internal rev- 
enue has long since ceased, and the direct taxes 
reported at the last session of Congress, for some 
reason, not explained to the House, are permitted 
tosleep. The only resort seems to be to loans, 
as if this fund of individual wealth was inex- 
haustible. Is it then a fact that this war is to be 
supported almost exclusively by loans? It be- 
comes a serious inquiry as to the facility of oh- 
taining them. By examining the annual report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, it will be found 
that from loans and the sale of Treasury notes, 
there had come into the Treasury, in the year 
1812, about thirteen millions of dollars, and that 
by the sale of the remaining Treasury notes av- 
thorized by law, about one million and a half 
more might be expected to accrue, making in the 
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whole $14.500,000. It will further appear, from 
the same document, that of the sums already re- 
ceived, there were furnished by individuals about 
$4,000,000, and, by banks, about $9,000,000. 

If the Committee will give me their attention 
for a few moments longer, I will satisfy them 
from what parts of our country this money has 
been furnished. Mr. Gallatin informs us that of 
the $13,000,000 above-named $12,000 000 of it 
was furnished north of the Potomae. If this 
may be considered a standard by which to regu- 
late future loans, it may not be amiss to inquire 
in what part of the United States the advocates 
of the war principally reside. Most unquestion- 
ably.to the south of the Potomac. I inquire fur- 
ther, in. what parts of our country have the 
pledges of life, property, and sacred honor, been 
most abundantly given to support the war in 
which we have embarked? The answer is, to 
the south of this place, and west of the Alleg- 
hany mountains. If the sinews of war are to be 
looked for to the North, and the zeal and patriot- 
ism to carry it on is found principally to the 
South and West, it may be useful for us to learn, 
first, whether the war has acquired such popu- 
larity in the Northern States as to induce the 
money-holders to loan liberally for its support; 
and, secondly, whether it will be proper for the 
Government to offer more than common interest 
to obtain the money. On the first point, I be- 
lieve I am warranted in the remark, that the war 
fever has really abated in the Northern States. 
The manner in which it has been conducted, the 
instruments who have been appointed to com- 
mand and superintend the operations of your ar- 
mies,and the disgrace which has hitherto attended 
its operations, have seemed to convince the coun- 
try, that from such management peace cannot be 
expected. In fact, sir, it becomes an inquiry of 
some importance among the yeomanry of the 
Northern States, why the people of Ohio, Ken- 
tucky, aad Tennessee, should be so much more 
awake to the capture and suffering of our seafar- 
ing brethren than the people of the Atlantic 
States, in which they reside, or from whence they 
sail. 

As a further evidence that the war has become 
more and more unpopular, since its declaration, 
in certain. Northern sections of our country, I 
would turn your attention to the recent elections. 
Most of the gentlemen north and east of Penn- 
sylvania who voted for the war, are now permit- 
ted to retire from publie labor, and their places 
have been filled by men. who are the friends of 
peace and commerce. If the Vermont election 
should terminate in favor of the war candidates, 
the election will undoubtedly bea close one; and 
as the change of parties since last Spring (there 
being a clear gain of more than three thousand 
votes to the peace ticket) is manifestly great, the 
call to the war party from that State is, * Be ye 
also ready.” That the war may become prosper- 
ous, it must be in a good degree popular; and I 
have no hesitation in expressing my full convic- 
tion that this is far from being the case in the 
Northern States. In fact, sir, it is condemned as 
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an impolitic and ruinous measure by almost all | desirable to add more territory to our Republic? 
men of intelligence in that country. ` Before the war was declared, some gentlemen 
But I shall be told by the friends of this war, asserted on this floor that the Canadians only 
if it is indeed so unpopular, why shall it not be | waited for the oceasion to present, and they would 
prosecuted, and this bill pass with all its deformi- į receive us with open arms, and rejoice to parti- 
ties, that our power may the sooner pass into cipate in the blessings of liberty which our Gov- 
other hands? ernment would impart. . On this subject, distress- 
To this I answer, that a sense of duty constrains | ing experience has taught us the reverse; and if 
me to warn you of the danger before it is too disgrace and discomfiture could make the lesson 
late; a sense of honor makes me unwilling to | more impressive, our country will not soon for- 
have my country and ‘its armies disgraced; and | get it. To lose an army and a territory at a 
that ardent love of country which prevails in my | stroke is no common misfortune. 
heart, forbids me to be silent, so long as any hope Others have asserted, that not only Upper and 
remains of rescuing it from impending ruin. Lower Canada, but Halifax, Nova Scotia, and 
I inquire with no common solicitude as to the New Brunswick, must be wrested from the Brit- 
expenses and operations of the last campaign. If | ish Government, and annexed to our own. When 
the patience of the Committee was not exhausted, | I hear gentlemen indulge in such bold flights of 
I should deem it useful and proper to inquire into | fancy, they appear to me never to have seriously 
the origin and progress of the Indian war upon considered the hazard and uncertainty of the en- 
our frontiers. We are yet without any official | terprise, the benefits to be derived from the attain- 
information to justify the first hostile operations | ment, nor the cost of the acquisition. The Gov- 
which were made upon the Wabash. As if all | ernment of the Canadas alone costs Great Britain 
minor considerations were to be absorbed in the | more than one million sterling annually. If she 
great contest upon which we have entered with would surrender to the United States her juris- 
Great Britain, the Governor of a Territory com- | diction of all her North American colonies, my 
mences an offensive war with the savages; sacri- | decided opinion is, that it would be bad policy to 
fices the lives of many brave men in the field; | accept of them. The nature of their Govern- 
invites the scalping knife and tomahawk into the | ment, and the mixed character of its inhabitants, 
peaceful dwellings of the frontier settlements, | would illy comport with the genius of our free 
and expends the treasure of our country to an | institutions. In addition to this, the location of 
immense amount without any inquiry into such | these provinces, being accessible by fleets, and 
conduct. In better times, such an act of outrage | some of them having very safe and capacious 
and devastation, entailing so much misery on our | harbors, would require a great naval as well as 
own citizens, would have been examined with a | Military Establishment to protect and maintain 
scrutinizing eye. I inquire further, who has au- | them. But this is not the most unpleasant part 
thorized the commanding officers of posts to in- | of the picture. I apprehend much greater diffi- 
vite the citizens of our country to flock to their | culties will be found in the attainment of these 
standards for the purpose of invading the terri- | objects than some gentlemen seem to be aware of. 
tory of our enemy? While thc Commander-in- | To appreciate the truth of this remark, gentle- 
Chief of our armies keeps himself aloof from the | men will do well to review the events of the war 
scenes of action, we find one officer after another | between France and Great Britain, as carried on 
issuing proclamation upon proclamation, calling | in America, which closed with the peace of 1763. 
for aid from their friends, and denouncing ven- | At that time the British colonies in North Ame- 
geance upon their foes. As my object, under this tica, (now the United States,) afforded all the aid 


head, is only to examine into the expense to be | in their power to assist the mother country in the 
incurred, I inquire how this waste of public | conflict. The expense was enormous, and human 
treasure is to be justified, and by whom is it au- | blood flowed in torrents from Fort Duquesne 
thorized? Sir, my full conviction is, that one | (now Pittsburg) to Ticonderoga, and from Ticon- 
moiety at least of the expenses of the last cam- | deroga to Quebec. The sanguinary conflict on 
paign has been incurred by volunteers and mili- | the plains of Abraham, in which the gallant 
tia, and, in many instances, wholly unauthorized | commanders of both armies fell, decided the fate 
by law. My object is to point out the evil, that, | of that city. 
if possible, a suitahle remedy may be applied. The frequent and unsuccessful attempts to get 
Unless something of this sort can be done, we | possession of the Canadas during the Revolution- 
shall expend more treasure in two years than the | ary war may afford some useful lessons on this 
net expense of the Revolutionary war. subject. The city of Quebec, both from its nat- 
But even admitting these objections to have | ural position and the strength of its defensive 
weight, we must have Canada, say the advocates ; works, may be considered one of the strongest 
for the war. It may not be amiss to spend a few | fortresses in the world. Suppose then these pro- 
moments in examining this question. vinces should be overrun by our arms, so that all 
1st. As to the benefits to be derived; and [the lakes and land north and west of Montreal 
2d. As to the practicability of the object. should be in our possession ; I inquire if it would 
I inquire, then, if Canada should be conquered, | be good policy in this Government to maintain a 
what benefits would the United States gain by | military force in the field equal to theinvestment 
the acquisition? As to the new lands, most as- | of Quebec? If a garrison of twelve or fifieen 
suredly we do not want any more. Can it be! thousand regular troops may now be supposed to 
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be quartered there; and capable of being increased 


the next Summer.to double that number, I beg. 


gentiemen to make some rational estimate as to 
the force, which it: would be -necessary to send 
into that country. I presume the most sanguine 
friends of this war. do not expect that Quebec will 
fall during the first. campaign; and if we should 
continue the Army for a second, I fear our present 
Military Establishment would be unequal to the 
service, , FR. : 

The inference from the whole is, that the pros- 
pect of success is very doubtful at least; but even 
if we. could insure success, the price to be paid 
would far, very far, overbalance the value of the 
object when attained. 

But the prosecution of the war upon the plan 
of invasion heretofore adopted will bring with it 
a train of evils not easily to be foreseen. Can 
any man in his senses believe that a proud, war- 
like, and haughty nation will suffer invasion upon 
her territories, and not attempt that retaliation 
which lies so much within her reach? Must the 
glory and beauty of our seaport towns, the ele- 
gance and wealth of our cities, and the comfort 
and happiness of thousands, and even millions of 
our fellow-citizens be jeopardized to the miser- 
able policy and infatuated system of invading 
Canada? Be assured, Mr. Chairman, the price is 
too great, and sooner or later the sober reflecting 
part of this injured people will teach the authors 
of this war, that their prosperity and happiness 
are not tobe trifled with, or idly thrown away... 

: Bug, sir, when I consider the facility with which 
.the enemy can bring distress, of the most heart- 
rending sort, to the very busoms of our Southern 
brethren, I stand astonished at the presumption 
and rashness with which they seem to court the 
contest. If gentlemen will persist in this bloody 
war, they must be told that calamity and misery 
will be their portion. The hand of the assassin 
is within their own dwellings, and for aught I 
kuow the Providence of God permits this awful 
delusion, that vengeance may come on the most 
ardent authors and abettors of this war to the ut- 
termost. Before these awful judgments shall 
take place, I conjure gentlemen to. pause, and to 
remember this caution, which is given in the 
spirit of friendship, before it be too late. Already 
have we heard, and the information filled my 
mind with horror, that several thousand black 
troops were ready in the West Indies to begin 
this work of slaughter and destruction ; and those 
who will suffer themselves to reflect must know 
that the nation which we have chosen for our 
enemy has the means at command to effect the 
dreadful work. But I will dismiss this painful 
picture with a single remark, which the subject 
not only justifies, but calls for. It is this: that 
those parts of the United States which seemed 
most secure, and where this war Sever has raged 
the most, seem to have already been visited, and 
in my judgment must be visited, by a righteous 
Providence with the severest calamities growing 
out of this war. In proof of this fact look at the 
incursions of the savages along the whole line of 
our Western and Southern frontier; and if the 


‘scene is not too dreadful even to. contemplate, let 


the slaveholding States look at-their true situa- 
tion, and not hasten an event which: may even 
rival St. Domingo for suffering and wo. 

But, say the friends of this war and of.this bill, 
what would you have us do? Would you repeal 
the declaration of war, and deliver us over, bound 
hand and foot, to: the enemy? To this I have a 
two-fold answer: First, if you would rush madly 
on to ruin, regardless of all advice, as well as. of 
the most fatal consequences, it is no part of my 
business to extricate you from trouble; but, sec- 
ondly, I reply that the path of duty is the only 
path of safety. : The country may yet be saved 
by pursuing an honorable, impartial, and enlight- 
ened policy with respect to the two great bellig- 
erents. Although I cannot at this time presume 
to point out the only proper course which this 
Government ought to pursue, yet following the 
example of some others who have preceded me 
in this debate, my project shall be submitted with 
frankness and freedom. 

I say, then, let this Government immediately 
take honorable, impartial, and tenable ground, and 
the country will support us. Determine to de- 
fend our territory, and all the citizens who in- 
habit the soil, and bid defiance to all Europe aud 
the world, to drive us from our domain. Away 
with the silly Frenchified doctrine, “that a ship 
is a floating colony,” and as such must be de- 
fended as a part of the territory. While we de- 
mand as our right that our native citizens shall 
freely navigate the ocean, let us scrupulously 
avoid decoying foreigners into our service; and 
if we guard this part of our navigation code by 
suitable penalties, I cannot believe the difficulties 
relating to a friendly intercourse would be insur- 
mountable. 

From the foregoing remarks I draw the follow- 
ing conclusions: Ist. That the conquest of Can- 
ada, and the other British provinces in North 
America, will be very difficult, if not impossible ; 
2d. That if we.should succeed eventually in sub- 
duing them, the expense in blood and treasure 
would greatly exceed their value to the United 
States; 3d. That if these territories should be 
incorporated into the Union, it is probable, if not 
certain, that a separation of the present United 
States would be.the consequence. 

The late hour of the day, and the fatigue of 
the Committee, ought to admonish me to close my 
remarks. Had I time, and if I could prevail on 
the Committee to hear me, I would certainly re- 
ply to the remark, so often repeated, that the 
President had fully evinced his desire for peace, 
inasmuch as he made overtures to that effect im- 
mediately after the declaration of war. I will, 
however, very briefly remark, that, although a 
copy of the instructions given to Mr. Russell was 
not communicated to Congress when the Presi- 
dent sent us the last correspondence of Mr. Rus- 
sell with the British Government, yet it is suffi- 
ciently manifest that he was necessarily limited 
in his powers; and, although he seems to have 
felt somewhat wounded by the intimation of Lord 
Castlereagh, as to the object and sufficiency of 
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his powers, yet, after telling his Lordship, in his 
letter of September 19, 1812, “ that he did not ex- 
pect to hear repeated any objections on these 
points,” he’ is obliged to apologize to his own 
Government for having acted thus extensively, 
and I may even add unwarrantably, under his 
instructions. He says in: his letter, bearing date 
‘London, September 17, 1812, (which he brought 
himself, or more probably wrote. in this place,) 
“had the proposition been adopted, I should not 
have been without all hope that it would have 
been approved by the President.” Enough: has 
been said, I trust, to induce us at least to doubt 
the declarations in extenso, so often made within 
this hall and out of it, that the olive branch has 
been constantly and fairly tendered to the enemy, 
and that it was rejected with disdain. 


I have now finished the remarks which I in- 


tended to make on the bill before the Committee. 


i will trespass on their patience but a few min- 


utes longer, while I state one further objection 


to the continuance of this war, which will be de- 
rived solely from the moral state of the world, 
and the peculiar character of the war in that re- 
spect. Whatever impression the following reflec- 
tions may make on the minds of others, I hope I 
shall be credited when I say that, from this con- 
sideration alone, arguments and reasons more un- 
answerable than any or all others, force them- 
selves upon my judgment, and oblige me to repro- 


bate the war. 


We live at a period, Mr. Chairman, the most 
solemn and eventful that this fallen world has 
ever witnessed. No believer in the Christian re- 
ligion can be an inattentiveobserver of the aston- 
ishing scenes now acting on the human theatre. 
While the great events foretold in prophecy are 
unfolding in regular and rapid suecession, the 
kingdoms and nations on the earth are solemnly 
forewarned how to conduct, that the calamities 
and judgments threatened against the unzodly 
may not overtake them. "The whole civilized 
world is now in arms; and while continental 
Europe is convulsed to its centre, and has for 
many years been suffering the judgments of an 
holy God, for her impieties and her crimes, a great 
portion of the people of Great Britain have been 
exerting themselves to spread the knowledge and 
influence of that religion which alone can remove 
While societies 
and institutions have been formed for this most 
benevolent purpose in Great Britain, many of our 
own countrymen have united with them in the 
glorious work of sending the Holy Seriptures to 
the heathen throughout the world; thereby intro- 
ducing light, and peace, and joy, into the abodes 
Is it then a 
matter of no consequence to the people of this 
country that these fair and happy prospects should 
be checked, and, perhaps, blasted forever, by this 
unhappy war? And can it be unworthy the legis- 
lators of a Christian people to reflect that they 
are now waging an offensive war, and one which. 
in its consequences, may be found to be directed 
against Him who is the God of Armies? It is 


the malady and heal the nations. 


of ignorance, hostility, and wo. 


tinuance in this war may unite us to the desti- 
mes of those against whom the Great Jehovah is 
now pouring out the full vials of his wrath. This 
is the bitterest ingredient in the cup, of which we 
have begun to drink. When I reflect on these 
awful and solemn events, I cannot but weep for 
my infatuated country; and if I had an angel’s 
voice I would call on every rational creature in 
these United States, as well as on this honorable 
Committee, and entreat them to pause and con- 
sider, before our country’s doom shall be forever 
sealed. 

When Mr. T. concluded, the House adjourned. 


— 


Fripay, January 8. 


Mr. Dinsmoor presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of New Hampshire, requesting their 
delegation in Congress to procure the passage of 
a law raising the wages of the militia detached 
from that State.—Referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The bill for the relief of J. Binnicn was read a 
third time and passed. 


MOUNTED RANGERS. 


Mr. Jennings said, that it must be recollected 
by the House, that the act which was passed at 
the last session of Congress, for the raising cer- 
tain companies of rangers for the protection of 
the frontiers, had expired. Those rangers were 
raised under the apprehension of attacks from 
the savages; and these apprehensions have unfor- 
tunately been realized far beyond the general an- 
ticipation. When those companies were raised, 
Mr. Speaker, we expected long since to have 
taken possession of the British Province of Upper 
Canada, thereby to have intercepted the connex- 
ion and communication between the British and 
the northwestern Indians. It will therefore readily 
be perceived, that in consequence of our disap- 
pointed expectations in that quarter, the north- 
western frontier will be more exposed to the 
savage knife and tomahawk, at the opening of 
the approaching Spring, than they have been 
heretofore. This description of force, if again 
organized, and stationed at suitable points with- 
out the frontier settlements, will render it more 
efficient, and in a better situation to range the 
woods and prevent the unapprized attack of the 
savage upon the helpless women and children. 
If we had to expect invasion from a civilized foe, 
our situation would not excite so much terror, 
but the savage character draws no distinction be- 
tween the helpless infant and the prisoner of war. 
Under such circumstances, no calculation of ex- 
penditure ought to have any weight against a 
measure calculated to afford a necessary and 
proper protection to such an important and ex- 
tensive frontier of the United States. The se- 
crecy and facility with which the savages can 
assail that frontier, renders it improper that we 
should depend entirely for protection upon the 
volunteers and militia of an adjoining State. 
They carry with them their prejudices, and t00 


also a most deplorable consideration that a con- ' often forget the sacred rights of private property. 
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This fact has unfortunately been verified by a 
petition. which -E presented yesterday from the 
Territory. which I. répresent. | But I cannot be- 
lieve that such is the character of the citizens of 
Kentucky, although I do believe, that the cause 
of that plundering, so far as it did take :place in 
the western. past of the Territory of Indiana, by 
a portion of the Kentucky volunteers, may be 
found in the unhallowed exertions of local poli- 
tical purposes, to impress on the minds of at least 
some of those volunteers, that they were to de- 
fend British agents, British partisans,and persons 
having connexion with the savages. 

I shall now (said Mr. J.) present to the House 
the following resolutions, which I have prepared, 
as well for the purpose of offering a bounty in 
lands to those wbo would volunteer their services 
as rangers for the protection of the northwestern 
frontier, as for the purpose of inquiring into the 
expediency of paying the militia and volunteers 
"who have already rendered important services in 
shielding the helpless from savage cruelty— 

** Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs 
be, and they are hereby, directed to inquire into the 
expediency of authorizing the President of the United 
States to reise at least twelve companies of rangers, by 
the acceptance of volunteers or enlistment for one year, 
to be mounted or otherwise, as the service may require. 

“ Resolved, .That the said committee inquire into the 
expediency of allowing a bounty in land to those who 
‘shall tender their services as rangers, and be accepted 
by the President. of the United States. 

* Resolved, That the said committee inquire likewise 
into the expediency of making provision for compen- 
-sating the militia or volunteers, who may have been 
called out, or whose services may have been accepted 
by the Executives of either of the Territories of the 
"United States." 


The resolutions were ordered to lie on the table. 


ADDITIONAL MILITARY FORCE. 

The House again resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole, on the bill from the Senate 
authorizing the raising of twenty thousand men, 
for one year, if in the opinion of the President of 
the United States the publie service shall require it. 

Mr. WuHeaTon said + Mr. Speaker, every intelli- 
gent man, whose age has given him an opportu- 
nity of combining experience with observation, 
must know that there are times when, on cer- 
tain questions relating to the great interests of 
the nation, tbe sober remonstrances of truth and 
reason are of little or no avail against the mis- 
guided impetuosity of publie prejudice. To such 
a crisis, if we have not.already arrived, it is 
greatly to be feared that we are fast approaching. 
To float along the current of popular opinion re- 
quires very little exertion; but the man that is 
placed in a situation where the public safety de- 
mands that heshould stem the torrent and buffet 
the storm, cannot but reflect, with peculiar sen- 
sibility, on the very unequal task he has to per- 
form. The bill, now under consideration, has 
opened a field of discussion on the general policy 
of the war, in which its advocates and opponents 
seem to have given full range to their imagina- 
tions; and the arguments, on both sides, have 


apparently been attended with various success. 


There can; however, be. little doubt on which side 
the victory will finally bedeclared. Itis well known 
that the majority are determined, and the bill will 


-pass. I had therefore resolved to take no part in 


the dispute, but to content myself with giving a 
simple vote. But, reflecting that I am ealled upon 
to act on a ‘subject by me deemed important, nat 
only for myself, but for the good.of the people 
whom I have the honor to represent, who will 
be equally interested in the result, I have felt my- 
self impelled, both by duty and inelination, to 
state some of the reasons on which that vote will 
be grounded. > j 

The bill proposes giving authority to the Pres- 
ident of the United States to raise twenty thou- 
sand regular troops, in addition to the thirty-five 
thousand already authorized by law. This may 
be right or wrong, proper or improper, according 
to times and circumstances, and the objects which 
the measure is contemplated to effect, Were the 
country invaded. by a foreign foe, and a foe so 
powerful.as to make this additional number of 
troops necessary for its defence, I should say it 
were right and proper to raise them, whatever 
expense it might be to the nation. But if, as the 
advocates of the bill profess, these men are to be 
enlisted, and; together with those heretofore au- 
thorized, are. to form a powerful army for the 
purpose of foreign conquest, I have no hesitation 
in giving it, as my opinion, that it is improper 
and wrong, or, at least, as the President has told 
us respecting the French decree repealing those 
of Berlin and Milan, that “the proceeding is 
rendered, by the time and manner of it, liable to 
many objections.” Objections, it is apprehended, 
may arise from want of powers given to Con- 
gress by the Constitution, either expressed or im- 
plied, to do this thing, with its professed object in 
view—that is, foreign conquest. And if these 
are unavailing, common reason and common 
sense furnish objections, sufficiently strong, to the 
expediency of our undertaking such enterprises. 
Objections, for want of sufficient powers given by 
the Constitution, may be considered as novel; 
but, if sound, they should nevertheless prevail. 
The war itself is novel, this being the first of the 
kind that ever we have undertaken since that 
instrument was formed, or since we became an 
independent nation. If the Constitution gives 
Congress any power to carry on foreign wars, 
those powers must be collected from expressions 
it contains, or from some clear and necessary im- 
plication from something thatis therein expressed. 
It will be very readily admitted, that our national 
Government is a Government of a very simple 
construction, and that it possesses very limited 
powers; being established by compact, not by 
conquest, it has not all the powers incident to the 
sovereignties of other countries; not produced 
by conquest, it was not made for conquest. " The 
“enumeration of certain rights in the Constitu- 
* tion shall not be construed to deny or disparage 
* others retained by the people ;? and the powers 
* not delegated to the United States by the Con- 
‘ stitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, are 
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* reserved to the States, respectively, or -to the: 
í people.” The framers of this Constitution took 
articular care, not only to define the powers they 
intended to give, but the objects to which that 
power should be applied, and therefore, but for 
those defined objects, Congress have no powers 
atall. The objects arè first pointed out clearly 
and plainly, and then the powers necessary to 
their attainment. The people of this country, 
after having effected the Revolution and estab- 
lished their independence, considering their great 
-transmarine distance from the nations of the Old 
World, and all their jarring and rival interests, 
flattered themselves with the expectation of long 
eace. 'Unapprehensive of being attacked at 
ome, they had no idea of making war for the 
purpose of conquest abroad. “ Peace and friend- 
ship with all nations, entangling alliances with 
none,” was their motto, and the same sentiment 
has been sanctioned by a man, whom the advo- 
cates of this war have never ceased to admire. 
An aversion to standing armies was among the 
causes that induced the Declaration of Independ- 
ence; without standing armies, it was then be- 
lieved, and we now know full well, foreign wars 
cannot be carried on. Foreign warsdid not, there- 
fore, come within the scope of that poliey that 
dictated the Constitution. I am not insensible, 
that, by the Constitution, a power is given to 
Congress to declare war, (not to make it,) but 
their power is not to be exercised but in the spirit 
of that instrument, and for the attainment of some 
or all of the objects for which it was framed. 
And what are those objects? Why,and for what 
was the Constitution made? Its authors have 
told us. It was for "the forming of a more per- 
fect union, establishing justice, insuring domes- 
tic tranquillity, providing for the common defence, 
romoting the general welfare, and securing the 
blessings of liberty to ourselves and our posterity,” 
and all these benefits for the people that then did, 
or who thereafter should, belong to, or reside in 
the territory then embraced by the United States, 
and none other. The Constitution was not made 
for any other, nor can it give jurisdiction over 
any other. If all or any of these objects are en- 
dangered, and it ean be made to appear that rais- 
ing the additional army proposed by this bill be 
necessary to the preservation and security of 
them, and can afford a rational prospect of pro- 
ducing such an effect, then my objections to the 
measure, so far as they arise from the apprehen- 
sion of the want of Constitutional authority, will 
be obviated. But here, permit me to ask, whe- 
ther adding twenty thousand new troops to our 
present regular army, will be likely to have the 
effect of forming a more perfect union among 
the people of these States, or whether the little 
progress already made in the war has not pro- 
duced fearful apprehensions of a sad reverse? If 
justice be not already established in our country, 
can there be any probability that a more formi- 
dable army will effect an object so desirable? No; 
for it is a well-known maxim, as true now, as in 
those ancient times when it was written, that 
* Inter arma leges silent.” So romantic an idea, 


as being able to establish justice through the 
world, could not have entered the heads of those 
that framed the Constitution. Much has been 
said respecting the laws of nations; but they 
are. now no- where to be found, but in those 
books that treat on that subject; they were 
formed by the nations of the civilized world, and 
evidenced by the treaties, compacts, and agree- 
ments, entered into by them ; but the Govern- 
ments of Europe, in their struggle for power and 
dominion, seem to have disregarded or broken 
them down; and they being the majority in num- 
ber, and superior in strength, it is not at present 
in our power to build up and enforce them. The 
unavoidable state of the world must be submitted 
to, until human nature shall, by its Great Author, 
be corrected. Nor can we, from what we have 
experienced, promise ourselves, from foreign war, 
an increase of tranquillity at home. But we are 
authorized, and are bound to provide for our com- 
mon defence, and to raise armies, as well of reg- 
ulars as militia, for that purpose, whenever the 
unfortunate situation of our country may render 
such a measure necessary; and our raising of a 
regular army could never have been contemplated 
by the framers of the Constitution for any other 
purpose, and therefore give no authority so to do, 
and, as if conscious that this were the case, the 
committee that penned the act passed by Con- 
gress in June last, declaring war, made use of a 
form altogether unusual in other countries on 
similar occasions. The act declares that “ war 
exists between the United Kingdoms of Great 
Britain and Ireland, and the United States ;? 
going upon the idea, that hostilities had then been 
actually commenced against us by that Govern- 
ment, and our country invaded by a British armed 
force. Such a doctrine would have been very 
proper, and it might have been proper to raise ar- 
mies in pursuance of it, had it been true. But 
such was not the fact. No hostile invasion of the 
country, by the British Government, had then 
been made, attempted or threatened. But some 
may say, and do say, that, if it were not a point 
then, it is now, and that, therefore, if we had no 
right to raise regular armies then, it being a time 
of peace, we may feel ourselves fully authorized 
now, since war has been declared, to raise new 
ones, or make additions to the old. This, indeed, 
would be contrary to a principle universally re- 
ceived and adopted, that no one should be per- 
mitted to take the advantage of his own wrong. 

, lknow it is a doctrine, that the ruling party 
in this country, both in and out of this House, 
are every day zealously endeavoring to inculcate, 
that even admitting the war to have been wrong, 
at its commencement, it has now become the 
Constitutional duty of its original opponents to 
afford every aid and encouragement to its prose- 
cution. But this is a doctrine that I think no 
one can yield his assent to, till he is made to be- 
lieve, that two lines, constantly diverging, may 
finally meet in the same point. If our country 
has been in any degree invaded, and such inva- 
sion be in consequence of our having first in- 
vaded the territories of the invaders, it is proper 
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for us, by withdrawing the causé; to put an end 
to the effect. 
of the powers giveti;by the Constitution, is “to 
‘secure the blessings of liberty to: ourselves, and 
our posterity’? "Many arguments cannot be ne- 
cessary to show the tendency of foreign wars to 
destroy liberty: Fbetieve history does not fur- 


nish an instancé.of any people long free, after: 


engaging in the mad: projects of foreign conquest. 


While-Kome was éontent with her ancient boun- | 


daries, her inhabitants were blest with freedom; 
‘but, afterwards, jealousies, tumults, insurrections, 
and seditions, and those two great plagues and 
scourgesof mankind, anarchy and tyranny, follow- 
ing ih the train, destroyed every vestige: of liber- 
tyamong that people. Is thére any liberty left 
among the people of France, or of those countries 


that France has conquered ? Fortunate for them, | 


Af they are less enlightened than we are; for, in 
such case, though slaves, they may not be quite 
so miserable ones. “The very age and body of 
our Constitution, its form and pressure,” indica- 
tive of the genius and temper of the people that 
adopted it, are all opposed to the prosecution of 
"wars for conquest. Such enterprises must not 
be undertaken, or the Constitution must be de- 
stroyed. Gentlemen seem already inclined to 
attribute the disgrace and defeats that have 
hitherto marked our progress in this war, rather 
to the form and Constitution of our Government, 
than to the weakness ‘and folly of its Adminis- 
tration. The French Emperor has been extol- 
led; and his mode of conducting wars: has been 
more than intimated as being worth ‘our imita- 
tion. If, in making foreign conquests, we would 
have:his success, we must make use of his means, 
and then we may bid adieu to our former happy 
institutions, our laws, and our liberty. On this 
ground, therefore, I am opposed to the progress 
of this war. But if I had not a scruple left, as to 
the authority given to Congress by the Consti- 
tution to make this war for conquest, (and per- 
haps I ought not to have,) my sense of its inex- 
pediency, while I shall have any regard for the 
welfare and prosperity of my country, will for- 
ever forbid my giving it the smallest aid. 

À war, admitting circumstances to be such as 
to render it justifiable on moral principle, (and 
an offensive war I think never can be,) and ad- 
mitting, also, that the Government of the coüntry 
is authorized by its Constitution to make it, may 
be expedient or inexpedient, according to the 
value of the object proposed to be obtained, the 
probability of obtaining it, and the inconvenience 
and expense attending it. The avowed object 
of progressing in the war that has been under- 
taken, for which these men are proposed to be 
raised, is the conquest of the Canadas, and, some 
say, all the British possessions in America, Of 
what probable value will the Canadas be to the 
United States, should we sueceed in conquering 
them? Do we want more land? We now 
have within the country, over which the Consti- 
tution was intended to give jurisdiction, many 
millions of acres, as yet untrodden by the foot 
of civilized man. Do we want a conquered peo- 


The last, and not‘the least object | 


ple, that cannot be kept in‘subjection without 
a permanent regular army? Oris it intended, 
when conquered, to embrace them as fellow-cit- 
izens? The Canadians are British subjects, they 
have British prejudices, and’ are attached to-the 
British Government; and shall we be willing 
that they should have an: hand.in governing us, 
and thereby increase the British influence among 
us, said to be too great already? I think not. 
The condition of our country must be vastly more 
happy without holding them, either as conquered 
Provinces, or taking them into any connexion 
with us. "They wish not to injure us; we ought 
not to injure them.. But what is the probability 
of our speedily effecting this mighty conquest, if 
we could anticipate any great benefit or advan- 
tage from it? Our past attempt affords little 
encouragement as to the future. Our troops, 
though they might be valiant in a better cause, 
have given little evidence of their zeal in this. 
Experience has indeed established the fact, that 
it is no easy task to conquer any people, deter- 
mined to defend. themselves, unless recourse is 
had to those intrigues which we condemn in 
other nations. It is true, that this very country 
has been once conquered; but, at that time it 
contained but a small proportion of inhabitants 
to what it now does; and it may be well recol- 
lected, that that conquest was not effected till 
after a severe struggle of a number of years con- 
tinuance, by the people then inhabiting the terri- 
tory. now eonstituting the United States, aided by 
the land and naval forces of Great Britain, with 
a manat their head, who, for that very exploit, 
then thought almost miraculous, has been cele- 
brated in song from that day to this. 

But although it may be admitted possible, that 
with many and great difficulties, the loss of much 
blood, and the expense of much treasure, such a 
conquest may be made, provided the whole phys- 
ical strength of the United States could at once 
be pointed to that object, yet the prospect is still 
dubious; for a union in such an enterprise can- 
not at present take place. And the reason is 
plain; it is because the people cannot be made to 
believe it an object worth their pursuit. . The 
gentlemen who are the advocates of this war, 
are constantly complaining of a want of union 
among the people in its prosecution, and calling 
upon us to unite with them; but this cannot be 
without the sacrifice of principle, which we ought 
to hold more valuable than both Canadas. Nor 
can the people be ever induced to make this con- 
quest an object with them, aslong as they are 
permitted to think and speak and act for them- 
selves; and how long that will be, is known only 
to Him who holds the destinies of nationsin His 
hands, and to whose all-seeing eye the past and 
the future are equally open. But, however alarm- 
ing may be the prospect, and however confident 
we may be of accomplishing the design, it would 
have been wise in us before we began, and it 
will be wise in us now, before we further proceed 
in our attempts to conquer those countries, well 
to consider what will be the probable cost. And 
here I must request the aid of those that are 
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more curious at computation than myself, to cast 
up the mighty sum. If it be only forty millions a 
year, as some gentlemen candidly suppose, and 
seven years in the operation, it will be two -hun- 
dred and eighty millions; a sum, that the whole 
people of the United States cannotat present pay, 
and the very interest of which must be an intol- 
erable burden for many years tocome. Of this, 
they will be made sensible, when the tax-gather- 
ers shall be found knocking at the poor man’s 
door. And if the possession of the Canadas should 
be acquired, they cannot be retained to any val- 
uable purpose to us, nor without ruin to the in- 
habitants, unless we can also command the river 
St. Lawrence, their only outlet to the ocean; and 
in order to this, we must also have New Bruns- 
wick and Nova Scotia. The‘conquest of those 
countries has indeed been talked of (though some- 
what faintly) as being within the view of the 
advocates of the war.’ The taking of Halifax 
may be a picture in the head of fame, but if at- 
tempted with our present means, will be found to 
be a pang in the heart of many. The thing may 
be talked of pompously, it may be even recom- 
mended gravely; but, after all, our experience 
must despair of it irretrievably. But if the pos- 
session of these British provinces be attainable, 
and if eastly attained, will this be likely to have 
the effect of inducing that Government against 
which we are conducting this war, to relinquish 
the claim relating to the impressment of seamen ; 
which seems to be the great, and, indeed, at pres- 
ent, the only point of dispute between us? If 
not, then our wishes will not give us our wish, 
and succces will only teach us to despair. Gen- 
tlemen say that Great Britain, when more de- 
pressed tban she is now, when surrounded by a 
world in arms, would pay no attention to our re- 
monstrances on that subject. And do we expect 
to coerce that nation into a compliance with our 
demands, by taking from ber a little, frozen, bar- 
ren territory, which has been to her, as it must 
be to us, if acquired, more expense in keeping it, 
than any advantage that ever has been, or ever 
can be derived from it? If we wish to establish 
and secure our rights upon the water, it is upon 
that element that we must be prepared to con- 
tend, if we contend at all. "That a single native 
American citizen should be taken on board a Brit- 
ish ship of war, and be there compelled to serve 
agaiust his will, is much to be regretted; and that 
there have been such instances there cannot be a 
doubt; although I believe the number to be much 
smaller than has generally been represented. But 
it being acknowledged to be an evil, and a great 
evil, the question is, what is the proper remedy to 
be applied; and what remedy we are able to ap- 
ply, without increasing, rather than diminishing 
the evil. The evil has grown out of circum- 
stances beyond ourcontrol. Before the war com- 
menced between England and France, we had 
no complaints on this subject to make; and prob- 
ably never should have had, had it not been for 
the great similarity in language, complexion, 
habits, and manners, that exists between the Eng- 
lish and American sailors; and had it not been, 


that many of the former had came into our ser- 
vice. The British Government, although they 
always insisted on their right to the services of 
their own men in time of war, have never claim- 
ed ours, but have always expressed a willingness 
to release any that might be in their employ, that 
should be ascertained to be American. Hence, 
though the impressment of our seamen has been 
a subject of complaint under every Administra- 
tion, it has always been considered, until the 
present unfortunate erisis, as a thing to be obvia- 
ted by negotiation rather than war. And if the 
passions excited by the Revolution had not sur- 
vived that struggle, and the calamities of that 
war had been forgotten when the sword was 
sheathed, there would probably have been much 
less difficulty in coming to an amicable adjust- 
ment on this subject, than there has been. In- 
deed, if the treaty negotiated by the present Sec- 
retary of State, in 1806, had been accepted and 
confirmed by the then Executive of the United 
States, we might have still remained a prosper- 
ous and happy people, and escaped all the calam- 
ities of the present war. Those, therefore, that 
delight in war, may bless the memory of that 
man; but those that prefer peace must execrate 
it forever. 

There are evils in the world, that arise out of 
the present unconnected state of human nature, 
from which we cannot claim nor expect a total 
exemption. From the wars in Europe our coun- 
try has derived great advantages—ad vantages 
that have been more than a balance for all the 
evils we have suffered from them. Was it, then, 
wise and prudent in us to cast this valance of 
good away, because we could not obtain an entire 
exemption from evil? Or is it now wise in us to 
continue the war against England because, in 
seeking for their own men that have been taken 
on board our vessels, they may, by mistake, take 
and for some time detain some of ours, when it 
is certain that this will put in their power ten 
times as many whose release we shall be unable 
to procure till the war is ended? 

Gentlemen, unreluctant at the destruction of 
the harmless Canadians, in order to impress on 
our minds the necessity of a further progress in 
the war, have endeavored to awaken out sympa- 
thies by a recital of Indian barbarities. But, 
however savage and barbarous when provoked, 
it will be found on examination that that wretch- 
ed portion of the human race “are more sinned 
against than sinning.’ "They will leave us un- 
disturbed if we do not disturb them. After all, 
if nothing else be sufficient to rouse the people to 
arms, it is said that our honor as a nation is at 
stake, and we must fight for that, and for that the 
patriotism of the country is to be put in requisi- 
tion and tested. There was a time when patri- 
otism was a word of pleasing import, honor of 
charming sound; the one struck the imagination, 
and the other engaged the affections with a fond, 
a winning address. But these words seem now 
to have lost their original meaning, and having 
become so tarnished by so frequently passing 
through the mouths of such and so many, H 15 
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almost time to lay them aside as inelegant and 
obsolete. That principle, once known by the 
term of honor, is always within our own keeping. 
If we have lost it, itis a fault of our own and not 
chargeable to the conduct of any other nation or 
Government, and we cannot regain it by fighting; 
and if we have it, and choose to keep it, not even 
the great Napoleon himself can deprive us of it, 
notwithstanding he. may see fit to publish to the 
world, as he has done, that we are a people 
* without just political views, without. honesty, 
and without honor—that our independence is but 
a name, and Congress inferior to a Jamaica As- 
sembly.” If we -be true to ourselves and just to 
others, and act like a nation of Christians, we 
shall be honorable. Nor shall we give any. very 
strong evidence of love to our country by engaging 
in a contest wherein the certain loss might far 
exceed tbe probable gain. 'The Committee on 
Foreign Relations have told us that they are not 
of that sect that worship at the shrine of calcu- 
lating avarice; but unless we can procure some- 
thing from that sect with which to make a sacri- 
fice at the shrine of ambition, the deity who 
there presides will not look upon us with a very 
propitious eye. [It is the palm and not the laurels 
that this nation wants. 1 am sensible that op- 
position to the present war is considered by some 
as evidence of a friendly disposition towards 
"Great. Britain and hostility to our own country. 
But in this gentlemen are mistaken. It is be- 
' cause I love my country that I hate the war. It 
js true that many of the institutions and laws, 
that are of British origin, which have been 
adopted and practised upon 1n the United States 
and become part of our common law, cannot fail 
to attract the admiration and approbation of 
every well informed and well disposed man—and 
if this be sufficient to denominate a British parti- 
san then Í am not unambitious of the name. But 
having been born in this country, having lived in 
it from my birth, being able to trace up my an- 
cestry in it for more than a century, and having 
no connexions abroad, in interest or affection, my 
views and my feelings are wholly American. 
Some gentlemen have undertaken to state that 
there is a party in this country prejudiced against 
their own, and strongly in favor of the British 
Administration. And to prove this the Henry 
‘plot (so called) has been introduced into the dis- 
eussion, as containing some very valuable dis- 
coveries, which, admitted to have cost fifty 
thousand dollars, are affirmed to be worth a mil- 
lion. Those communications, however, when 
thoroughly examined, are not found to contain 
anything very new, and of course one might 
suppose them not to be quite so valuable. For 
although it is therein stated that the then Ad- 
ministration was *a muddy commixture of folly, 
weakness, and duplicity,” assurance is given that 
“the opposition party do not freely entertain the 
project of withdrawing the Eastern States from 
the Union.” But if indeed those discoveries 
were worth a million of dollars, they were not 
worth the sacrifice of a single truth by an honest 
man. The communication of them was made 


to Congress on the 9th of March last, as havin, 
been received in a letter dated at Philadelphia, 
the 20th of February last, notwithstanding it has 
been ascertained that they were bought and paid 
for as early as the 11th of the same month. 

I have never been made to believe that there 
is any number of men in this country that wish, 
or who would acquiesce in its subjection to 
Great Britain, nor indeed to France. Yet it is 
impossible for me wholly to exclude from my 
mind the belief that our Administration, either 
through fear, favor, or affection, have been in 
some degree partial to the latter. As evidence 
of it, it 1s unnecessary, at present, to look any 
further back than to the passage of the act of the 
2d of Mav, 1810, from which, through a chain of 
events, the present war has resulted. That act 
invited, in a new form, a termination of the 
French ediets and the British Orders in Council 
against our neutral commerce; but it was unfor- 
tunately passed without a full knowledge of our 
existing relations with the former at the time. 
The French Emperor, on the 23d of March.pre- 
ceding, had made a decree, which had.not then’ 
been published, and was to us wholly unknown, 
for the sequestration of all American property 
found within his ports. "This violent proceeding 
against every principle of justice having come to 
the knowledge of our Government, the then Sec- 
retary of State, in his letter of the 5th of June 
following, very properly directed Mr. Armstrong 
to inform the French Government that. if the 
arrangement contemplated by the law should be 
acceptable, yet it was not the purpose of the 
President to proceed in giving it effect, in case 
the late seizure of the property of the citizens of 
the United States should have been followed by 
an absolute confiscation, and restoration finally 
refused: and yet, after being informed by Mr. 
Armstrong’s letter of the 12th of September that 
such restoration had been absolutely refused, he 
did proceed in giving effect to the war, in favor 
of France. And ina letter of our Secretary to 
Mr. Armstrong of the 15th of July, in the same 
year, he very humbly states, that, “if it should be 
“necessary for you to meet the question, whether 
‘the non-intercourse will be removed against 
* Great Britain, in case she should not compre- 
* hend, in the repeal of her edicts, her blockades, 
‘which are not consistent with the laws of na- 
‘tions, you may, should it be found necessary, 
* let it be understood that a repeal of the illegal 
* blockades of a date prior to the Berlin decree, 
‘namely, that of May 1806, will be included in 
* the condition required of Great Britain,” a thing 
pot named in the arrangement made with Mr. 
Erskine, nor contemplated when the act of May 
was passed. He then goes on to say, in a strain 
still more humble, that * with respect to blockades 
* of a subsequent date, or not against France, you 
* will press the reasonableness of leaving them, 
* together with future blockades, not warranted 
* by public law, to be proceeded against by the 
* United States, in the manner they may choose 
‘to adopt.” Now, why all this should be said, 
unless there be some secret understanding, that 
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nothing isto be done by our Government without 
the consent of that of France, even when tbe in- 
terest of France is not concerned, it is difficult to 
determine. At any rate, we are now engaged in 
a war on the side of France against Great Britain, 
and the effect of it must be, if it has any effect 
atall, other than bringing ruin on ourselves, to 
inerease the power of the former, and diminish 
or destroy that of the latter; and thus we are to 
assist the great Napoleon, in whose hands a 
‘treaty is no more than a twist of rotten silk, in 
all his projects of ambition, 
«To canton out the*kingdoms of the earth, 
In frantic fits of visionary power, ; 
To soothe his pride, and bribe his fellow-madmen." 


To this I cannot give my consent; but even at 
the hazard of the imputation of being a British 
partisan, I feel myself compelled to say that I 
Tejoice that there is still remaining on earth one 
nation whose monarch has the power, and in the 
hearts of whose subjects there is a disposition to 
set bounds to the overwhelming infiuence of that 
man, who, like some proud river that has left his 
banks, is threatening inundation to the world. 
My soul sickens at the thought of progressing in 
this war—I cannot, I will not vote for this bill. 

Mr. H. Cray (Speaker) said he was gratified 
yesterday by the recommitment of this bill to a 
Committee of the whole House, from two con- 
siderations: one, since it afforded to him a slight 
relaxation from a most fatiguing situation ; and 
the other, because it furnished him with an op- 
portunity of presenting to the Committee his 
sentiments upon the important topics which had 
been mingled in the debate. He regretted, how- 
ever, the necessity under which the Chairman 
had been placed of putting the question,* preclu- 
ded him from an opportunity he had wished to 
have enjoyed of rendering more acceptable to 
the Committee anything he might have to offer 
on the interesting points it was his duty to touch. 
Unprepared, however, as he was to speak on this 
day, of which he was more sensible from the ill 
state of his health, he would solicit the attention 
of the Committee for a few moments. 

I was a little astonished, I confess, said Mr. C., 
when I found this bill permitted to pass silently 
through the Committee of the Whole, and that, 
not until the moment when the question was 
about to be put for its third reading, was it se- 
lected as that subject on which gentlemen in the 
opposition chose to lay before the House their 
views of the interesting attitude in which the 
nation stands, It did appear to me that the loan 
bill, which will soon come before us, would have 
afforded a much more proper occasion, it being 
more essential, as providing the ways and means 
for the prosecution of the war. But the gentle- 
men had the right of selection, and having ex- 
ercised it, no matter how improperly, [ am grat- 
ified, whatever I may think of the character of 


* The Chairman had risen to put the question, 
which would have cut Mr. C. off from the chance of 
speaking, by returning the bill to the House. 


some part of the debate, at the latitude in which 
for once they have indulged. I claim . only, in 
return, of gentlemen on the other side of the 
House, and of the Committee, a like indulgence 
in expressing, with the same unrestrained free- 
dom, my sentiments. Perhaps in the course of 
the remarks which I may feel myself called upon 
to make, said he, gentlemen may apprehend that 
they assume too harsh an aspect; I have only 
now to say that I shall speak of parties, meas- 
ures, and things, as they strike my moral sense, 
protesting against the imputation of any inten- 
tion on my par to wound the feelings of any 
gentleman. 

Considering the situation in which this coun- 
try is now placed, in a state of actual war with 
one of the most powerful nations on the earth, it 
‘may not be useless to take a view of the past, of 
various parties which have at different times ap- 
peared in this country, and to attend to the man- 
ner by which we have been driven from a peace- 
ful posture. Such an inquiry may assist in 
guiding us to that resuli—an honorable peace— 
which must be the sincere desire of every friend to 
America. The courseof that opposition, by which 
the administration of the Government had been 
unremittingly impeded for the last twelve years, 
was singular, and, I believe, unexampled in the 
history of any country. It has been alike the 
duty and the interest of the Administration to 
preserve peace. Their duty, because it is neces- 
sary to the growth of an infant people, their: 
genius, and their habits. Their interest, because 
a change of the condition of the nation brings 
along with it a danger of the loss of the affec- 
tions of the people. The Administration has 
not been forgetful of these solemn obligations. 
No art has been left unessayed ; no experiment, 
promising a favorable result, left untried to main- 
tain the peaceful relations of the country. When, 
some six or seven years ago, the affairs of the 
nation assumed a threatening aspect, a partial 
non-importation was adopted. As they grew 
more alarming, an embargo was imposed. It 
would have attained its purpose, but it was sac- 
rificed upon the altar of conciliation. Vain and 
fruitless attempt to propitiate! Then came a 
law of non-intercourse, and a general non-im- 
portation followed in the train. In the mean- 
time, any indication of a return to the public 
law and the path of justice, on the part of either 
belligerent, are seized with avidity by the Admin- 
istration—the arrangement with Mr. Erskine is 
concluded. It is first applauded, and then cen- 
sured by the opposition. No matter with what 
sincerity the Administration cultivates peace, the 
opposition will insist that it alone is culpable for 
any breach between the two countries. Because 
the President thought proper, in accepting the 
proffered reparation for the attack on a national 
vessel, to intimate that it would have better com- 
ported with the justice of the King (and who 
does not think so?) to punish the offending officer, 
the opposition, entering into the royal feelings, 


sees in that imaginary insult abundant cause for 
rejecting Mr. Erskine's arrangement. 


On ano- 
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ther occasion, you cannot liave forgotten.the hy- | 
percritical ingenuity: which «they displayed. to 
divest. Mr. Jackson's correspondence of a; pre- | 
meditated insult to-this country... If gentlemen 
‘would only reserve for their own Government 
half the sensibility which is indulged for that of 
Great Britain, they would find much less to con- 
demn. Restrietion after restriction has been tried; 
negotiation has been resorted to, until longer to 
have negotiated would have been disgraceful. 
Whilst these peaceful experiments are undergo- 
ing a trial, what is the conduct of the opposition ? 
They are the champions of war; the proud, the 
spirited, the sole repository of the nation’s honor; 
the exclusive men of vigor and energy. The 
Administration, on the contrary, is weak, feeble, 
and” pusillanimous—* incapable of being kicked 
into a war.’ The maxim, “not a cent for trib- 
ute, millions for defence," is loudly proclaimed. 
Is the Administration for negotiation? The op- 
position is tired, siek, disgusted with negotiation. 
They want to draw the sword and avenge the 
nation’s wrongs. When, at length, foreign na- 
tions, perhaps, emboldened by the very opposi- 
tion here made, refused to listen to the amicable 
appeals made, and repeated and reiterated by the 
Administration, to their justice and to their in- 
terests; when, in fact, war with one of them be- 
came identified with our independence and our 
sovereignty, and it was no longer possible to ab- 
stain from it, behold the opposition becoming the 
friends of' peace and of commerce. "They tell 
you of the calamities of war ; its tragical events ; 
the squandering away of your resources; the 
waste of the public treasure, and the spilling of 
innocent blood. They tell you that honor is an 
illusion! Now we see them exhibiting the ter- 
rific forms of the roaring king of the forest. 
Now the meekness and humility of the lamb! 
They are for war, and no restrictions, when the 
Administration is for peace; they are for peace 
and restrictions, when the Administration is for 
war. You find them. sir, tacking with every 
gale, displaying the colors of every party, and of 
all nations, steady only in one unalterable pur- 
pose: to steer, if possible, into the haven of 
power. . 

During all this time the parasites of opposi- 
tion do not fail by cunning sarcasm or sly inu- 
endo to throw out the idea of French influence, 
which is known to be false; which ought to be 
met in one manner only, and that is, by the lie 
direct. The Administration of this country de- 
voted to foreign influence! The Administra- 
tion of this country subservient to France! 
Great God! how is it so influenced? By what 
ligament, on what basis, on what possible foun- 
dation, does it rest? Is it on similarity of lan- 
guage? ‘No! we speak different tongues; we 
speak the English language. On the resem- 
blance of our laws? No! the sources of our 
jurisprudence spring from another and a differ- 
ent country. On commercial intercourse? No! 
we have comparatively none with France. Is 
it from the correspondence in the genius of the 
two Governments? No! here alone is the lib- 


erty of man secure from the inexorable despot- 
ism which everywhere else tramples it under 
foot. Where, then, is the ground of such au in- 
fluence? But, sir, I am insulting you by argu- 
ing on such a subject. Yet, preposterous and 
ridiculous: as the insinuation is, it is propagated 
with so much industry, that there are persons 
found foolish and credulous enough to believe it. 
You will, no doubt, think it incredible (but I 
have nevertheless been told the fact) that an 
honorable member ‘of ‘this House, now in my 
eye, recently lost his election by the circulation 
of a story in his district, that he was the first 
cousin of the Emperor Napoleon. The proof 
of the charge was rested on a- statement of facts 
which was undoubtedly true. The gentleman 
in question, it was alleged, had married a con- 
nexion of the lady of the President of the Uni- 
ted States, who was the intimate friend of Thom- 
as Jefferson, late President of the United States, 
who some years ago was in the habit of wearing 
red French breeches. Now, taking these prem- 
ises as established, you, Mr. Chairman, are too 
good a logician not to see that the conclusion 
necessarily followed ! 

Throughout the period he had been speaking 
of, the Opposition had been distinguished, amidst 
all its veerings and changes, by another inflexi- 
ble feature—the application of every vile epithet, 
which our rich language affords, to Bonaparte. 
He has been compared to every hideous monster 
and beast, from. that of the Revelations to the 
most insignificant quadruped. He has been called 
the scourge of mankind, the destroyer of Europe, 
the great robber, the infidel, and—Heaven knows 
by what other names. Really, gentlemen remind 
me of an obscure lady in a city, not very far off, 
who also took it into her head, in conversation 
with an accomplished French gentleman, to talk 
of the affairs of Europe. She, too, spoke of the 
destruction of the balance of power; stormed and 
raged about the insatiable ambition of the Empe- 
ror; called him the curse of mankind—the de- 
stroyer of Europe. The Frenchman listened to 
her with perfect patience, and when she had ceased, 
said to her, with ineffable politeness: * Madam, 
it would give my master, the Emperor, infinite 
pain, if he knew how hardly you thought of him.” 

Sir, gentlemen appear to me to forget that they 
stand on American soil; that they are not in the 
British House of Commons, but in the Chamber 
of the House of Representatives of the United 
States; that we have nothing to do with the 
affairs of Europe—the partition of territory and 
sovereignty there—except in so far as these things 
affect the interests of our own country. Gentle- 
men transform themselves into the Burkes, Chat- 
hams, and Pitts, of another country, and forget- 
ting, from honest zeal, the interests of America, 
engage, with European sensibility, in the discus- 
sion of European interests. IJfgentlemen ask me, 
if I do not view with regret and sorrow the con- 
centration of such vast power in the hands of 
Bonaparte? Ireply,thatI do. I regret to see the 
Emperor of China holding such immense sway 
over the fortunes of millions of our species. I 
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regret to see Great ‘Britain possessing so uncon- 
trolled a command over all the waters of our 
globe. AndifIbad.theability to distribute among 
the nations of Europe their several portions of 

ower and of sovereignty, I would say that Hol- 
and should be resuscitated, and given the weight 
she enjoyed in the days of her De Witts. I would 
confine France within her natural boundaries— 
the Alps, the Pyrennees, and the Rhine—and 
make hera secondary naval Power only. [ would 
abridge the British maritime power, raise Prus- 
sia and Austria to first-rate Powers, and preserve 
the integrity of the Empire of Russia. But these 
are speculations. I look at the political transac- 
tions of Europe, with the single exception of their 
possible bearing upon us, as I do at the history of 
other countries or other timés. Ido not survey 
them with half the interest that I do the move- 
ments in South America. Oar political relation 
is much less important than it is supposed to be. 
I have no fears of French or English subjugation. 
If we are united, we are too powerful for the migh- 
tiest nation in Europe, or all Europe combined. 
If we are separated, and torn asunder, we shall 
become an easy prey to the weakest of them. In 
the latter dreadful contingency, our country will 
not be worth preserving. 

Next to the notice which the Opposition has 
found itself called upon to bestow upon the French 
Emperor, a distinguished citizen of Virginia, for- 
merly President of the United States, has never 
for a moment failed to receive their kindest and 
most respectful attention. An honorable gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, (Mr. Quincy,) of whom, 
Iam sorry to say, it becomes necessary for me, in 
the course of my remarks, to take some notice, has 
alluded to him in a remarkable manner. Neither 
his retirement from public office, his eminent ser- 
vices, nor his advanced age, can exempt this pa- 
triot from the coarse assaults of party malevo- 
lence. No, sir. In 1801, he snatched from the 
rude hands of usurpation the violated Constitu- 
tion of his country, and that is his crime. He 
preserved that instrument, in form and substance 
and spirit, a precious inheritance for generations 
to come, and for this he can never be forgiven, 
How impotent is party rage directed against him ! 
He is not more elevated by his lofty residence, 
upon the summit of his own favorite mountain, 
than he is lifted by the serenity of his mind, and 
the consciousness of a well-spent life, above the 
malignant passions and the turmoils of the day. 
No; his own beloved Monticello is not less moved 
by the storms that beat against its sides than he 
hears with composure (if he hears at all) the 
howlings of the whole British pack, set loose from 
the Essex kennel! When the gentleman to whom 
I have been compelled to allude shall have min- 
gled his dust with that of his abused ancestors; 
when he shall be consigned to oblivion, or, if he 
lives at all, shall live only in the treasonable an- 
nals of a certain junto; the name of JEFFERSON 
will be hailed as the second founder of the liber- 
ties of this people, and the period of his adminis- 
tration will be looked baek to as one of the hap- 
piest and brightest epochs in American history. 


Lbeg the gentleman’s pardon; he has secured to 
himselfa more imperishable fame. I think it was 
about this time four years ago, that the genile- 
man submitted to the House of Representatives 
an initiative proposition for an impeachment of 
Mr. Jefferson. The House condescended to con- 
siderit. The gentleman debated it with his usual 
temper, moderation, and urbanity.. The House 
decided. it in the most solemn manner; and, al- 
though the gentleman had somehow obtained a 
second, the final vote stood, one for the proposi- 
tion, 117 against it! "The same historie page that 
transmitted to posterity the virtues and the glory 
of Henry the Great of France, for their admira- 
tion and example, has preserved the infamous 
name of tbe fanatic assassin of that excellent mon- 
arch. The same sacred pen that portrayed the 
sufferings and crucifixion of the Saviour of man- 
kind, has recorded, for universal execration, the 
name of him who was guilty, not of betraying 
his country, but (a kindred crime) of betraying 
his God! P 

In one respect there is a remarkable difference 
between Administration and the Opposition—it is 
ina sacred regard for personal liberty. When 
out of power my political friends condemned the 
surrender of Jonathan Robbins; they opposed the 
violation of the freedom of the press, in the sedi- 
tion law; they opposed the more insidious attack 
upon the freedom of the person, under the impo- 
sing garb of an alien law. The party now in op- 
position, then in power, advocated the sacrifice 
of the unhappy Robbins, and passed those two 
laws. True to our principles, we are now strug- 
gling for the liberty of our seamen against foreign 
oppression. True to theirs, they oppose the war 
for this object. They have indeed lately affected 
a tender solicitude for the liberties of the people, 
and talk of the danger of standing armies, and 
the burden of taxes. But it is evident to you, 
Mr. Chairman, that they speak in a foreign idiom. 
Their brogue betrays that it is not their vernacu- 
lar tongue. What! the opposition, who in 1798 
and 1799, could raise an useless army to fight an 
enemy three thousand miles distant from us, 
alarmed at the existence of one raised fora known 
specified object—the attack of the adjoining prov- 
inces of the enemy ? The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, who assisted by his vote to raise the 
army of twenty-five thousand, alarmed at the 
danger of our liberties from this very army! 

I mean to speak of another subject, which I 
never think of but with the most awful consider- | 
ations. The gentleman from Massachusetts, in ` 
imitation of some of his predecessors of 1799, has ` 
entertained us with Cabinet plots, Presidential 
plots, which are conjured up in the gentleman’s 
own perturbed imagination. I wish, sir, that an- 
other plot of a much more serious kind—a plot that 
aims at the dismemberment of our Union—had 
only the same imaginary existence. But no man, 
who had paid any attention to the tone of certain — 
prints, and to transactions in a particular quarter 
of the Union for several years past, can doubt 
the existence of such a plot. It was far, very far 
from my intention to charge the opposition with 
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such a design. No,:he believed them generally 
incapable of it. He could not sayas much for 
some who were unworthily associated with them 
in the quarter.of the Union to which he referred. 
The gentleman: cannot have forgotten his own 
sentiment, uttered even on the floor of this House, 
“peaceably if we can; forcibly if we must;” in 
and about the same time Henry’s mission to Bos- 
ton was undertaken. The flagitiousness of that 
embassy had been attempted to be concealed by 
directing the public attention to the price which 
the gentleman says was given for the disclosure. 
As if any price could change the atrociousness 
of the attempt on the part of Great Britain, or 
could extenuate in the slightest degree the offence 
of. those citizens, who entertained and deliberated 
upon the infamous proposition! There was a 
most remarkable coincidence between some of the 
things which that man states, and certain events 
in the quarter alluded to. In the contingency of 
war with Great Britain, it will be recollected 
that the neutrality and eventual separation of 
that section of the Union was to be brought 
about. How, sir, has it happened, since the dec- 
laration of war, that British officers in. Canada 
have assertéd to American officers that this very 
neutrality would take place? That they have so 
asserted can be established beyond controversy. 
The project is not brought forward openly, with 
a direct avowal of the intention. No, the stock 
of good sense and patriotism in that portion of 
ihe country is too great to be undisguisedly en- 
countered. It is assailed from the masked batte- 
ries of friendship to peace and commerce on the 
one side, and by the groundless imputation of op- 
posite propensities on the other. The affections 
of the people are to be gradually undermined. 
The project is suggested or withdrawn; the dia- 
bolical parties, in this criminal tragedy, make 
their appearance or exit, as the audience to whom 
they address themselves are silent, applaud or 
hiss. 1 was astonished, sir, to have lately read a 
letter, or pretended letter, published in a promi- 
nent print in that quarter, written not in the fer- 
vor of party zeal, but cooly and deliberately, in 
which the writer affects to reason about a separa- 
tion, and attempts to demonstrate its advanta- 
gesto different sections of the Union, deploring 
the existence now of what he terms prejudices 
against. it, but hoping for the arrival of the period 
when they shall be eradicated. But, sir, I will 
quit this unpleasant subject ; I will turn from one; 
whom no sense of decency or propriety could re- 
strain from soiling the carpet on which he treads, 
to.gentlemen who have not forgotton what is due 
to themselves, the place in which we are assem- 
bled, nor to those by. whom they are opposed. 
The gentleman from North Carolina, (Mr. Pear- 
son,) from Connecticut, (Mr. PrrKIN,) and from 
New York, (Mr. BrLEEckER ) have, with their 
usual decorum, contended that the war would not 
have been declared, but for the duplicity of France, 
in withholding an authentic instrument of re- 
peal of the decrees of Berlin and Milan; that 
upon the exhibition of such an instrument the 
revocation of the Orders in Council took place; 


that this main cause of the war, but for which it 
-would not have been declared, being removed, 
the Administration ought to seek for the restora- 
tion of peace; and that upon its sincerely doing 
so, terms compatible with the honor and interést 
of this country may be obtained. It is my pur- 
pose, said Mr. C. to examine, first, into the cir- 

cumstances under which the war was declared; 
secondly, into the causes for continuing it; and 

lastly, into the means which have been taken, or 

ought to be taken to procure peace. But, sir, I 

really am so so exhausted that, little as [am in 

the habit of asking of the House an indulgence 

of this kind, I feel that must trespass on their 

goodness. 

[Here Mr. C. sat down. Mr. Newron moved 
that the Committee rise, report progress, and ask 
leave to sitagain, which was done. On the next 
day Mr. CLAY proceeded.] 

I am sensible, Mr. Chairman, that some part of 
the debate to which this bill has given ríse, has 
been attended by circumstances much to be re- 
gretted, not usual in this House, and which it is 
to be hoped there will be no repetition. The gen- 
tleman from Boston had so absolved himself from 
every rule of decorum and propriety, had so out- 
raged all decency, that I have found it impossi- 
ble to suppress the feelings excited on the occa- 
sion. His colleague, whom I had the honor to 
follow, (Mr. WnEATON,) whatever elsehe might 
not have proved, in his very learned, ingenious, 
and original exposition of the powers of this Gov- 
ernment—an exposition in which he has sought, 
where nobody before has looked, and nobody 
after him will examine, for a grant of our pow- 
ers, the preamble to the Constitution—has clear- 
ly shown, to the satisfaction of all who heard 
him, that the power is conferred of defensive war. 
I claim the benefit of a similar principle, in be- 
half of my political friends, against the gentle- 
man from Boston. Idemand only the exercise 
of the right of repulsion. No one is more anx- 
ious than I am to preserve the dignity and the 
liberality of debate; no member more responsible 
for its abuse. And if, on this occasion, its just 
limits have been violated, let him, who has been 
the unprovoked cause, appropriate to himself ex- 
clusively the consequences. 

I omitted yesterday, sir, when speaking of a 
very delicate and painful subject, to notice a pow- > 
erful engine which the conspirators against the 
integrity of the Union employ to effect their 
nefarious purpose—I mean Southern influence. 
The true friend to his country, knowing that our 
Corstitution was the work of compromise, in 
which interests apparently conflicting were at- 
tempted to be reconciled, aims to extinguish or 
allay prejudices. But thts patriotic exertion does 
not suit the views of those who are urged on by 
diabolical ambition. They find it convenient to 
imagine the existence of certain improper influ- 
ences, and to propagate, with their utmost indus- 
try, a belief of them. Hence, the idea of South- 
ern preponderance—Virginia influence—the yok- 
ing of respectable yeomanry of the North, with 
the negro slaves, to the car of Southern nabobs, 
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If Virginia really cherished a reprehensible. am- 
bition, and aimed to monopolize the Chief Ma- 
gistracy of the country, how was such a purpose 
to beaccomplished? Virginia, alone, cannot elect 
a President, whose elevation depends upon a plu- 
rality of electoral votes and a consequent con- 
currence of many States. Would Vermont, dis- 
interested Pennsylvania, the Carolinas, indepen- 
dent Georgia, Kentucky, Tennessee, Ohio, and 
Louisiana, all consent to become the tools of an 
inordinate ambition? But the present incum- 
bent was designated to the office before his prede- 
cessor had retired. How? By public sentiment; 
public sentiment which grew out of his known 
virtues, his illustrious services, and his distin- 
guished abilities. Would the gentleman crush 
this public sentiment; is he prepared to admit 
that he would arrest the progress of opinion ? 

The war was declared because Great Britain 
arrogated to herself the pretension of regulating 
foreign trade, under the delusive name of retalia- 
tory Orders in Couneil—a pretension by which 
she undertook to proclaim to American enter- 
prise, “ Thus far shalt thou go, and no farther.” 
Orders which she refused to revoke after the al- 
leged cause of their enactment had ceased; be- 
cause she persisted in the act of impressing Amer- 
ican seamen; because she had instigated the In- 
dians to commit hostilities against us; and because 
she refused indemnity for her past injuries upon 
our commerce, I throw out of the question other 
wrongs. The war in fact was announced, on 
our part, to meet the war which she was waging 
on her part. So undeniable were the causes of 
the war; so powerfully did they address them- 
selves to the feelings of the whole American peo- 

le, that when the bill was pending before tliis 

ouse, gentlemen in the opposition, although pro- 
voked to debate, would not, or could not, utter 
one syllable against it. ltis true they wrapped 
themselves up in sullen silence, pretending that 
they did not choose to debate such a question in 
secret session. Whilst speaking of the proceed- 
ings on that occasion, I beg to be permitted to ad- 
vert to another fact that transpired—an import- 
ant fact, material for the nation to know, and 
which I have often regretted had not been spread 
upon our journals. My honorable colleague (Mr. 
McKee) moved, in Committee of the Whole, to 
«comprehend France in the war; and when the 
question was taken upon the proposition, there 
appeared but ten votes in support of it, of whom 
seven belonged to this side of the House, and 
three only to the other! 

It is said that we were inveigled into the war 
by the perfidy of France; and that had she fur- 
nished the document in time, which was first pub- 
lished in England, in May last, it would have 
been prevented. I will concede to gentlemen 
everything they askabout the injustice of France 
towards this country. I wish to God that our 
ability was equal to our disposition to make her 
feel the sense we entertain of that injustice. The 
manner of the publication of the paper in ques- 
tion, was undoubtedly extremely exceptionable. 
But I maintain that, had it made its appearance 


earlier, it would not have had the effect supposed; 
and the proof lies in the unequivocal declarations 
of the British Government. I will trouble you, 
sir, with going no further back than to the letters 
of the British Minister, addressed to the Secreta- 
ry of State, just before the expiration of his diplo- 
matic functions. It will be recollected by the 
Committee that he exhibited to this Government 
a despatch from Lord Castlereagh, in which the 
principle was distinetly avowed, that to produce 
the effect of the repeal of the Orders in Council, 
the French decrees must be absolutely and entire- 
ly revoked as to all the world, and not as to Amer- 
ica alone. A copy of that despatch was demanded 
of him, and he very awkwardly evaded it. But, 
on the 10th of June, after the bill declaring war 
had actually passed this House, and was pending 
before the Senate, (and which, I have no doubt 
was known to him,) in a letter to Mr. Monroe, he 
says: “I have no hesitation, sir, in stating that 
í Great Britain, as the case has hitherto stood, ney- 
* er did, nor ever could engage, without the great- 
* est injustice to herself and her allies, as well as 
*to other neutral nations, to repeal her orders as 
* affecting America alone, leaving them in force 
* against other States, upon condition that France 
* would except singly and specially America from 
‘the operation of her decrees,” On the 14th of 
the same month, the bill still pending before the 
Senate, be repeats: "I will now say, that I feel 
*entirely authorized to assure you, that if you 
‘can, at any time, produce a full and uncondition- 
‘al repeal of the French decrees, as you have a 
‘right to demand it in your character of a neutral 
‘nation, and that it be disengaged from any ques- 
‘tion concerning our maritime rights, we shall be 
‘ready to meet you with a revocation of the Or- 
‘ders in Council. Previously to your producing 
‘such an instrument, which I am sorry to see you 
‘regard as unnecessary, you cannot expect of us 
‘to give up our Orders in Council.” Thus, sir, 
you see that the British Government would not 
be content with a repeal of the French decrees 
as to us only. But the French paper in question 
was such a repeal. Itcould not, therefore, satisfy 
the British Government. It could not, therefore, 
have induced that Government, had it been earl- 
ier promulgated, to repeal the Orders in Council. 
It could not, therefore, have averted the war. 
The withholding of it did not occasion the war, 
and the promulgation of it would not have pre- 
vented the war. But gentlemen have contended 
that, in point of fact, it did produce a repeal of 
the Orders in Council. This, I deny. After it 
made its appearance in England, it was declared 
by one of the British Ministry, in Parliament, not 

to be satisfactory. And all the world knows, that 

the repeal of the Orders in Council resulted from 

the inquiry, reluctantly acceded to by the Minis- 

try, into the effect upon their manufacturing es- 

tablishments, of our non-importation law, or to 

the warlike attitude assumed by this Government, 

or to both. But it is said, that the Orders in 

Council are done away, no matter from what 

cause; and, that having been the sole motive for 

declaring the war, the relations of peace ought 
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to be restored. This brings me into an-examina- 
tion of the grounds for continuing the war. 

I àm far from acknowledging that had the Or- 
ders in Council been repealed, as they have been, 
before the war was declared, the declaration 
would have been prevénted, In a body so nume- 
rous as this, from which the declaration ema- 
nated, it is impossible to say with any degree of 
certainty what would have been the effect of 
such a repeal. Each member must answer for 
himself. F have no hesitation then in saying, 
that [ have always considered the impressment 
of American’ seamen as much the most serious 
aggression. ` But, sir, how have those orders at 
last been ‘repealed? Great Britain, it is true, has 
intimáted à willingness to suspend their practical 
operation, but she still arrogates to herself the 
right to revive them ‘upon certain contingencies, 
of which she constitutes herself the sole judge. 
She waives the temporary use of the rod, but she 
suspends it Zn terrorem over our heads. Sup- 
posing it was conceded to gentlemen that such a 
repeal of the Orders in Council, as took place on 
the 23d of June last, exceptionable as it 1s, being 
known before the war, would have prevented the 
war, does it follow that it ought to induce us to 
lay down our arms without the redress of any 
other injury? Does it follow, in all cases, that 
that which would have prevented the war in the 
first instance should terminate the war? By no 
means. It requires a great struggle for a nation, 
prone fo peace as this is, to burst through its habits 
and encounter the difficulties of war. Such a 
nation ought but seldom to go to war. When it 
does, it should be for clear and essential rights 
alone, and it should firmly resolve to extort, at 
all hazards, their recognition. The war of the 
Revolution is an example of a war began for one 
object and prosecuted foranother. It was waged 
in its commencement against the right asserted 
by the parent country to tax the colonies. Then 
no one thought of absolute independence. The 
idea of independence was repelled. But the Brit- 
ish Government would have relinquished the 
principle of taxation. The founders of our lib- 
erties saw, however, that there was no security 
short of independence, and they achieved our in- 
dependence. When nations are engaged in war, 
those rights in controversy, which are acknow- 
ledged by the Treaty of Peace, are abandoned. 
And who is prepared to say that American sea- 
men shall be surrendered the victims to the Brit- 
ish principle of impressment ? And, sir, what is 
this principle? She contends that she has a right 
to the services of her own subjects: that, in the 
exercise of this right, she may lawfully impress 
them, even although she finds them in our ves- 
sels, upon the high seas, without her jurisdiction. 
-Now. I deny that she has any right, without her 
jurisdiction, to come on board our vessels on the 
high seas, for any other purpose but in pursuit of 
enemies, or their goods, or goodscontraband of war. 
But she further contends that her subjects cannot 
renounce their allegiance to her and contract a 
new obligation to other Sovereigns. F do not 
mean to go into the general question of the right 


of expatriation. : If, as is contended, all nations 
deny it, all nations.at the same time admit and 
practise the right of naturalization. Great Brit- 
ain herself does. Great Britain, in the very case 
of foreign seamen, imposes perhaps fewer re- 
straints upon naturalization than any other na- 
tion. "Then, if subjects cannot break their origi- 
nal allegiance, they may, according to universal 
usage, contract a new allegiance. What is the 
effect of this double obligation? Undoubtedly that 
the Sovereign having possession of the subject 
would have a right to the services of the subject. 
If he return within the jurisdiction of his primi- 
tive Sovereign, he may resume his right to his 
services, of which the subject by his own act 
could not divest himself. But his primitive Sov- 
ereign can have no right to go in quest of him, 
out of his own jurisdiction, into the jurisdiction 
of another Sovereign, or upon the high seas, 
where there exists either no jurisdiction, or it 
belongs to the nation owning the ship navigating 
them. But, sir, this discussion is altogether use- 
less. It is not to the British principle, objec- 
tionable as it is, that we are alone to look; it is to 
her practice—no matter what guise she puts on. 
It is in vain to assert the inviolability of the ob- 
ligation of allegiance. It is in vain to set up the 
plea of necessity, and to allege that she cannot 
exist without the impressment of her seamen. 
The truth is, she comes, by her press gangs, on 
board of our vessels, seizes our native seamen, as 
well as naturalized, and drags them into her ser- 
vice. It is the case, then, of the assertion of an 
erroneous principle, and a practice not conform- 
able to the principle—a principle which, if it were 
theoretically right, must be forever practically 
wrong. We are told by gentlemen in the oppo- 
sition that Government has not done all that was 
incumbent on it to do to avoid just cause of com- 
plaint on the part of Great Britain; that, in par- 
ticular, the certificates of protection, authorized 
by the act of 1796, are fraudulently used. Sir, 
Government has done too much in granting those 
paper protections. I can never think of them 
without being shocked. They resemble the passes 
which the master grants to his negro slave: “ Let 
the bearer, Mungo, pass and repass without mo- 
lestation.? What do they imply ? That Great 
Britain has a right to take all who are not pro- 
vided with them. From their very nature they 
must be liable to abuse on both sides. If Great 
Britain desires a mark by which she can know 
her own subjects, let her give them an ear mark. 
The colors that float from the mast-head should 
be the credentials of our seamen. There is no 
safety to us, and the gentlemen. have shown it, 
but in the rule that all who sail under the flag 
(not being enemies) are protected by the flag. 
It is impossible that this country should ever 
abandon the gallant tars who have won for us 
such splendid trophies. Let me suppose that the 
Genius of Columbia should visit one of them in 
his oppressor’s prison and attempt to reconcile 
him to his wretched condition. She would say 
to him, in the language of the gentlemen on the 
other side, * Great Britain intends you no harm; 
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of that country: would, according to him, make 
no impression upon the enemy, and yet tlie very 
apprehension only of such a conquest would, at 
all times, have à powerful operation upon him. 
Other: gentlemen consider the invasion of that 
country as wicked and unjustifiable. Its inhabi- 
tants are represénted.as unoffending, connected 
with those of the bordering States by a thousand 
tender ties, interchanging acts of kindness, and 
all the offices of good neighborhood. Canada 
innocent! Canada unoffending! Is it not in 
Canada that the tomahawk of the savage has 
been moulded into its deathlike form? From 
Canadian magazines, Malden, and others, that 
those supplies have been issued which nourish 
and sustain the Indian hostilities? Supplies 
which have enabled the savage hordes to butcher 
the garrison of Chicago, and to commit other 
horrible murders? Was it not by the joint co- 
operation of Canadians and Indians that a remote 
American fort, Michilimackinac, was fallen upon 
and reduced while the garrison was in ignorance 
of a state of war? But, sir, how soon have the 
opposition changed! When the Administration 
was striving, by the operation of peaceful meas- 
ures, to bring Great Britain back toa sense of 
justice, they were for old-fashioned war. And 
now, that they have got old-fashioned war, their 
sensibilities are cruelly shocked, and all their 
sympathies are lavished upon the harmless inhabi- 
tants of the adjoining provinces. What does a 
state of war present? The united energies of 
one people arrayed against the combined energies 
of another; a conflict in which each party aims 
to inflict all the injury it can, by sea and land, 
upon the territories, property, and citizens of the 
other, subject only to the rules of mitigated war 
practised by civilized nations. The gentlemen 
would not touch the continental provinces of the 
enemy, nor I presume, for the same reason, her 
possessions in the West Indies. The same hu- 
mane spirit would spare the seamen and soldiers 
of the enemy. The sacred person of His Majesty 
must not be attacked, for the learned gentlemen 
on the other side are quite familiar with the 
maxim, that the King can dono wrong. Indeed, 
sir, I know of no person on whom we may make 
war, upon the principles of the honorable gentle- 
men, except Mr. Stephen, the celebrated author 
of the Orders in Council, or the Board of Admi- 
ralty, who authorize and regulate the practice of 
impressment. 

The disasters of the war admonish us, we are 
told, of the necessity of terminating the contest. 
If our achievements upon the land have been less 
splendid than those of our intrepid seamen, it is 
not because the American soldier is less brave. 
On the one element, organization, discipline, and 
a thorough knowledge of their duties, exist on 
the part of the officers and their men. On the 
other, almost everything is yet to be acquired. 
We have, however, the consolation that our coun- 
iry abounds with the richest materials, and that, 
in no instance, when engaged tn an action, have 
our arms been tarnished. At Brownstown, and 
at Queenstown, the valor of veterans was dis- 
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played, and acts of the noblest heroism were per- 
formed. . It is true, that the disgrace of Detroit 
remains to be wiped off. That is a subject on ` 
which I cannot trust my feelings, it is not fitting 
I should speak. But this much I will say, it was 
an event which no human foresight could have 
anticipated, and for which the Administration 
cannot be jusily censured. It was the parent of 
all the misfortunes we have experienced on land. 
Bat for it the Indian war would have been in a 
great measure prevented or terminated, the ascen- 
dency on Lake Erie acquired, and the war pushed 
perhaps to Montreal. With the exception of that 
event, the war, even upon the land, had been 
attended by a series of the most brilliant exploits, 
which, whatever interest they may inspire on 
this side of the mountains, have given the great- 
est pleasure on the other. The expedition under 
the command of Governor Edwards and Colonel 
Russell, to Lake Peoria, on the Illinois, was com- 
pletely successful. So was that of Captain Craig, 
who, it is said, ascended that river still higher. 
General Hopkins destroyed the Prophet’s town, 
We have just received intelligence of the gal- 
lant enterprise of Colonel Campbell. In short, 
sir, the Indian towns have been swept from the 
mouth to the source of the Wabash, and a hos- 
tile country has been penetrated far beyond the 
most daring incursions of any campaign durin 
the former ‘Indian war. Never was more cool, 
deliberate bravery displayed than that by New- 
nan’s party from Georgia. And the capture of 
the Detroit, and the destruction of the Caledo- 
nia, (whether placed to our maritime or land ac- 
count,) for judgment, skill, and courage, on the 
part of Lieutenant Elliott, has never been sur- 
assed. 

It is alleged that the elections in England are 
in favor of the Ministry, and that those in this 
country are against the war. If in such a cause 
(saying nothing of the impurity of their elec- 
tions) the people cf that country have rallied 
around their Government, it affords a salutary 
lesson to the people here, who, at all hazards, 
ought to support theirs, struggling, as it is, to 
maintain our just rights. But the people here 
have not been false to themselves; a great ma- 
jority approve the war, as is evinced by the re- 
cent re-election of the Chief Magistrate. Sup- 
pose it were even true that an entire section of 
the Union were opposed to the war, that section 


being a minority, is the will of the majority to 
be relinquished ? In that section the real strength 
of the opposition had been greatly exaggerated. 
Vermont has, by two successive expressions of 
ber opinion, approved the declaration of war. In 
New Hampshire, parties are so nearly equipoised, 
that, out of thirty or thirty-five thousand votes, 
those who approved, and are for supporting it, 
lost the election by only one thousand or one 
thousand five hundred votes. In Massachusetts 
alone have they obtained any considerable acces- 
sion. If we come to New York, we shall find 
that other and local causes have influenced her 
elections. : 

What cause, Mr. Chairman, which existed for 
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declaringtbe warbasbeen removed? Wesought 
indemnity for the past and security for the future. 
The Orders in Council are suspended, not re- 
voked ; no compensation for spoliations ; Indian 
hostilities, which were before secretly instigated, 
now openly encouraged ; and the practice of im- 
pressment unremittingly persevered in and in- 
sisted upon. Yet Administration has given the 
strongest demonstrations of its love of peace. On 
the 29th June, less than ten days after the decla- 
ration of war, the Secretary of State writes to 
Mr. Russell, authorizing him to agree to an ar- 
mistice, upon two conditions only ; and what are 
they? That the Orders in Council should be re- 
peated: and the practice of impressing American 
seamen cease, those already impressed being re- 
leased. The proposition was for nothing more 
than a real truce; that the war should in fact 
cease on both sides. Again, on the 27th July, 
one month later, anticipating a possible objection 
to these terms, reasonable as they are, Mr. Mon- 
roe empowers Mr. Russell to stipulate in general 
terms for an armistice, having only an informal 
understanding on these points. In return, the 
enemy is offered a prohibition of the employment 
of his seamen in our service, thus removing en: 
tirely all pretext for the practice of impressment. 
The very proposition which the gentleman from 
Connecticut (Mr. Pirxin) contends ought to be 
made, has been made. How are these pacific ad- 
vances met by the other party? Rejectedas ab- 
solutely inadmissible; cavils are indulged about 
the inadequacy of Mr. Russell’s powers, and the 
want of an act of Congress is intimated. And 
yet the constant usage of nations [ believe is, 
where the legislation of one party is necessary to 
carry into effect a given stipulation, to leave it to 
the contracting party to provide the requisite 
laws. If he fails to do so, it is a breach of good 
faith, and a subject of subsequent remonstrance 
by the injured party. When Mr. Russell renews 
the overture, in what was intended as a more 
agreeable form to the British Government, Lord 
Castlereagh is not content with a simple rejec- 
tion, but clothes it in the language of insult, Af- 
terwards, in conversation with Mr. Russell, the 
moderation of our Government is misinterpreted 
and made the occasion of a sneer, that we are 
tired of the war. The proposition of Admiral 
Warren is submitted in a spirit not more pacific. 
He is instructed, he tells us, to propose that the 
Government of the United States shall instantly 
recall their letters of marque and reprisal against 
British ships, together with all orders and instruc- 
tions for any acts of hostility whatever against 
the territories of His Majesty or the persons or 
property of his subjects. That small affair being 
settled, he is further authorized to arrange as to 
the revocation of the laws which interdict the 
commerce and ships of war of His Majesty from 
the harbers and waters of the United Srates. 
This messenger of peace comes with one quali- 
fied concession in his pocket, not made to the jus- 
tice of our demands, and is fully empowered to 


in default, he does not fail to assure us, the Or- 
ders. in Council are to be forthwith revived. Ad. 
ministration, still anxious to terminate the war, 
suppresses the indignation which such a propo- 
sal ought to have created, and in its answer con- 
cludes by. informing Admiral Warren, “that if 
* there be no objection to an accommodation of 
‘the difference relating to impressment, in the 
* mode proposed, other than the suspension of the 
‘ British claim to impressment during the armi- 
* stice, there can be none to proceeding, without 
* the armistice, to an immediate discussion and ar- 
* rangement of an article on that subject? Thus 
it bas left the door of negotiation unclosed, and 
it remains to be seen if the enemy will accept the 
invitation tendered to him. The honorable gen- 
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. PEARSON) sup- 
poses, that if Congress would pass a law, prohib- 
iting the employment of British seamen in our 
service, upon condition of a like prohibition on 
their part, and repeal the act of non-importation, 
peace would immediately follow. Sir, I have no 
doubt if such a law were passed, with all the re- 
quisite solemnities, and the repeal to take place, 
Lord Castlereagh would laugh at our simplicity. 
No, sir, Administration has erred in the steps 
which it has taken to restore peace, but its error 
has been not in doing too little but in betraying 
too great a solicitude for that event. An honor- 
able peace is attainable only by an efficient war. 
My plan would be to call out theample resources 
of the country, give them a judicious direction, 
prosecute the war with the utmost vigor, strike 
wherever we can reach the enemy, at sea or on 
land, and negotiate the terms ofa peace at Quebec 
or Halifax. We are told that England is a proud 
and lofty nation that disdaining to wait for dan- 
ger, meets it half-way. Haughty as she is, we 
once triumphed over her, and if we do not listen 
to the councils of timidity and despair we shall 
again prevail. In such a cause, with the aid of 
Providence, we must come out crowned with 
success ; but if we fail, let us fail like men—lash 
ourselves to our gallant tars, and expire together 
in one common struggle, fighting for “seamen’s 
rights and free trade.” 

Mr. McKes moved an amendment to the bill, 
going to place the appointment of the other field 
officers of each regiment, as well as the Colonels, 
in the President and Senate.—' The motion was 
agreed to. 


SATURDAY, January 9. 


Mr. McKim presented the memorial of sundry 
owners of merchant mills and others, remonstra- 
ting against the retrospective operation given to 
the law extending Oliver Evans’s patent for im- 
provements in manufacturing flour and meal, and 
praying relief. The petition was referred to the 
Committee of Commerce and Manufactures. 

Mr. Cueves, from the Committee of Waysand 
Means, reported a bill making certain partial ap- 
propriations for the year 1813, (additional appro- 


reeeive our homage, the contrite retraction of all | priation for the expenses of Congress;) a bill 
our measures adopted against his master! And | making appropriations for the support of the Navy 
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of the United States for. 1813; a bill to increase | 


the salaries of the Secretaries of the War and 
Navy Department (toa level with that of the two 
other Secretaries;) which several bills were twice 
read and committed. — 


ADDITIONAL MILITARY FORCE. 


The. House, in Committee of Whole, resumed 
the consideration of the new army bill. 

Mr. Cray (Speaker) concluded the speech he 
yesterday commenced, as given entire in yester- 
day's debate. 

Mr. Quincy rose and said: Mr. Chairman, I do 
not rise to reply to the honorable the SPEAKER, 
who itseems has descended from the Chair, in or- 
der to do that which no other member of this 
House was either willing to undertake, or was 
deemed competent to perform. I should blush 
for myself and for the good and wise, the only 
portion of this community, of whose applause I 
am ambitious, could [ deem a reply necessary. 
As a public man, I never expect, I never wish 
any other, or farther influence, than what resuits 
from distinct principles, and those principles em- 
anating from known, or proved facts. He who 
refutes those principles, or disproves those facts, 
has my honor. He who misrepresents, or mis- 
takes either one or the other, has my pity, or my 
contempt, according to the proportion of imbe- 
cility of head or corruption of heart which enters 
into the cause of such mistake, or misrepresenta- 
tion. [cannot put myself upon the level of re- 
tort. That, in my observations, I did not pass 
the fair limits of parliamentary discussion is ob- 
vious from this, that the honorable the SPEAKER 
himself, then presiding in this House, neither stop- 
ped me himself nor permitted others to do it, 
when it was attempted. 

Sofarasrespectsany personal reflections, which 
have fallen from the honorable SPEAKER, or may 
fall from other members, touching me, individu- 
ally, he and they have their liberty. Such as my 
reputation is, before Billingsgate opens its flood- 
gates, such it will remain, after the odious flood 
shall have passed by. For, Mr. Chairman, this 
is:my consolation and sapport— 

«© Virtue may be assailed, but never hurt; 

Surprised by unjust foes, but not enthralled ; 

Yea, even that, which mischief meant most harm, 
: Shall, in the happy trial, prove most glory. 

But evil, on itself, shall back recoil, 

And mix no more with goodness !— 

* * * * |f this fail, 

The pillared firmament is rottenness, 

And earth's base built on stubble.” 

Mr. SnErFEY said it was his wish to speak to 
the subject before the Committee rose, and in or- 
der to afford the SPEAKER (to whose speech he 
meant to direct his observations) an opportunity 
of defending himself, which he could not do if 
he were in the Chair, he therefore moved that the 
Committee dorise, report progress, and have leave 
to sil again. He said, that as he was prevented 
from the necessary exertion by a violent head-ache 
and a general indisposition, he hoped the House 
would not object to indulging him. 


Mr. WirLIAMS said that it gave him regret, that 
his duty on this point should be at variance with 
his inclination, which dictated to him to allow 
the indulgence the gentleman wished, in consid- 
eration of his indisposition ; but the bill had been 
already so long, and so unnecessarily delayed, and 
had undergone such ample discussion, that he 
could not agree to the motion. 

The question was put and negatived—60 to 41. 

Mr. WiutaMs said: I hope, Mr Chairman, that 
I shall not be misunderstood. Ido not oppose the 
motion from a desire to restrain debate, but from 
a sense of duty, which dictates to me that a bill 
which has been under discussion for a fortnight, 
and ought to have been passed a week ago, should 
be vigorously prosecuted without any further loss 
of time. Mr. W. then adverted to the character 
of the debate, and hoped that for the honor of 
Congress, and of gentlemen themselves, future 
debates would assume a different complexion. “ 

Mr. RauporPs said he would put it to the can- 
dor of his honorable friend from South Carolina 
and of the Committee, whether, after the House 
had adjourned over three successive days for the 
accommodation of gentlemen of one political de- 
seription, whether, on the eve of Saturday, a day 
too so intemperately cold, that we from the South 
can hardly keep out of the fire, and with minds 
scarcely less torpid than our bodies, gentlemen 
can be expected to do justice to the subject and 
to themselves? He presumed the Committee 
would think it but reasonable to comply with the 
request of his colleague. He owned that he was 
never more surprised than at the opposition from 
his honorable friend over the way ; it was so un- 
like his usual liberality to his opponents. He 
therefore moved that the Committee do rise, and 
report progress, with leave to sit again. — 

This called up Mr. WirLrAMs, who said, he op- 
posed the motion from a sense of duty, and if he 
understood parliamentary practice, he had not 
acted illiberally. That, for the purpose of afford- 
ing gentlemen an opportunity of giving a wide 
range to the debate, the House had gone into Com- 
mittee of the Whole; but if at two o'clock, when 
the Committee was willing to hear wbat gentle- 
men had to say, it was proposed to adjourn, in 
order to continue the debate on Monday, he, for 
one, could not consent to it. . 

If the gentleman from Virginia was the only one 
to speak, he would with pleasure consent. But 
as others might also be disposed to speak, which 
might lengthen the debate unnecessarily, he could 
not; and if gentlemen: neglected the opportunity 
afforded, when the Committee were ready to hear 
them, they should not speak in the House if his 
vote could prevent 1t. i 

Mr. RanpoLrps agreed that the debate was in- 
deed unnecessarily protracted, that it embraced 
a scope much wider than the limits of the ques- 
tion, and that it had assumed a character of whith 
he must be excused from speaking. He said, if 
the House had shown a disposition to discussion, 
not only in range, but in time, the observations 
of the honorable gentleman from South Carolina 
might apply. If on Monday, the gentleman had 
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said, take till Saturday to discuss this bill in the 
Committee, he, for one, would have thought it |. 
* wasenough ; but considering how the debate had 
proceeded, he could not help saying, that it was 
somewhat hard to refuse the accommodation. 

Mr. R. observed, that as he had not used the term 
“illiberal,” he therefore could not understand in 
what way the honorable gentleman could talk of 
repelling a charge of the kind, as if it had come 
from him. He would once more put itto the 
common sense of the House, whether, when it 
was considered that at nearly the same hour yes- 
terday, a gentleman on the other side, had request- 
ed (he would not say that he was not entitled to 
it) and received a similar indulgence, it was cor- 
rect torefuse it,in the present instance ? or, wheth- 
er it was fair or proper at such short notice to say, 
“speak now, or ever after hold your tongue?” 
Mr. R. said, he did not know how long his honor- 
able friend (if he would permit him to call him so) 
had been invested with the clerical character, 
thus to publish the banns, and tell gentlemen “if 
they knew any just cause why this Bil should not 
n tospeak now, oreveratter hold their tongues.” 

eappealed to the House, whether, as it regarded 
his colleague and other rem it was not 
hard, (he would not say illiberal,) rigorous, and 
unfair? Mr. R. said he had long wished to see 
the manner of doing business in the House alter- 
ed, and he hoped an alteration would take place, 
but it could not be done retrospectively, nor sim- 
ultaneously with the evil. "Their mode of pro- 
ceeding was a great abuse and waste of the pub- 
lic time, and the public interest. He fain would 
see it otherwise; he fain would see that when 
any business was appointed, it would be done, and 
that the order of the day should not be a mere 
entry in the records; that a fixed time should be 
set for each particular business, something like 
the docket of a court; and at the end of the ap- 
pointed time, the minority should acquiesce in 
taking the question. If business was arranged 
in some such way as this, half the time occupied 
by this bill would have been enough. He said, 
that in the manner as well as the matter of op- 
position to the request of his colleague, there was 
something which gave him equal surprise and 
concern, The gentleman who claimed the indul- 
gence is, perbaps, of the smallest party in the 
House; but he has rights; and I would remark, 
said Mr. R., that when he speaks, it is not an idle 
waste of words. But, if the question was to be 
Jorced upon the House, he hoped there would be 
at least bank notice, with three days of grace— 
even a shorter time might suffice. He hoped still 
the indulgence would be conceded. 

_Mr. WiLLIAMS, after again declaring his oppo- 
sition grew out of what he believed to be a prin- 
ciple of duty, observed that he acknowledged him- 
self overcome by the arguments of his honorable 
friènd, and yielded the point. He should vote for 
the Committee to rise. event, I shall not inquire how we got into the 

The question was then taken and carried. situation, or by whose temerity the enemy has 
The Speaker having resumed the Chair, Mr. | been brought on our borders. I shall consider de- 
Lirrty moved that the Committee do not have | fence asa matter of imperious necessity, forbid- 
leave to sit again.—Negatived. ding all calculations as to means and conse- 


Mownpay, January 11. 


The Sreaxer laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary-of the Treasury, transmitting 
a statement of moneys disbursed from the Trea- 
sury for expenses of intercourse with the Barbary 
Powers, during the year 1812, with copies of Con- 
sular accounts for the years 1810 and 1811.—Re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


ADDITIONAL MILITARY FORCE. 

The House again resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole, on the bill for raising an ad- 
ditional military force of twenty thousand men 
for one year. 

Mr. Suerrsy said, he felt grateful for the op- 
portunity which had been afforded him, to deliver 
his sentiments on the subject before the Commit- 
tee. It was now about a year ago, when he had 
stated his reasons at length on the question ofthe 
war then meditated against Great Britain. Since 
that time, he had been generally a silent, though 
not an inattentive spectator. Conscious that there 
had fallen to his share a full portion of the frailty 
common to man, he felt disposed to distrust his 
own opinion. He had even hoped he might be 
mistaken, he had hoped that experience would 
prove the fallacy of his apprehensions; that the 
predictions of gentlemen, who differed from him 
in sentiment, would be realized ; that the rights 
of the country would be secured byarms, to which 
the majority had resorted ; and that the evils an- 
ticipated would vanish before us. On a review, 
however, of the reasons which had then influ- 
enced him, aided by the experience of the last 
year, he found his opinions, not only unshaken, 
but strongly confirmed. 

The bill before us, said Mr. S., contemplates 
an addition of twenty thousand men to the army 
heretofore authorized to be raised. By the meas- 
ures preparatory to the war, upwards of thirty- 
six thousand men were directed to be enlisted ; 
with the addition now contemplated, our regular 
army will amount to more than fifty-six thousand 
men. The question which at once presents itself 
to every mind disposed to inquire, is, what is the 
object of this vast military force? We are here 
not left to conjecture ; this inquiry has been an- 
ticipated, and we have been directly told by the 
chairman of the Military Committee, (Mr. Wir- 
LIAMB,) that it is intended for offensive purposes s 
that the conquest of Canada, Nova Scotia, and 
New Brunswick, isto be achieved. If I have any 
right to deliberate on this subject, and to express 
the opinion which my view of the real interests 
of the country dictates, I at once say, that I can- 
not give my assent to raise such a force for such 
a purpose. Was an augmentation of the army 
required to defend us against any enemy, either 
on the maritime or inland frontier, no member of 
this House would more readily accord the means 
of defence and protection than myself. In such 
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quences. But,as it is admitted by all, that the 
force already authorized is:more than sufficient 
for every defensive purpose; as it is expressly 
avowed that it is required for offensive operations 
in the territories of the enemy; the question as- 
sumes a differentshape ; it is stripped of the over- 
ruling influence which attends necessity ; it be- 
comes a mere question of expediency, controlled 
by the various considerations which reason and 
policy may dictate. So far as my conduct is 
concerned, before I can consent to the prose- 
cution of the war, in the manner contempla- 
ted, I must be convinced that the objects in 
controversy are not only just, but of sufficient 
importance in their practical effect on the com- 
munity to justify such an experiment, and not 
attainable in any other way ; that there is a rea- 
. sonable probability that such a war will secure 
to us those objects; and that we are not endan- 
gering the greater good, to obtain an exemption 
rom the lesser evil; hazarding certain great 
rights, to secure others of far inferior importance. 
Before I enter into the discussion connected 
with the merits of the question, permit me to no- 
tice a remark, of late, often repeated in this 
.House by gentlemen of the majority. I allude 
to the high claim which is set up over the minds 
of ihe community. It is said that, war having 
been declared, all considerations as to its policy 
or justice are out of the question; and it is re- 
quired of us, as an imperious duty, to unite in the 
measures which may be proposed by them for its 
prosecution, and we are promised a speedy, hon- 
orable, and successful issue. Do gentlemen re- 
quire of us to act against our convictions? Do 
they ask that we should follow, with a reluctant 
step, in the career which we believe will end in 
ruin? Or do they suppose that, while on the 


simplest subject, an honest diversity of sentiment, 


exists, on this complicated and all-important one, 
our minds are cast into the same mould? Uni- 
formity of action is only desirable where there is 
uniformity of sentiment; and that, on most sub- 
jects, will only exist where the mind is enchained 
by the fear which despotic power inspires. 

But it has been said, that the obedience to the 
wili of the majority is the first principle of repre- 
sentative government, and enjoins what gentle- 
men require. Yes, sir, obedience to all constitu- 
tional acts, is a high and commanding duty on 
the part of the minority and the people ; and all 
factious opposition is highly criminal. But this 
does not prevent any one in this House, or in the 
nation, to use every proper effort to arrest the 
progress of evil; or, to effect a repeal of measures 
injurious tothe public interest. And how can 
this be done, unless there is full liberty to think, 
and to speak, and act, as our convictions shall 
dictate? Ifthis be denied, then there is an end 
to free government, A majority never can be 
correeted. They are irresponsible and despotic; 
they may prepare the yoke when they please, we 
must submit to it in silence. 

I regret that I cannot, consistently with my 
sense of duty, yield the unlimited confidence in 
their measures, which the majority demand. My 


reason must be convinced, before my confidente 
can be bestowed. There are, indeed, cases where 
superior virtue and wisdom, tested by long and 
successful experience, has a strong claim to our 
confidence. - But this, in my opinion, is not the 
case here. A retrospect of the transactions of 
the last eight years, will show how much gentle- 
men have been mistaken and disappointed in their 
views of our foreign policy; particularly that 
part which is connected with the difficulties in 
which we now find ourselves, and which may be 
said to be the ground-work of them. In making 
this declaration, and in leading your attention to 
the facts, it is not my object to give offence to 
any one. I believe gentlemen are actuated by 
the purest motives, and sincerely disposed to ren- 
der essential service to the country. I speak of 
facts only, intending to show a mistaken, not a 
corrupt or vicious course. 

Our difficulties with Great Britain commenced 
soon after the treaty of 1794 (generally called 
* Jay’s Treaty”) expired by its own limitation, in 
consequence of the peace of Amiens. About that 
time the British Government offered to our Minis- 
ter, then resident in London, a renewalof the trea- 
ty. Thatinstrumenthad been negotiated under the 
auspices, and received the sanction of WaAsuiNa- 
TON, the father and benefactor of his country. It 
is true, that its stipulations did not embrace every 
subject which we could have wished, and those 
that were embraced, were not so advantageously 
settled as might have been done, had we had it 
in our power to have dictated the terms. But 
it is equally true, that experience refuted all the 
speculations, and dissipated all the apprehensions, 
with which the country wasfilled at the time of its 
ratification. During its operation we enjoyed a de- 
greeof prosperity unexampled in this or any other 
country. Our leading interests flourished ina 
manner unknown before,and unexperienced since; 
our agriculture was encouraged by high prices 
and ready markets for its products; the freedom 
of navigation, and the enterprise of our people, 
carried our commerce to every part of the globe. 
I ask this House and this nation, whether their 
hopes or wishes extend beyond what we then en- 
joyed? If they do, they hope for that which is 
opposed by all human probability, and they wish 
for that which has scarcely ever fallen to the lot 
of man. We were, indeed, not exempt from eve- 
ry evil, or gratified by every possible good. What 
nation or individual ever reached that state ? But 
the great essentials of national prosperity were 
in our possession. Our Government, however, 
was not satisfied. The overture of the British 
Government was rejected, under the impression, 
no doubt, that better terms could be obtained ; 
that the situation of Great Britain would compel 
her to yield to our demands, however extensive. 

Soon after the rejection of this overture, Great 
Britain assumed the right to interdiet the trade 
in the products of her enemies’ colonies, when 
taken direetly from those colonies to the mother 
country, conformably,as she asserted, to the princi- 
ples adopted in the war of 1756. In consequence 
of which, our Government, with a view to coerce 
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her into a relinquishment of her pretensions, 
passed the partial non-importation act of 1806. It 
had not the intended and promised effect. They 
again resorted to negotiation, and repealed the 
restriction. About this time,a change happened 
-in the British cabinet, highly auspicious to our 
jnterests. “Our friends,” yes, our old friends, who 
had espoused our cause in time of peril and dan- 
ger, who had defended our rights during all the 
vicissitudes of the Revolution, and who had mani- 
fested their friendship for us on every occasion 
since, got into power. With these men, a nego- 
tiation was opened by our Government through 
the instrumentality of our Ministers, Messrs. Mon- 
roe and Pinkney, which resulted in a treaty, as 
our own Ministers declared, “ both honorable and 
‘advantageous to the United States,” and the best 
that could be obtained. It was not only “ advan- 
tageous” as it respected our commerce, but the 
informal understanding which accompanied it, 
would have secured us against the abuses of im- 
pressments ; so our own Ministers believed. But 


it was rejected without being even submitted to 
The reasons have never been dis- 
closed to the nation. I presume, however. that it 
was confidently expected that such was the situ- 
ation of Great Britain, that any terms that we 


the Senate. 


should dictate would be granted. 


The terms which our Government demanded 
not being accorded on the part of Great Britain, 
a new policy was resorted to by our Government, 


which was held up to the nation as a sovereign 


remedy for all our difficulties, which were daily 
An embargo, not limited in its dura- 
tion, was laid on our shipping. . The prominent 
virtues of this remedy were supposed to be—that 
it would coerce the belligerents, but particularly 
Great Britain, into an abandonment of their in- 
jurious measures; and, above all, that it would 
The ex- 
pee of one year, however, manifested how 
itle its supporters understood of the means and 
resources of other nations, and of the character 
The privations to which a great 
portion of our people were subjected in conse- 
quence of this measure, coerced our Government 
into a repeal, long before any sensible impression 
The embargo 
was abandoned, because the people would bear it 
no longer, and the non-intercourse system was 
This also had its day—but 
this, like the embargo, experience condemned as 
injurious and ruinous policy; and the public 
It was succeeded by 
the act of the first of May, 1810, the source of our 


increasing. 


save us from being involved in war. 


of our own. 


could be made on Great Britain. 
adopted in its stead. 


voice called for its repeal. 


present difficulties. 


When this act passed this House, we were told 
that its provisions held out the strongest induce- 
ment to each of the great belligerents, to precede 
its rival in the abrogation of the injurious edicts 
affecting the commerce of this country, and that 
whoever might lead the other would unquestion- 
ably follow. It required very little sagacity to. 
It was easily foreseen 
that this measure wouid be employed to detach 


penetrate this subject. 


us from our neutral situation, which it was so 


much our interest, and had been so much our de- 
sire,to maintain. This apprehension, experience 
has realized. We now feel the consequences in 
their fullest extent. 

After we had become the dupes of French 
perfidy, by puiting in force the non-importation 
system against Great Britain, under the belief, 
that on the first day of November, 1810, the de- 
crees of Berlin and Milan were repealed, the false- 
hood of which has since been placed beyond all 
rational doubt, it happened as had been anticipated, 
that finding the inefficiency of the restrictive sys- 
tem against Great Britain, the nation was called 
on, about the commencement of last session, to as- 
sume a threatening attitude towards that Power. 
We were then told by the supporters of our for- 
eign policy, that war would not be necessary. 
That justice was withheld from us by the Gov- 
ernment of that nation under the impression that 
force would not be used to maintain our rights, 
which impression it was only necessary to remove 
by- manifesting a determined spirit in making 
watlike preparations. This prevailed with many, 
and the army was voted. But it did not intimi- 
date our enemy. We were then told, that it was 
necessary to declare war, as affording conclusive 
evidence of our sincerity ; but that it would not 
be necessary to continue it beyond a few weeks, 
when our objects would be attained by a just and 
honorable peace. We were also told, at the same 
time, that in six weeks after the declaration of 
war, we should be in possession of a great portion 
of the enemy’s colonies. All these promises have 
been disappointed. We have effected nothing by 
commercial restrictions, nothing by arms, and 
nothing by negotiation; and, if there is not a 
change in our policy, the war promises to be 
perpetual. 

Sir, I have led your attention to this retrospect, 
because it affords an apology for my declining to 
place implicit confidence either in the means or 
in the promises of gentlemen who call upon us 
for our confidence. This experience of eight 
years satisfies my mind, that they are totally mis- 
taken in their views, touching our foreign rela- 
tions. It has been the opposite of that which I 
conceive to be the true policy. In the present 
state of the world, the preservation of our neu- 
trality ought to have been the first object, but by 
the measures pursued, it has been made subordi- 
nate, not to practical interest which ought to 
have been secondary, but even to notions of ab- 
stract right, and while their avowed object was 
to save us from war, were calculated, step by 
step, to draw us into it. 

Having detained you thus long, with these pre- 
liminary topics, permit me to draw your attention 
to those that grow directly out of the bill before 
the Committee. I have said, that the causes ought 
not only to be just, but important in their effect 
on the community, to justify a resort to arms.. I 
will say more. A nation situated as this is, who 
has so much to lose, and so little to gain, ought 
not to relinquish its peaceful state but in the last 
extremity. Are the causes which existed at the 
time when this war was declared, of that charae- 
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ter which, according to this idea, justified its com- 
mencement; and are those now remaining suffi- 
cient to sanction its continuance ? ! 

.. l exclude all consideration of the abstract jus- 
tice of our complaints against Great Britain. 
Upon that subject I never had but one opinion. I 
always did. believe that her conduct towards this 
country was not only unjust as it affected us, but 
impolitic as it affected herself. 

Before the war commenced last Summer, the 
Orders in Council formed the principal ground 
of complaint against Great Britain. I venture to 
assert, without the dread of contradiction, that if 
the repeal which has since taken place had hap- 
pened and been known here before we resorted to 
the sword, we should have remained at peace. 1 
make this declaration on (what I deem) the most 
unquestionableauthority. The proof is on record. 
In 1808, Mr. Jefferson, then President of the United 
States, through our Minister in London, proposed 
to the British Government torelinquish the embar- 
go as to her, on condition the Orders in Council 
were revoked. In 1809, Mr. Madison entered into 
the arrangement with Mr. Erskine, which made 
the same condition thesole foundation for restoring 
amicable intercourse between the two nations. In 
1810 and 1811, the discussions between our Gov- 
ernment and that. of Great Britain were confined 
almost see nar T to that subject. And in 1812, 
preceding the declaration of war, the Secretary of 
State informed the British Envoy, that if the Or- 
ders in Council were revoked the non-importation 
act would ceaseimmediately. During the whole 
of this period, our complaints were directed to the 
Orders in Council, and our measures, (I speak of 
our restrictive system,) so far as they affected 
Great Britain, were adopted with a single eye to 
their repeal. Until the war was declared, I did 
not suppose that it would be waged for any other 
object. 

The Orders in Council, though a violation of 
our maritime rights in point of principle, were 
practically of very little injury to our com- 
merce at the commencement of the war in which 
we are now engaged. The reasons are obvious. 
Our commerce to France, Holland, Italy, &o., 
never was of great importance. And the effect 
of the French “municipal regulations? had caused 
it to dwindle into insignificance. The exclu- 
sions, restrictions, impositions, and confiscations, 
so permanent in the commercial code (and prac- 
tice) of Napoleon, had inspired our merchants 
with a due portion of caution, how they ventured 
their property into the power of a Government 
actuated by no liberal principle, and bound by no 
faith. From this state of things, it was not difficult 
to conjecture that the period was not distant when 
Great Britain must become convinced of the inef- 
ficiency of the Orders in Council, so far as re- 
spected their retaliatory objecton herenemy. How 
could France be distressed by the British inter- 
diction of her foreign commerce, when France 
herself was hostile to that commerce—when she 
adopted every measure to narrow, to shackle, and 
ultimately to exclude it? We had even strong 
evidence that British statesmen began to waver 


on the subject. The vote in the House of Com- 
mons, during the last Winter, showed a minority 
unusually strong, and indicated most clearly that 
before long the Orders in Council were. doomed 
to perish. But, with this information before our 
eyes, we hurried on to war without waiting for 
the event. or even without waiting for prepara- 
tion. 

The Orders in Council havesince been repealed. 
The manner has indeed been objected to by the 
honorable Speaker, (Mr. Cuay,) because the right 
to secure them in certain events is reserved. But 
surely this cannot be and has not been considered 
by our Governmenta serious objection ; for with- 
out such reservation the power to revive them 
existed to every possible extent. The only ques- 
tion is, do they cease to violate our neutral com- 
merce? "This is not doubted. The remaining 
obstacle, therefore, to a good understanding be- 
tween the two nations, and the sole ostensible 
cause for persevering in the war, is the subject of 
impressments. 

This is, indeed, a difficult and unquestionably 
an interesting subject. Not that I place entire 
confidence in the sympathetic descriptions of the 
magnitude of the evil, which we have so often 
heard and daily heard in this House. lam in- 
clined to believe fancy has colored the picture 
too highly. There is one reason, above all others, 
which leads me to that conclusion. It is this: 
In that section of the United States of which 
two-thirds of our seamen are natives, there is a 
strong overwhelming current of opinion against 
this war. Can it be possible that the country 
where dwells the kindred of those who are said 
to be incarcerated in great numbers in the “ float- 
ing dungeons” of Great Britain is not only indif- 
ferent about the fate of its children, but opposes 
as ruinous, the war waged for their protection ? 
It is certainly a curious spectacle to see the de- 
fenders of seamen's rights come from those por- 
tions of the Union that have little commerce, and 
few if any seamen. I do not mean to insinuate 
that those gentlemen do wrong in espousing the 
cause of the oppressed, to whatever quarter they 
may belong; but I state the fact to show that 
their sympathies may possibly have magnified 
the evil—and to infer from it, that the opposi- 
tion of those most imer interested is to be 
ascribed, not to their insensibility, but to their 
apprehensions that this war, instead of securing 
seamen's rights, will banish their seamen into 
foreign service. : 

The controversy between this country and 
Great Britain seems to have been brought to a 
single point. She claims the service of her sea- 
faring subjects in time of danger. Our Govern- 
ment admits this right. "To give effect to the 
right thus claimed and admitted, she insists that 
her officers may go on board our merchant ships 
on the high seas, or in ber ports—search for and 
take her subjects. This our Government deny, 
and claim the immunity of the flag so far as per- 
sons are concerned; because, under the pretext 
of taking British subjects, American eitizens are 
frequently taken. It does, indeed, not distinctly 


687 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


688 


H. or R. 


Additional Military Force. 


January, 1813. 


appear in the late communication from our Ex- 
ecutive to the British Government, that they 
mean by the terms American citizens, whether 
it includes naturalized persons as well as natives. 
With respect to those of the first. description. I 
confess I feel no great interest for their immunity 
abroad or on the high seas; I am one of those 
who think that we act sufficiently liberal when 
we offer them an asylum from the oppression or 
poverty of their own country, receive them into 
our bosom, and extend to them all the advantages 
belonging to us; and so long as they remain 
within our territorial limits, they shall, with my 
consent, have the full benefit of the protection 
whieh our laws afford to all. But I cannot con- 
sent that the native blood of this country shall 
be profusely wasted to protect aliens born, wher- 
ever they may ramble. We all profess a deep 
solicitude for the interest of seamen. To describe 
their distresses and to eulogize their valor and 
patriotism, is one of the topies of the day. And 
yet we are contending for principles which, if 
successful, will bring a host of foreigners in com- 
petition with them to elbow them out of employ- 
ment. But it is said that Great Britain does the 
same--that by the act passed during the reign of 
George IL, foreign seamen are naturalized who 
have been in the King's service for two years, 
and that she has no right to object if we imitate 
her conduct. It is true, she has. adopted such a 
regulation. But I have never heard of any in- 
stance where she has contended that such a per- 
son is absolved from his natural allegiance, if he 
comes within the power of his original sovereign. 
lhave understood that act to mean thatsuch per- 
sons should become entitled to certain rights— 
not absolved from any duties towards others, 
should they leave the country. That they should 
have the right to hold lands—be admitted under 
the regulations of the navigation act as British 
seamen on board merchant ships, and participate 
in the pension and hospital provisions. Should 
I be mistaken, however, I am not inclined to re- 
linquish my opinion, merely because the practice 
of Great Britain is opposed to it. 

Sir, I do not find fault with the Administration 
for insisting on the immunity of our flag, as it 
respects the seamen. I approve of the principle. 
Itis of that character which ata proper time and 
with proper means is (in effect and to all general 
purposes) attainable, if we do not by ill-timed and 
imprudent efforts frustrate it. It is supposed that 
the present is the auspicious moment to insist on 
our rights. That pressed as Great Britain is by 
the most powerful enemy the world ever saw, 
who threatens her very existence; the impres- 
sion which we can make upon her by our arms, 
will be greater than at any other time. This 
very circumstance renders the attainment of our 
object more difficult, and makes our case hope- 
less. Her danger forbids a compliance with our 
demands. In her present struggle, her naval 
power constitutes her security. Without that she 
would long since have become a French province. 
This every man in England knows and feels. 
It is well known that four-fifths of her seamen 


on board her navy render not voluntary but com- 
pulsory service. Should this principle be estab- 
lished, which in all cases would afford a secure 


asylum in our merchant ships, it is dreaded by 


British statesmen and the British people, that their 
seamen, allured by higher wages and easier em- 
ployment, would abandon their service, and thus 
render their country accessibie to their enemy. 
Hence you see every Ministry, of whatever poli- 
tical party or distinction, tremblingly alive to 
this subject. They dare not touch it in the pre- 
sent state of that country. No man could main- 
tain his power a moment after having hazarded 
the public safety by making an experiment, the 
effect of which could not be foreseen, and may 
be productive of such disastrous consequences. 
This spirit is manifest in all the communications 
from the British Cabinet to our Government. We 
have seen the sentiments of Lord Grenville, Lord 
Auckland, Lord Holland, and Mr. Fox, men 
whose prepossessions were in our favor, and who 
on almost every other subject supported our pre- 
tensions. On this subject they resisted our de- 
mands, because they dared not grant them. While 
I conceive the claims of our Government as not 
going too far, I doubt their prudence as to the 
time and manner of giving them effeet. Ifear 
that instead of realizing our wishes the measures 
pursued are calculated to deprive us of every 
hope hereafter. In the present unexampled state 
of the world, according to my limited conception 
of our true interest, we ought to have seriously 
avoided all hostile collision with foreign Powers. 
We ought to have cherished the resources within 
our grasp. Nothing is more obvious than the 
remark made by the honorable gentleman from 
New York, (Mr. Burecxer,) that, with all the 
injuries which we received from the belligerents, 
our commerce was more extensiveand more pro- 
fitable in the aggregate than if Europe had been 
at peace. We might have obtained (and we 
ought not to have rejected) such temporary ar- 
rangements with England (with whom our com- 
merce was chiefly carried on,) which, though 
they did not embrace all our interests, would 
have secured those of first importance and kept 
usat peace. The benefits of such a policy are 
to my mind self-evident. Should Europe be re- 
stored to tranquillity and assume something like 
its former appearance, (and I do not believe the 
present state of things durable,) we should have 
been able to have effected every valuable object, 
because such a change will probably bring with it 
a respect for the rights of nations, which have 
now no existence butinname. And should an im- 
posing attitade have been wanting to give effect 
to our claims, we should have exhibited an un- 
broken spirit and unexhausted resources. 

An honorable member from Tennessee, (Mr. 
Gronpy,) the other day, read some extracts from 
the instruetions transmitted to our Minister in 
London, in 1792. His object was to show the 
deep interest which the great man who then pre- 
sided over this nation felt on the subject of im- 
pressments. Isincerely wish that while genile- 
men resort to his opinions to support theirs, they 


689 


JANUARY, 1813. 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 
Additional Military Force. 


690 
H. or R. 


would consent to imitate his conduct. Nothing 
can be more strikingly different than his policy 
and that which is now pursued. 

In 1793 the subject of impressments did not 
form the only complaint against Great Britain. 
The va of Peace remained unexecuted on 
her part. 'Tò that was added the great injury 
which our commerce sustained by the extensive 
captures made by her eruisers during that year. 
The interest which was felt for the success of the 
French Revolution, against which Great Britain 
had arrayed herself, tended to excite the nation, 
even beyond the measure of its wrongs, and ripen 
it for war. But the wisdom of WASHINGTON 
saved us from being drawn into the vortex, which 
has since devoured all who approached it. His 
genius considered the true interests of his country 
to consist in the preservation of its peace; and he 
had firmness enough to preserve it, though op- 
posed by the strong feelings of the people. Not- 
withstanding the accumulated wrongs which we 
had received, he sent a messenger of peace, and 
ultimately gave his assent to a treaty in which 
there was not one stipulation even to restrain the 
abuses of impressments, which the year before 
he had declared could not be longer tolerated. 
Why was this done by him, who, to say the least, 
had as much affection for his country’s rights, as 
the politicians of the present day—whom fear 
never influenced—and who could safely calculate 
on the support of the people, should he resort to 
arms? The answer is obvious. Peace upon al- 
most any terms was better than a hopeless, end- 
less contest. What a contrast does his example 
present to the conduct of those who now direct 
the destinies of this nation, and who, while they 
reject his policy, resort to his opinions to support 
their own ? 

Upon the subject of foreign war, and the ob- 
jects connected with it, the opinions of gentlemen 
of the majority have certainly undergone a strange 
revolution since they came into power. Little 
more than twelve years ago, they deprecated for- 
eign war as inconsistent with the spirit of our in- 
stitutions, and the genius of our Government. 
Nothing short of self-defence, when attacked in 
our own country, was considered as a justifica- 
tion for abandoning our peaceful pursuits, and 
mingling in hostility with European Powers. 
Every other object was deemed subordinate to 
the preservation of peace, because with it was 
connected every benefit which it had pleased Pro- 
vidence to bestow upon us, and which our de- 
tached situation rendered secure. We now hear 
those very gentlemen talk of Rome and Greece 
in their proudest days, when they inspired terror 
into the inhabitants of distant climes and carried 
their arms to every quarter of the globe; and 
their example is held up for our imitation. The 
almost boundless extent of our territory is become 
too limited, and we hear of conquests in the 
North and South, as essential to our security and 
happiness. In taking a retrospect, and contrasting 
former opinions with present conduct, a person 
would almost be inclined to distrust his observa- 
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sentiments of former times entertained by gentle- 
men in the days of humility, when they were 
struggling against power. Permit me to call 
your attention to a resolution of the Virginia As- 
sembly, adopted in 1798, said to be draughted by 
Mr. Madison, now President of the United States, 
upon this subject. It was then considered the 
standard of Republiean opinion, by all who pro- 
fessed to be of that party. It in substance declares, 
that though the General Assembly view with indig- 
nation, the violationsof our commerce, theimpress- 
ment of our seamen, and other wrongs commit- 
ted by foreign nations, yet detached as the United 
States are from European concerns, they should 
deprecate a war waged for any other object ex- 
cept self-defence, in cases of actual invasion. 
This resolution had an eye to our relations with 
France, from whom we had then received every 
injury and indignity she could inflict, and with 
whom we were in a state of partial hostility; but 
it explicitly declares, that we ought to engage in 
offensive war, for no object whatever. Let this 
sentiment be compared with the conduct of the 
same men now they are in power. 

The project to conquer the British provinces 
on our Northern frontier, the object contemplated 
by the bill before us, presents these subjects for 
our inquiry: 

1, Is it attainable within any reasonable time? 

2. Will it, if effected, secure to us our mari- 
time rights violated by Great Britain? 

3. If not, is it an indemnity for being deprived 
of our rights on the ocean, and the loss of our 
people and our money in acquiring it? I beg 
leave here to observe, that I do not distinctly un- 
derstand the real object of the Administration in 
relation to this subject. In this House we have 
sometimes been told, that Canada is to be restored 
to the British Governmentat the close of the war, 
as an inducement to her to relinquish her mari- 
time pretensions injurious to our commerce and 
navigation—at other times that it is to be retained 
at all events to prevent collision in future, and to 
secure us from the effect of British influence 
with the savage tribes. From the conduct of our 
military commanders, who have approached the 
Canadian lines, I should infer, that the eventual 
restoration of the country (should it be taken) is 
not contemplated. If I am incorrect, nothing can 
be more unjust aud cruel towards the innocent 
inhabitants, than to invite them to bear arms 
against their Government, as has been done, and 
ultimately surrender them toits vengeance. These 
invitations, I presume, have the sanction of the 
Administration, because we have not heard, in 
any instance, that they have either disavowed the 
acl, or censured the officers concerned for their 
conduct. If I am correct in my conclusion, then, 
this is not a war for the rights of commerce and 
seamen, but, in fact,a war for the conquest of 
Canada. 

Sir, I am one of those who doubt our capacity 
to obtain the conquest of the British provinces. 
I believe that the opinion, that we are a very 
powerful nation abroad, is a fanciful delusion. 


tion, was there not left on record monuments with | To be powerful abroad, requires a Government of 
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sufficient energy, not only to bring into action al! 
the physical and pecuniary resources of the coun- 
try, but to command them promptly. The very 
nature of our Government, where everything de- 


pends immediately upon the people, forbids the. 


idea that you can effect one or the other. The 
inconveniences and privations to which they must 
be subjected, are sufficient causes with the great 
body of the community, who do not perceive 
very distinctly how they are to be benefited by 
an offensive war, to turn their faces against it. 
Their Representatives, knowing their feelings, 
dare not press them with.a heavy hand, which at 
once destroys everything like energy. Besides, 
the want of promptitude, the characteristic detect 
of such a Government, whose powers are divided 
into many hands, prevents the resources even 
within their reach to be obtained and applied in 
time to insure success. The consequence of all 
this is—imbecility in obtaining, and want of ce- 
lerity in applying the necessary means. This 
may be considered as a very great evil, particu- 
larly to those who have presented to us the ex- 
ample of Rome in her proudest days, when she 
was mistress of the world, for our imitation. Sir, 
I rejoice that such is the state of my country. It 
is the legitimate offspring of our free institutions. 
The people are strong and the Government is 
weak; whenever this state of things shall be re- 
versed, then shall we be able to inspire terror into 
other nations. But until that pericd shall arrive, 
we shall exhibit weakness and slowness of action, 
as to all offensive and external purposes. 

I conceive that every community when they 
consent to any form of Government, (if, indeed, 
their cousent is asked,) decide on the alternative— 
whether they prefer to be strong in their liberty 
and happiness at home aud feeble abroad; or 
whether they are willing to relinquish their do- 
mestic rights and blessings, for the empty shadow 
of military glory, in which they have no concern, 
but to furnish the means. As they decide, so 
shall be their destiny. They must select one or 
the other—they cannot have both. To suppose, 
as is the fashion of the day, that with the enjoy- 
ment of all the great blessings of a free Govern- 
ment, there can be united the energy of despotic 
power, is supposing a union of opposites which 
never did, nor ever will happen. Let me be un- 
derstood as confining these remarks entirely to 
foreign offensive military operations. For the 
purposes of defence at home, some of the great 
causes of our weakness, for foreign purposes, con- 
stitute the means of strength and security. Our 
scattered population, over an immense territory, 
is a cause of weakness for external operations; 
but it presents to an invader obstacles which no 
power can overcome. Besides, every man feels, 
what in causes of offensive war he cannot see— 
the great interest he has in the contest, and the 
indispensable necessity of bringing into the ser- 
vice of his country the last cent of his money, 
and the last drop of his blood. 

The happy state of our people, and the general 
prosperity which hitherto has prevailed in every 


tional expectation being entertained, that a large 
regular army, the only kind of force essentially 
useful in offensive operations, can be obtained in 
any reasonable time. Upon thissubject I offered 
my sentiments during the last session, when the 
army bill was before us. It was indignantly re- 


| plied, that it was degrading the country to sup- 


pose that it did not afford the materials for such 
a purpose. That patriotism would prompt num- 
bers to enter the ranks from the sole considera- 
tion to avenge their country’s wrongs. How 
much have these speculations, like the other vis- 
ions of the times, been disappointed? We are 
now told by the President, that “such is the hap- 
*py condition of our country, arising from the 
‘facility of subsistence and the high wages for 
‘every species of occupation, that, notwithstand- 
‘ing the augmented inducements provided at the 
‘Jast session, a partial success only has attended 
‘the recruiting service.” This paragraph speaks 
a volume. A happy people, and not yet content 
with their happiness, they must beled into the 
miseries of war! 'The true reason why the re- 
eruiting service has failed is here unfolded, but 
the remedy proposed is totally unappropriate. If 
the happiness of the people is the cause of the 
failure, then their misery can alone insure suc- 
cess. That isthe true secret. Until you make 
a sufficient portion of the people miserable by de- 
priving them of their ordinary, and to them more 
desirable means of subsistence, your army will 
be composed, principally, of undutiful sons, re- 
fractory apprentices, the idle, profligate, and 
thoughtless, collected in the purlieus of tippling- 
houses, and in thestreets of your cities and towns, 
the number of which is at present happily cir- 
cumscribed. There indeed may be some excep- 
tions, but they necessarily are few. To talk of 
the patriotism of such men is prostituting the 
term. In our country the regular armies will be 
composed of worse materials than in any other. 
In the European communities the honest and in- 
dustrious are often thrown out of employment by 
the pressure of the times, and compelled to seek 
subsistence in a military life, but here, where 
labor is so much wanted, no man is driven by 
necessity into the ranks of thearmy. These cir- 
cumstances render it extremely difficult to obtain 
a proper force of any magnitude; and when it is 
moreover considered, how many inconveniences 
new raised levies must encounter in a strange 
climate and enemy’s country, it is very question- 
able whether we shall, with all our boasted su- 
periority, be able to render the conquest of the 
British provinces absolutely certain. 

Should this reasoning, however, be incorrect, 
and should our military character abroad he 
greater than the character of our people and the 
nature of our Government warrant us to believe, 
what prospect is there that the conquest of Brit- 
ish America will insure us our rights on the 
ocean—the ostensible objects of this war? Will 
it affect the interest of Great Britain so materi- 
ally as to induce her to surrender what she deems 
her maritime rights of the first importance, to 


department of the community, forbids any ra- | obtain a restoration of her colonies? To a com- 
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mercial nation colonies ‘are certainly important, 
inasmuch as they furnish a certain market for the 
production of the industry of the mother coun- 
try, aud supply it, with their products, always 
securing to that nation a commerce which no 
other nation can control. Bat the colonial sys- 
tem has its limits, which it would be imprudent 
to disregard; and I doubt very much whether 
Great Britain has not already overleaped them. 
Her, immense acquisitions during the present 
war in every quarter of the world, though they 
have increased her commercial means, have also 
multiplied the points of defence, and rendered 
her less secure at home. In any point of view 
in-which the subject is presented to my mind, I 
cannot see any great injusy she would sustain by 
the loss of her provinces bordering on our North- 
ern frontier. Her commerce to and from them 
is inconsiderable. Their population is not able 
to protect itself, but the mother country expends 
more than a million sterling annually (money 
collected from the pockets of the people of Eng- 
land) for their protection. "Their loss would re- 
lieve Great Britain from a considerable burden, 
while the actual injury is scarcely perceptible. 
I, therefore, do not believe that after we shall 
‘have acquired it at the expense of many mil- 
lions of money, and many thousands o lives, 
we shall be able to obtain our rights on tbe 
ocean by restoring the conquered countryjio our 
enemy. ` y ; 

. To retain the British provinces as an indem- 
nity for our losses, is an event which I cannot 
wish, because I can see no possible benefit re- 
sulting from it. Have we not already territory 
enough? [Is it desirable to incorporate with usa 
people composed of heterogeneous materials, who 
are not only unaccustomed to our institutions, 
but many of whom entertain an unconquerable 
hatred for them? I believe it would have been 
-better had we never acquired any foreign terri- 
tory at all. If we had been contented with the 
limits embraced by the old thirteen United States, 
` the prospects of remaining an united people, and 
preserving our free institutions, would, in my 
conception, be much more flattering. Iam, there- 
fore, opposed to new acquisitions. But it is re- 
peatedly urged that the possession of Canada is 
necessary to secure us from the hostilities of the 
savage tribes on our Northwestern borders; was 
this the fact, I might yield my assent to prosecute 
the war to attain that object. But experience 
has shown that we can have peace with them, 
though Canada is in the possession of a foreign 
Power. For seventeen years after the Treaty of 
Greenville we were entirely exempt from Indian 
hostilities, and not until we waged war our- 
selves, did they become troublesome upon our 
frontiers. 

Permit me now, Mr. Chairman, to draw your 
attention to the pecuniary part of this subject, 
the expense that will be incurred, and the ways 
and means to meet it, should the whole force, au- 
thorized by the laws of last session, and contem- 
plated by this bill, be brought into actual service. 
In estimating the expense, I shall discard the es- 


service, which never cost us more. 


alone will exceed fifty millions of dollars. 
portion of Virginia, which I in part represent, 


timates which are usually laid before us, and re- 
sort to experience. For never was there a wider 
difference between speculation and fact, than 
there is between our estimates and expenditures. 
From the report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury it appears that there was expended between 
the 30th of September, 1811, and Ist of October, 
1812, on account of the army, militia, volun- 
teers, fortifications, arms, and arsenals, the sum 
of seven millions seven hundred and seventy 
thousand dollars; there is no statement to show 
what sum was applied to each object thus enu- 
merated, but I presume I may safely assert, that 
at least seven millions were paid on account of 
the army, militia, and volunteers. We have no 
statement to show what are the number of men 
enlisted in the regular service, and of the militia 
and volunteers employed. Indeed, so far as it 
respects enlistments, the information isavowedly 
withheld as a secret, which the people must not 
know, and which we cannot obtain in any offi- 
cial form. But that very circumstance proves 
incontestably that there is nothing to boast of; 
that there has been a great failure in the recruit- 
ing service ; I must, therefore, make the estimate 
as to the number of troops from conjecture, more 
than from actual detail; leaving it to the gentle- 
men, who are in the secret to contradict my state- 
ment, if the fact will warrant a more favorable 
result, Our Military Establishment, previous to 
the last session, amounted to less than five thou- 
sand men in actual service. The expense of 
maintaining this force I have estimated at five 
hundred dollars per man, because very few of 
them were, during the period the, expense was 
incurred, in any other but the ordinary peace 
The amount 
expended for their support therefore, would be 
two millions five hundred thousand dollars, leav- 
ing the sum of four millions five hundred thou- 
sand dollars to cover the expense of every other 
species of force. When it is recollected how 
late in the season the recruiting service com- 
menced, I presume I may safely venture to as- 
sert (and I challenge contradiction) that previ- 
ous to the first day of October last, there were 
not more than fifteen thousand men, embracing 
regulars, militia, and volunteers, upon the aver- 
age for four months, in the public service, inde- 
pendent of the fiye thousand men before stated. 
It follows, that during the four months for which 
the estimate is made, each man cost the country 
three hundred dollars, which amounts to nine 
hundred dollars per man a year. We have, du- 
ring the present session, passed a bill increasing 
the pay of the Army and the bounty to new re- 
eruits. With this addition, each man will cost 
the United States little less than one thousand 
dollars during the same period. Should the num- 
ber of troops contemplated be actually enlisted, 
our annual expenditure on account of the Army 


The 


will be nearly seven millions, and of the small 
States of Delaware and Rhode Island, upwards 
of six hundred thousand dollars each. It mat- 


695 HISTORY OF 


H. or R. 


Additional Military Force. 


CONGRESS. 696 


January, 1813, 


ters not how the money is obtained ; the people 
will ultimately have to pay it, and so far as it 
respects direct contributions, these sums will fall 
annually on the States mentioned to support the 
Army. | 

In Virginia, the whole amount of the publie 
expenditures of the State is about three hundred 
thousand dollars. For this, the people enjoy all 
the leading benefits which good government can 
bestow. The security of life, liberty, and prop- 
erty; the impartial administration of justice; 
roads, and inland navigation. In short, every 
great object valuable to man, in a state of soci- 
ety, is provided for. And the army to invade 
and conquer Canada is to cost then twenty times 
the sum which they bestow upon the whole of 
their internal concerns. 

Sir, it is a consideration certainly of the first 
moment where the money which these enormous 
preparations require is tobe obtained. We have 
been told by the honorable Chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, (Mr. Cueves,) 
some days ago, that you dare not tax the people; 
that they will not bear it. Really, sir, we pre- 
senta strange spectacle—prosecuting a war for 
the support of which the people will not bear to 
be taxed, and yet, it is said, the voice of the 
people demands it. Whata strong admonition 
does this very cireumstance afford to gentlemen 
to abandon their lofty ideas. It is, however, said 
that it is not necessary to lay taxes; that the 
money wanted ean be obtained by loans. Was 
this even practicable, would it be prudent to bor- 
row to pay not only the war expenses, but the 
interest on preceding loans, and a portion of the 
ordinary peace expenditures? The present Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, before he was in power, 
wrote an essay on the finances of the United 
States, in which he stated that a Government 
acting on that principle pursued the course of a 
profligate, which would terminate in ruin. An 
individual who should conduct his affairs in such 
a manner, would not only impair his credit, but 
destroy his means, and certainly there can be no 
such great difference between private and public 
uansactions as that the same cause should pro- 
duce opposite effects. 

But I eannot be persuaded that the attempt to 
carry on this war by loans can be successful. I 
believe, on the subject of disposable capital, gen- 
tlemen are much mistaken. At the close of the 
Revolutionary war, we were totally destitute of 
capital necessary for our commerce, which was 
carried on by the means of foreign capitalists. 
Since that time it is true we have prospered be- 
yond example, and our capital has become com- 
paratively great, but not much greater than the 
various pursuits of the country require. The 
first tendency of the scattered surplusses in a 
country wanting capital in the aggregate, is to 
concentrate itself in a banking institution, be- 
cause the credit which a corporate body thus 
organized obtains, enables it to supply the de- 
mands of the country beyond their actual means, 


loaned it himself. It is not until this tendency 
has ceased that there will accumulate a large 
capital for Government purposes, to be loaned on 
moderate terms. Itis true that the banks will 
in time of difficulty, when their capital cannot 
be used in the ordinary and more useful purpo- 
ses for which they are established, loan their sur- 
plus money to the Government. This the banks 
did the last year. But there is a point beyond 
which they cannot go. The whole banking cap- 
ital of the United States I have understood is 
about fifty millions, If my information is cor- 
rect, I doubt whether the whole of their dispo- 
sable means will enable them to advance the 
money wanted for one year’s service. Indeed I 
have learned that the Secretary of the Treasury 
supposes they have already gone as far as pru- 
dence will permit them. Should this be the 
case, you will then have to apply to individuals 
for the money which the expenses of the war re- 
quires, and then it will be found that such a cap- 
ital in the hands of individuals is very limited. 
The experience of the last year furnishes us with 
some evidence upon the subject. Out of the 
thirteen millions borrowed, only about four mil- 
lions were obtained from individuals. Another 
fact contributes to show the correctness of the 
opinion. Our Revolutionary and Louisiana stock 
is generally owned abroad; this would not be 
the case was there an overflowing capital in the 
possession of our own people. These circum- 
stances, combined with the difficulty of obtain- 
ing any large supplies through the medium of 
taxation, in a country whose population is so 
thinly scattered over an extensive territory, ought 
to admonish us to keep our expenses within the 
limits of our means. 

Sir, I eannot conceal the apprehension which 
I entertain (however lightly others may think on 
the subject) of the consequences which may and 
probably will follow these measures. 1 fear that 
you will not be able to obtain the means to pay 
even those who enter into your service. And 
what will be the result in such an event is not 
difficult to anticipate. There are never wanting 
in military life men who, goaded on by ambition, 
are ready to turn their arms against their coun- 
try, whenever a reasonable pretext and probable 
suecess shall invite them. These men are not 
confined to foreign climes—they abound in our 
own. Nothing can press itself stronger on the 
minds of an army, than, after having encountered 
the toils and dangers of war, to be left uncom- 
peusated and unprovided with the means of sub- 
sistence, and no remedy suggests itself more nat- 
urally (because its efficiency is felt) than to do 
justice to itself. The prospects of redress which 
ambitious men never fail to present in such a 
crisis are too alluring to be rejected. The con- 
sequence most generally is, that the arms which 
were intended to be employed in the service of 
the country are used against it. All history sup- 
ports me in the opinion I here utter—even the 
history of our own country. The honorable 


and renders to the individual whose money member from Connecticut, (Mr. TALLMADGR,) 
is thus vested a greater profit than if he had | who was an eye witness, has informed you of the 
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tainly possessed patriotism beyond- anything we | tion. When the people shall become attached to 
can expect) at the close of the war. I subscribe | principles inconsistent with morality, or with 
to the opinion: which he uttered most cordially, | their tranquil, civil pursuits, their prosperity and 
that nothing but the superior virtue and influ- | their freedom are at hazard. The spirit of con- 
ence of its Chief prevented the catastrophe which | quest and of military glory, however fascinating, 
I deprecate. When I reflect on these things, and | is baneful to the prosperity and liberty of every 
see gentlemen; while they treat every apprehen- | country. "Thisspirit has shown itself in our coun- 
sion as Visionary, use efforts to depreciate the | try. of late, in an unusual degree. We have be- 
militia composed of the people, the only hope in ! come tired of the peaceful character of our pur- 
such an attempt, I cannot look upon our pros- suits; and we want nothing but success on this 


disposition of our Revolutionary army (who cer- : sense, will have an effect upon their situa- ` 


pects without concern. It is not to military | first attempt, to encourage us to become a great 
poweralone that the success of such efforts are | military nation, attempting conquest in every 
alone owing ; the boldness of the enterprise, and | quarter. Whenever that happens, we shall share 
the apathy and indifference of the people arising | the destiny of other nations. When the same 
from extrinsic causes, are auxiliaries which con- | spirit and the same councils prevail, the misery 
tribute to their success. The people of France | of the mass of the people is the support of the 
who demolished the Bastile, who, in a torrent of 
enthusiasm, undisciplined, and almost unarmed, 
compelled the Duke of Brunswick to leave their 
country, who, under the command of Dumou- 
riez, carried victory wherever they went, surren- 
dered themselves to Bonaparte without a strug- 
gle, though he hadgnot more than tive hundred 
men immediately at his back. 

My apprehensions are not solely confined to the 
danger resulting from military power ; there are 
other consequences equally to be dreadéd, which | I do not believe that gentlemen are so far lost to 
I fear may overwhelm us, should we continue in | all sense of their country’s interest, as designedly 


z glory. 
this course. There is one peculiarly delicate, but | to unite the destiny of this nation with him, who 


One of the evils which I dread, as attending 
the war, and in my opinion not the least, Mr. 
Chairman, is, that we have united our exertions 
with the efforts of the great destroyer of mankind, 
who, having prostrated the independence of al- 
most every nation on the continent of Europe, 
has drawn us into our present situation, to assist 
him in humbling his remaining enemy, whose 
destruction is, above all others, nearest his heart. 


equally important—so delicate, that gentlemen | lives only to destroy. I believe them, when they 
have supposed it ought not even to be mentioned. | declare that such is not their intention. But we are 
Sir, shall I not be permitted to point to the yawn- | united infact. His ostensible object is the liberty 
ing gulf beneath! Shall I not attempt to arrest | of the seas: so is ours, His successes are our suc- 
your progress in the path where lies a serpent | cesses, and his defeats are our defeats. Being thus 
that will sting you to death? I deprecate disu- | associated in fact —having one common object—if 
nion as an event pregnant with every evil. The |the war continues any time, we shall be associ- 
moment it happens, civil liberty is banished from | ated in name also. When pressed beyond our 
this country. I feel deeply interested that it should | present expectation by our enemy, we shall not 
not happen. Permit me, however, to observe, | make any difficulty in submitting to arrange- 
that an union is connected by a consciousness | ments which may appear to us advantageous, but 
which is felt that the various interests of the dif- | which are calculated to fasten us to the car of the 
ferent sections are consulted and protected, and | conqueror. We may want men to enable us to 
not by force. Ifyou wish to perpetuate the Union, | obtain the object of our offensive operations in 
you must preserve that opinion. The moment | the North; F'rance can furnish them. We may 
that it shall no longer exist, the ties that bind us | want ships to defend our coast; we can obtain 
together become feeble indeed. The present war, | them from the same quarter. But, for these things, 
though ostensibly waged for principles in which | we must stipulate an equivalent ; and what can 
the Northern and Eastern people have a deep | that be, but to unite in striking England from the 
interest,is considered by them—and they certainly | list of independent nations? . 
understand their interest best—as calculated to Should this object be ultimately realized, what 
prostrate it. They feel the evils of your meas- | will be our destiny? Let the fate of Holland, 
ures daily, and they see no prospect that they ever | Prussia, Italy, and Spain, answer the question. 
will be benefited by them. ‘The physical power | Can we suppose, that, with the fall of his present 
of the country is in their hands, and it requires | enemy, the ambition of Napoleon will be satiated ? 
nothing but public sentiment, which quickly fol- | Will he, who has delighted in carnage and blood 
lows public interest, and you ripen them for a | hitherto, become harmless, when we alone shall 
state of things most ofall to be deprecated. Ihope | remain to oppose his thirst for universal domin- 
we shall avert the evil by banishing the cause of | ion? It is not in the nature of man. Ambition 
discontent. is a passion, which, like avarice, increases as it 1s 
Besides the immediate physical evils which | gratified. There are, indeed, some solitary cases, 
present themselves as probably resulting from our | where it is exchanged for some other object. 
measures, there are other moral evils which I! Charles V., Emperor of Germany, and King of 
must dread. Our Government was made to se- | Spain, after having incessantly labored for many 
eure the happiness of the people, and everything | years to extend his power, abdicated his Crown, 
which even remotely is calculated to impair their | and retired to a convent, But he was a religious 
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devotee—a weakness or a virtue which belongs 
not to Napoleon. We have been told, by the 
honorable Speaker, who manifested much sensi- 
bility on account of the abuse which he supposes 
is bestowed on the French Emperor by the Op- 
position, that we have no concern with Europe- 
an affairs. How happens it that we are involved 
inan European war? Sir, we are deeply con- 
cerned in the commercial and political state of 
Europe. If we intend to remain a commercial 
people, our interest is best promoted if a liberal 
commercial spirit is cherished in that quarter of 
the world. In a military Government, such as 
that of France, commerce never can flourish; nor 
is it desired by those who govern, because its ten- 
dency is to promote a spirit of freedom, incom- 
patible with the existence of such a Government. 
You seein the policy of the ruler of France a 
strong inclination to suppress foreign commerce, 
by restraining the freedom of enterprise, and les- 
sening the security of property. Should he be 
successful in his attempts on those portions of 
Europe not yet within his grasp, society will be 
brought back to its state in the dark age of the 
thirteenth century. We are certainly interested 
in preventing such results. We are interested, 
also, in the political state of Europe. Our secu- 
rity depends on the division of power into differ- 
ent hands, so that those who possess it shall 
restrain each other. Is it not, therefore, un wise 
to unite our efforts to destroy the only bulwark 
of independence, and prostrate the remaining ob- 
stacle to universal dominion ? 

Sir, gentlemen have called upon us to unite 
with them in the measures which they are pursu- 
ing. Let me call on them in turn to unite sin- 
cerely with the friends of peace in their objects. 
Their’s is an untried course, pregnant with great 
dangers. To our’s experience has given a high 
sanction, A fair opportunity is now afforded to 
them to terminate the course of hostility. It is 
not necessary that they should retrace their steps, 
for the leading cause of the war is at an end. Let 
them only stop and not continue the war for an 
object for which they would not have commenced 
it. To this, every consideration which can influ- 
ence men to whom the destinies of a nation are 
committed prompts them strongly. In the past, 
they see in this nation a picture of liberty and 
happiness never equalled; while the rest of the 
world presents an aspect of complicated misery. 
Do we not hazard too much by foregoing the ad- 
vantages of peace? Is the probability of success 
not too uncertain to put in jeopardy everything 
valuable to us? But gentlemen answer, that our 
honor forbids the abandonment of the war until 
we have obtained the object in contest. What is 
true national honor? I conceive that a Govern- 
ment which is scrupulously attentive to the hap- 
piness of its people; which performs with good 
faith the duties which one nation owes to an- 
other; which observes its promises; has arrived 
at the summit of honor. If war, conquest, and 
military glory, constitute the basis of national 
honor, then the most perfidious are the most hon- 
orable of the present age. "That which gentle- 


men call our honor has long since been sacrificed 
at the footstool of Napoleon. He usurped our 
sovereignty by declaring us in a state of war with 
England long before we thought of it. He in- 
sulted the nation by declaring we were a people 
without honor. He degraded this assembly by 
declaring it was more dependent on England 
than the assembly of Jamaica. He told us that 
if we would not fight for honor, we would be 
compelled to fight for interest. When to this is 
added the perfidy, injury, and insult, of his Ram- 
bouillet deeree, and the reason given for it, it 
bears no parallel in point of indignity to anything 
ever received at the hands of Great Britain. 
Why were gentlemen not so sensitive upon the 
point of honor then? Ican give but one reason, 
consistent with the respect I have for them, the 
interest and prosperity of our people forbid the 
resort to arms. 

Sir, I conceive that our honor, instead of lead- 
ing us deeper into the war, ought to lead us out 
ofit. How have we been brought into our pres- 
ent situation? Is it not solely attributable to the 
perfidy of the French Government? Will any 
gentleman in this House contradict me when I 
assert that if our Government had not believed 
that on the Ist of November, 1810, the decrees of 
Berlin and Milan were revoked, and ceased to 
operate upon our commerce, we should not have 
come into collision with Great Britain? If I re- 
colleet right, it was expressly stated in the report 
of the Committee of Foreign Relations, in the 
session of 1908, sanctioned by this House, that as 
longas the two belligerents continued their inju- 
rious edicts against our commerce, it would be 
improper to enter into hostilities with either; 
that, under such' circumstances, war with one 
was submission to the other. Is there any per- 
son, who has any claim to impartiality, who now 
believes that the promises of France were fulfilled 
according to their letter or spirit? Nay, is there 
any person who does believe that the decrees 
were ever repealed or ceased to operate, until we 
were pledged to go to war by the measures of the 
last session ? Never was there a more fraudulent 
imposition than the conduct of the French Gov- 
ernment presents in relation to this subject.— 
Thouzh our Ministers, time after time, requested 
an official document showing the repeal, so that 
it might be presented to the British Government 
to obtain a discontinuance of the Orders in Coun- 
cil, yet it was parried and evaded; the reason 
was, there was no such document in existence. 
When it could render us no service, when we 
were committed in the war, the ante-dated de- 
cree, purporting to have been issued the 28th of 
April, 1811, was issued, containing upon its face 
the grossest insult. It states, that in consequence 
of this Government having put in force the non- 
importation system against Great Britain, the 
decrees of Berlin and Milan were repealed—thus 
putting us in the lead. This Government had 
adopted that measure as consequent on the repeal 
of those decrees. Itis to be much regretted that 
the President became the dupe of this artifice ; 
that lie did not manifest the magnanimity to re- 
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voke his proclamation of November, 1810, when 
he discovered the deception, particularly as he 
had a precedent in the. case, which grew out of 
Erskine’s arrangement. 

I cannot omit to notice an idea, suggested in 
the course of the debate, by an honorable mem- 
ber from Georgia, (Mr. Troup.) He has urged 
upon the House the ‘propriety of inveigling all 
British seamen into our service, by promising 
them the immediate benefit of naturalization. I 
feel astonished to hear such a proposition made 
by a gentleman coming from that portion of the 
Union.. Those who inhabit the country between 
the Potomac and Florida, east of the mountains, 
ought to offer up their daily and nightly pravers 
to Heaven, to preserve the ocean of life unruffled. 
They are afloat in a very crazy vessel. You 
know, Mr. Chairman, there is a population among 
them whom necessity compels them to keep in 
slavery. They want nothing but means and op- 
portunity to attempt to break their shackles; and 
Iask what can you expect from your enemy, if 
you seduce her subjects from their duty and alle- 
giance, but that she will retaliate and strike you 
in the most vital part? "This apprehension I 
know is treated as visionary ; but remember the 
fate of St. Domingo. Ihave no confidence in the 
reasons generally offered to dispel the idea of 
danger from that quarter; that is, the want of 
means and intellect on tbe part of the slaves. 
Man is strong, resolute, and ingenious, where lib- 
erty is concerned. Before the year 1800, it did 
not enter into the imagination of any person in 
Virginia, that any danger was to be apprehended 
from that source. In that year a conspiracy was 
discovered, not only dangerous as it respected the 
numbers concerned, but their plans and means 
manifested a.degree of capacity which could not 
have been believed. The discovery inspired 
terror into every bosom. Į- was iu a situation at 
that time which enabled me to see and feel it. 
Sir, with ten thousand men landed on the South- 
ern shores, and fifty thousand stand of arms, what 
havoc might not be expected? I do not pretend 
to say that such an attempt wouid be finally suc- 
cessful, but the consequences would unquestion- 
ably be disastrous. Every man would find in his 
own family an enemy ready to cut the throats of 
his wife and children. Would sucha catastrophe 
not greatly outweigh all the objects of this war? 
Let us keep within the ranks of civilized warfare 
and we may perhaps avoid the danger. 

I will close my remarks by stating to you the 
course which, if I had any influence, I would rec- 
ommend. I would interdict the employment of all 
British subjects in our public and merchant ser- 
vice, as a measure not so much to propitiate Great 
Britain as to benefit our own seamen, and prevent 
us getting into collision hereafter.. I would make 
another overture for peace upon liberal principles, 
in which I would manifest a real spirit of amity, 
content to take the good, though it might not be 
accorded in the form most eligible to my mind. 
I should not at present insist for the indiscrimi- 
nate immunity of our flag, but be sati-fied with 
a stipulation which would secure us from the 


abuses of impressment—such as our Ministers 
Monroe and Pinkney did obtain, I consider “hon- 
orable and advantageous;" and such can again be 
obtained if we use the proper means. There is 
nothing degrading in this course; we have the 
example of WasuineTon in the year 1793. Mr. - 
Adams, who certainly will not be charged as be- 
ing too pacifie, after our Ministers had been re- 
jected by the French Directory, sent messengers: 
of peace a second time. If such a course should 
be adopted, I venture to pledge myself you will 
have an honorable and advantageous peace. 

Mr. Rosertson.—Mr, Chairman, I am well 
aware that the House will listen (if it listens at 
all) with much reluctance to a further discussion 
of the subject under consideration. Nevertheless, 
it is my intention explicitly, but consisely, to state 
some of the reasons which influence me to sup- 
port the measure proposed; some of the views 
connected with them, which command my appro- 
bation, andinduce myaid. Sir, I purpose to make 
a few remarks on the bill itself, and subsequently, 
without following gentlemen in the wide and ex- 
pansive range of argumentative, declamatory, and 
defamatory eloquence, in which they have thought 
fit to indulge, to reply to some of the observations 
which struck me with most force, and which my 
memory still retains. 

The honorable Chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs is entitled to the thanks of this 
House, and of the nation, for the able and lucid 
exposition he has given, of the plan intended to 
be pursued by the Government in the prosecu- 
tion of the war in which we are engaged, and of 
the objects for the attainment of which an in- 
crease of the Military Establishment is deemed 
necessary. What is that plan, and what are the 
objects in contemplation? The power of the 
nation is to be called out; a portion fora defence 
of our seacoast and extensive frontier; the resi- 
due to be sent forth to battle against our impla- 
cable foe, to drive him from the American con- 
tinent, and thus to insure our future peace, If not 
our Union and independence. These objects are 
avowed, and efforts and energy are necessary to 
their success. 

The propriety of defending our country can be 
denied by none. ‘This proposition is clear. Even 
the gentlemen on the other side of the quus s 
it is fashionable to speak) do not oppose it. Kor 
myself [ do not hesitate to say, 1t presses itself 
on my feelings with irresistible force. When I 
take into consideration the exposed situation of 
the people whom it is my pride and honor to 
represent, when I view them surrounded by nu- 
merous and warlike tribes of Indians, skirted by 
strong holds in the possession of a nation devoted 
to our foe, containing in the bosom of their coun- 
try a class of beings always on the watch to over- 
whelm them in ruin, I lose sight of other con- 
siderations, and am compelled to urge, as I do 
most earnestly, that no obstacles may be thrown 
in the way of our complete protection. I have 
lived for some years in the country to which I 
have called your attention. 1 have not been al- 
together an inattentive observer, nor indifferent 
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to its interests. The neglected state of the mili- 
tia under the Territorial government, its present 
unorganized and unarmed state. have not escaped 
my notice. But we must “blame the culture, 
not the soil" The inhabitants are brave, expert 
in the management of the horse and in the use 
of arms. The materials are good. It is unne- 
cessary to dwell on these, or to mention other 
circumstances of an internal nature. -Suffice it 
to be observed, our situation is insecure. Ihave 
stated, sir, that we are surrounded by numerous 
and warlike tribes of Indians. I will not recount 
their numbers, nor blazon their powers of doing 
mischief. These facts are too notorious to re- 
quire repetition. I have stated that strongholds 
in our immediate neighborhood are in the pos- 
session of a people devoted to our enemy. The 
Spaniards on our eastern frontier are under their 
perfect control. They considered the English as 
fighting for the independence of Spain. their na- 
tive country, their religion, and their King. In 
their towns an extensive British trade is carried 
on, and from their ports, where they refit, issue 
forth the armed vessels of that nation to the an- 
noyance of the commerce of our country. The 
Indians too are excited against us. On my jour- 
ney from New Orleans to this place, passing 
through the Creek confederacy, I received cer- 
tain information that the Spanish commandant 
at St. Marks had assured them that their friegds 
the British were expected soon iu considerable 
farce at that place and at Pensacola, and that they 
should be furnished with arms and other muni- 
tions of war to be used against the Americans. 
Sir, humanity to that people, as well as the irre- 
sistible claims we have to protection, require that 
a force should be stationed on the Mobile and 
Mississippi, sufficient to prevent the effect of 
British and Spanish machination, or to throw 
back on themselves the evils of hostility. 

The honorable Chairman of the Committee 
observed, that gentlemen might object that the 
number of troops allotted for the defence of par- 
ticular districts was too small. Sir, I do not think 
the number of troops allotted fur the defence of 
Louisiana competent to effect that object. Leav- 
ing out of view her intrinsic worth, her invalua- 
ble products nowhere else to be found within the 
limits of the United States, let us consider her 
in relation to the Western country, as the superb 
avenue through which passes to the ocean the 
production of the most extensive and fertile lands, 
bordering on the same river, to be found on 
earth. The necessity of her protection will be 
thus rendered more obvious, and it will be ad- 
mitted that the safety of Louisiana is connected 
with the prosperity of the fairest portion of our 
territory, indeed I may say with the preservation 
of the Union itself. But my motives would be 
misunderstood, my feelings outraged, if the sup- 
port I give to the bill before the IIouse was at- 
tributed exclusively to cireumstanees growing 
out of the situation of the State Í have the honor 
to represent. No, sir, the war we are unhappily 
engaged in is just and necessary, not to have been 
avoided without a sacrifice of rights and princi- 


ples enjoyed and defended by every independent 
nation. Bat gentlemen in opposition say, as they 
have always said of every measure, whatever its 
character, that we are wrong; that we have no 
cause for war; that the course we pursue leads 
to ruin, disunion, slavery ; that we do not carry 
along with us the approbation of men of under- 
standing; that the moral sense of the community 
is against us; yet, when they are challenged in 
the plenitude of their superior wisdom to suggest 
other measures, to point out some other and better 
course, they are silent, dumb ; not a word. To 
elucidate their conduct by a familiar example: 
You are clamorously arrested in the highway ; 
you are told that the road you travel is beset with 
danger, that it does not lead to your destined 
goal. Your informant boasts of his intimate 
knowledge of the route,and when you ask or 
expect to be relieved from the doubts which he 
alone may have excited, you are answered, it is 
not his business, he is not your guide; but the 
night approaches, the clouds lower—will you 
proceed, or stop and listen longer to this unprof- 
itable and idle interference? Sir, a sign-post 
points out the way, although it dues not go along 
with you. 

The views of the minority are too obvious to 
be mistaken: they wish for that power which 
they once possessed and, possessing, abused ; they 
wish to deprive the Government, I do not mean 
exclusively the Executive, of that popularity they 
al present possess. It is not then to be expected 
that they will either co-operate in, or recommend, 
wise and salutary measures, for that would be to 
strengthen their political opponents in the confi- 
dence of the people. Let us then, with a single 
view to the honor and interests of our country, 
pursue that course which its honur and interest 
require. Let us exercise with firmness and de- 
liberation the rights of a majority. It is unimpor- 
tant whence this majorily comes; the right to 
govern the nation is complete; we are limited 
by the Constitution, but not by a minority. Let 
the minority pursue their accustomed course; let 
them clamor, and it they please advise. I would 
listen totheiradvice with caution—to their clamor 
with contempt. 

I now proceed to examine some of the objec- 
tions which have been made, not to the bill, but 
to the further prosecution of the war. The war 
is denounced as unconstitutional, cruel, the effect 
of French influence, and as intended to place 
James II on the throne of Ameriea. In making 
the first objection, gentlemen could not have 
been serious ; they could not have expected that 
it would have been deemed worthy of an answer. 
The power to make war belongs to all nations; 
is of the essence of Government; but the Con-. 
stitution of the United States gives it expressly, 
in so many words: “The Congress shall have 
power to deelare war, to raise and support ar- 
mies. Whether the war be defensive or offen- 
sive, depends on circumstance and accident, but 
cannot affect the right. If war be defensive and 
offensive, still the whole is equal to its parts. 
But to what does this doctrine lead? Do gentle- 
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men believe it-to be-true? - Then it becomes their 
duty to move: for the:appointment of a commit- 
tee to inquire into. the circumstances of the cap- 
ture of the Macedonian, and if. it be discovered 
that she was taken at more than a marine league 
from the shore, to'cašhier the American officer, 
declare the attack. and capture unconstitutional, 
and restore the. vessel to her former master. 
Then an enterprise, giving rise to a new era in 
maritime history; and entwining round the brows 
of the United States a wreath of imperishable 
laurel, turns out to be a violation of that instru- 
ment on the sacredness of which depends the 
Unión and happiness of America. The war is 
not ‘unconstitutional, nor can it, by any possi- 
bility, be so considered. 

Sir, I listened to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts with astonishment when he denounced 
the war as unjust and cruel; and this charge is 
made by an American against the American na- 
tion, the only one inhabiting this many-peopled 
globe whose escutcheon is unstained with blood, 
and whose character is not blasted with human 
butcheries. We are held up thus in contrast 
with the British; the British! among the most 
ferocious of nations calling themselves civilized. 
Look to India, Ireland, America; look through- 
out the world; recount the millions of her vic- 
tims to the sword, dungeon, and want; the mur- 
dered Irish ; the starved Indian ; and confess that 
she stands unrivalled: in carnage. If the bodies 
of men whom she has massacred were brought 
together, they would literally form a mountain 
of slain. If the blood which she has spilled were 
collected, it would, without a figure, “the multi- 
tudinous sea incarnadine.” Butin what instance 
have the citizens of our country merited so foul 
an aspersion? We learn of cruelties practised 
upon them on the ocean and on the land; while 
their heroism and humanity are acknowledged 
by the enemy ; an enemy compelled to appreciate, 
although incapable of imitating their conduct. 
It is not, it will not be, on our: part, a cruel war. 
America will never forfeit her just claim to a 
character exclusively her own. In this she finds 
no rival among the nations of Europe; can find 
none, for they are— 


“In blood 
* Stept in so far, that, should Zhey wade no more, 
“ Returning were as tedious as go o'er.” 


The war is attributed by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to F'rench influence; and this as- 
sertion is made in the presence of numbers who 
yoted for the measure, whose pure and unsullied 
characters have raised them high in the confi- 
dence of the people, and should have shielded 
them from such hateful suspicion. But the 
charge, wherever made, deserves to be repelled. 
Let us. fora moment, consider it. Where. sir, 
does this French influence exist? Where is it 
to be found? In the States of Tennessee, Ken- 
tucky, Virginia, the Carolinas, and Georgia? Do 
the citizens of these States speak the French lan- 
guage? Do they read French books? Are there 
Frenchmen living among them? Are they con- 
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nected with the French in trade, by marriage or 
consanguinity ? I believe not. How, then, did 
French influence get among them—the scattered 
inhabitants of our forests—the industrious agri- 
cuiturists of our country? But I ought not to 
have omitted Louisiana; perhaps it may be found 
there. Let not gentlemen be alarmed ; there is 
no French influence there that will endanger 
their liberties, or disturb their quiet. The natives 
of that State are like ourselves, Américan; and 
they have, at least, been severed as long from 
French domination as we from British. Their 
interests bind them to us; they are well aware 
of the mutual benefits which result from our con- 
nexion. But, sir, if French influence exist in 
that country, it has not reached me. I was not 
generally the choice of that part of the commu- 
nity called French; I state it with regret, for 
they generally possess my estéem. But, sir, the 
ery of French influence is intended to throw 
dust in the eyes of the people, to prevent them 
from seeing what will not bear looking on. Sup- 
pose there should be a portion of our country 
where British influence is said to exist; is the 
English language there spoken? Are the people 
conneeted with the English in trade, in consan- 
guinity, in all the various relations to which so- 
ciety gives rise? The answer presents itself at 
once. 

“This war is waged for the purpose of placing 
James II on the throne of America.” I enter- 
tain almost too favorable an opinion of the gen- 
tleman who made the remark to believe that he 
really feels the suspicion. He has adduced no 
argument; he has stated no faet; but he has in- 
dulged himself in a style of accusation disgrace- 
ful to himself, and insulting to this House.’ He 
has shamelessly departed from the subject to 
abuse a character holding no office in the Gov- 
ernment, exercising no control, interfering not 
with our public councils; a ay ie who, in 
the shades of retirement, enjoys {that calm and 
tranquillity which flow from the consciousness of 
having performed well and strictly his duties to- 
wards his country. I had thought that, in rela- 
tion to Mr. Jefferson, the Porcupines and Callen- 
ders had eropped the choicest flowers of Billings- 
gate wherewith to deck their effusions, until the 
House was presented the bouquet of the honor- 
able Representative from Massachusetts. 

The gentleman from Virginia (Mr. SaErrEY) 
gives a very particular statement of the expense 
we shall encounter, and estimates—with how 
much accuracy Í shall not pretend to say—the 
amount that each man enlisted in the Army will 
cost the Government. He has also stated that 
there was no probability that the additional force 
would be raised ; that the citizens of our country 
would not forego the happiness of domestic situ- 
ation, and the rewards with which industry is 
crowned, to become soldiers, of whom lie spoke 
as tavern loungers, haunters of tippling shops, 
whiskey drinkers, &c. 

Sir, the people of the United States never cal- 
culated on going to war without encountering 
the expenses incident to sucha state. But if, ac- 
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cording to the honorable gentleman’s predictions, 
the forces cannot be raised, why the apprehen- 
sions of enormous expense? But the opinion is 
most unfounded. The patriotism of our country 
will fill up the ranks of her armies. "The patriot- 
ism of the State which the gentleman represents 
ought not to have escaped him. In the neigh- 
borhood of my former residence, volunteers, con- 
spieuous alike for their characters, and talents, 
have marched to the standard of the nation ; and, 
in abandoning the comforts of their homes, in 
pressing forward to fight our battles, in courting 
danger, and submitting to unaccustomed priva- 
tions, little did they suppose that they thus ex- 
posed themselves to the contemptuous epithets 
so liberally bestowed by a Representative from 
. their own State. 

But it is said that, as the Orders in Council are 
repealed, the question of impressment is the only 
one in controversy between the United States 
and Great Britain ; and, on this subject, the hon- 
orable gentleman from North Carolina, (Mr. 
Pearson,) has, without difficulty, settled princi- 
ples about which jurists have differed in opinion. 
He contends that individuals cannot divest them- 
selves of their allegiance; that the right of ex- 
patriation does not exist; that the practice of 
naturalization is wrong. "These opinions are as 
erroneous as they are repugnant to every princi- 
ple of human liberty, and owe their origin to 
feudal times and feudal States; times and States, 
the prolific sources of the vilest principles in poli- 
.ties and morals. 

I believe that every civilized nation under the 
sun is in the practice of naturalizing foreigners, 
The omnipotent Parliament of Great Britain ex- 
ereises this right. The rights of all independent 
nations are equal. Whatever course Great Brit- 
ain pursues in relation to the subjects or citizens 
of other countries, these countries are authorized 
to pursue in relation to the subjects of Great 
Britain. Whatever her admirers may say to the 
contrary, if she does not acknowledge, she is 
compelled to act in conformity to this principle. 
Where is there in her history an example of her 
punishing, as a traitor, a Briton naturalized by a 
foreign Government, although found in arms 
against her? If a subject could not divest him- 
self of his natural allegiance; if once a subject 
always a subject, were true, how is it that Nap- 
per Tandy was suffered to escape punishment? 
Why was he not hanged asa traitor? He was 
born in Ireland, became a French citizen, served 
in War against his native country, was taken, 
tried, and found guilty of high treason; but when 
a terrible retaliation was threatened by France, 
in the event of his execution, that nation, which 
never yields to threats, restored him to his then 
adopted country. 

Shall tlie United States abandon not only her 
naturalized, but her native citizens, to the capri- 
cious tyranny of every petty officer in the British 
flet? Shall we permit, in relation to ourselves, 
the operation of a principle opposed by every 
other nation? Shall we, after having emanci- 
pated the mind of man from so many shackles, 


permit galling chains to be rivetted around him? 
No arguments have been used, no authorities 
cited, to establish the principles for which Britain 
and her advocates contend. The right to im- 
press seamen of any description whatever from 
vessels on the high seas, does not belong to any 
nation whatever. The sea is the highway com- 
mon to all. No municipal regulations ean oper- 
ate on it: and vain would be the search into the 
laws of nations for authority to justify the prac- 
tice of England. The searching vessels for men 
is an abominable interpolation on the right of 
search for contraband of war, that ought not to 
be admitted. But if it were doubtful, if it were 
lawful, the abuses which follow from the practice, 
and which must necessarily follow, from our 
being, in language and appearance, one people, 
imperiously forbid its exercise, and require that 
Great Britain should not be permitted, under any 
pretext, to take seamen from our public and pri- 
vate vessels. 

But gentlemen are opposed to the further prose- 
cution of the war. Do they contend that the 
causes which rendered it necessary have been 
removed? Have we obtained the objects for 
which it was commenced? Is the new and 
before unheard-of system of blockade abandoned? 
A system which, under the pretence of being a 
military measure, was converted into a commer- 
cial scheme beneficial to the belligerents, and 
destructive alone tothe rights of neutrals. Have 
our citizens been restored to their country? Is 
any disposition evidenced to omit tearing them 
from their homes and families in future? What 
will be the consequence of laying down our 
arms, of shrinking from our present attitude? 
We are at the feet of Great Britain : and after 
having for years attempted in vain to obtain 
justice, we are to recommence fruitless negotia- 
tion. Admit that we are unable to enforce our 
demands, te support our independence, that we 
cannot carry on war, that the friends of the 
British Government in this country (to use their 
own expression) will not permit us; in sucha 
situation, with such admission, to expect justice 
would be folly in the extreme. England would 
return to her habitual spoliations, would re-es- 
tablish that state precisely the most beneficial to 
herself, the most injurious to us: infinitely better 
to her than peace on fair terms, for then the op- 
portunity would be lost of feeding and enriching 
her navy at our expense; better than war, as the 
numerous prizes brought into her ports of late 
very clearly prove. Formerly the losses were 
exclusively ours. Yes, sir, willingly would she 
return to, and forever continue, her former career 
of depredation; and the next ten years would 
add another thousand to the thousand American 
vessels already carried into her ports. 

Too long did we suffer disgrace aud degrada- 
tion. Peace, with all its blessings, may be en- 
joyed at too deara price. But yet, while it was 
possible to preserve it, we shut our eyes against 
the most flagrant injuries; we affected not to 
hear the loudest insults. Peace was congenial to 
our habits, favorable to the principles of our 
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Government, 
would be, nor cannot .be now believed that it 
was wantonly abandoned. Whilst tranquillity 


prevailed it was wise to dwell on its advantages. 
Now, that in spite of all our efforts we are at 


war, it is well to inquire whether circumstances 


may not grow out of it favorable to our future 


happiness and prosperity. 

The British possessions in America present 
themselves to our view and invite a conquest. I 
am struck with the contrariety of opinion which 
prevails among gentlemen. Some of them speak 
of the country as barren, the climate as inclement, 


the inhabitants thereby scattered over the face of 


the territory. If this be true, it will not be con- 
sidered as worth defending, and as by its loss 
Britain loses nothing, the sympathy which she 
seems to have excited, and the doleful jeremiads 
to which her anticipated disasters have given 
rise, are as unnecessary as they are misplaced. 
But others say, no doubt from its importance to 
its European sovereign it will be defended to 
the last extremity; that the United States cannot 
take it; that the army we propose to send into 
the field will prove insufficient. When gentle- 
men differ so widely, no satisfactory conclusion 
can be drawn from their opinions. Sir, Canada 
will be defended, and it is from a belief of that 
fact, and from a knowledge of the force which 
Great Britain may bring into the field, that the 
troops now demanded become. necessary. We 
have heard an estimate of that force too often to 
be again repeated. It has lost nothing of its 
magnitude and importance. Its valor has re- 
ceived the highest praise, and we are triumph- 
antly asked if we expect to intimidate Great 
Britain. 

Sir, none but cowards calculate on the cow- 
ardice of their foe. We do not expect to in- 
timidate her. We expect to meet her armies in 
the field, and to vanquish them. The power of 
Britain must be extinguished in America. She 
must no longer be permitted to corrupt the prin- 
ciples and to disturb the peace and tranquillity of 
our citizens. Our frontier inhabitants must not 
be kept in dread and danger from her Indian 
allies. And never shall we be secure among 
ourselves, and exempt from the mischievous in- 
trigues of Europeans, until European power is 
expelled across the Atlantic. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts says, that Canada entered 
into the scheme of the war. It certainly does 
now enter into the scheme of the war. Sir, no 
citizen of the United States would have given 
his consent to an unprovoked attack on that 
country merely for the purpose of getting possess- 
ion of it. But I do, for one, rejoice that, under 
present circumstances, we thus have an oppor- 
tunity afforded us, not only to make our enemy 
feel our power, but to drive him from this conti- 
nent, and to remove one of the most frequent 
causes of war among nations—neighborhood and 
contiguity. The evils of peace, on the terms of 
gentlemen in opposition, cannot be borne. Let 
us then, with firmness, persevere in the contest in 
which we are engaged, until it can be terminated 


It was not to be apprehended it 


on principles compatible with the rights and 
honor of the nation. ME 

The Committee now rose, reported progress, 
and obtained leave to sit again. 


Torspay, January 12. 


Mr. JENNINGS presented a petition of John James 
Dufour, and his associates, stating that, in 1802, 
an act was passed authorizing the sale of a quan- 
tity of the public land to the petitioners, upon a 
credit of twelve years, without interest, for the 
purpose of encouraging the culture of the vine, 
and that they are unable to complete the payment 
of the money within the limited lime, and pray- 
ing a grant of the further time of ten years to 
complete their payments,—Referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

The Sreaxer laid before the House a letter ad- 
dressed to him from William Duane, requesting 
that Congress will again take into their consid- 
eration the Elementary Treatise on Military Dis- 
cipline, presented by him at the last session, called 
“A Hand Book for Infantry,” and that such order 
may be taken thereon as the work may be found 
to merit.—Referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. Wiuttams, the Committee 
on Military Affairs were discharged from the 
consideration of the petition of the Legislature 
of the Illinois "Territory, presented on the sixth 
instant, and it was referred to the Secretary of 

ar. ; 

A Message from the President of the United 
States was read, transmitting an account of the 
contingent expenses of the Government, for the 
year 1812. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed a bill " giving further 
time for registering claims to lands in the East- 
ern District of the Territory of Orleans, now 
State of Louisiana;” in which they desire -the 
concurrence of this House. 


ADDITIONAL MILITARY FORCE. 


The House again resolved itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole, on the bill to raise an additional 
army of twenty thousand men, for one year. 

Mr. Emort addressed the Chair, as follows: 

Mr. Chairman: I mean no common-place re- 
mark, when I declare to you, that I address you 
on the subjeets which have been brought into 
this debate, and as I think properly so brought, 
with great reluctance. My general deportment 
since I have been honored with a seat on this 
floor, is sufficient evidence to you and the Com- 
mittee that I feel an unwillingness to mingle in 
the war of words which is carried on here. There 
are causes which add to this repugnance on the 
present occasion. The debate has been continued 
for such a length of time, and in part has been 
conducted with so much asperity, that the minds 
of all have beeome fatigued, and the passions of 
many inflamed. [ know, and I daly appreciate 
the difficulties which, under such circumstances, 
surround and face the speaker. But, sir, there 
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The influence of British feelings! Yes, sir 
the Eastern people are sometimes actuated by 
British feelings, but they are the feelings which 
operated on their ancestors, when they left Eng- 
land, because they loved liberty, and hated op. 
pression. They are the feelings which operated 


tainly with much pleasure, to the gentleman from | on some, even of the present generation, when 
Louisiana, (Mr. Ropertson,) who addressed the | they staked their homes, and their firesides, on a 
House for the first time yesterday. Againstsome | contest for their political rights; when, at the 
of his positions, and some of his doctrines, I must | hazard of their lives and fortunes, they opposed 
however enter my protest. The gentleman, in| British power and claims. The influence of 
the silence of the minority, finds cause for cen- British principles! Yes, sir, they are actuated 
sure; they are not of equal utility with guide-| by British principles, but, they are the principles 
posts, which, if they do not accompany the trav-| of a Milton, a Lecke, and a Sidney ; principles 
eller in his journey, at least point to his way. | which teach that Government is intended for the 
And yet when it occurred to him, that the mi- | benefit of the people, and not for advantage of 
nority did sometimes interpose with their advice, their agents ; principles which teach them, that 
their directions, and if you please, their censure, | it is not only the right, but the bounden duty of 
they were held up by him, as fit objects of distrust. | the people, to mark the conduct of their rulers, 
The ultimate object of the opposition being, as | and to reason on its fitness; to bestow applause 
he supposes, power, he appears to think that when j where it is due, and not to withhold censure 
they do advise, it will be for the purpose of em-| where it is merited. When, sir, they shall no 
barrassing their opponents, of procuring their} longer be actuated by such feelings. and such 
assent to measures which will end in their down- | principles; when they shall subscribe to the doc- 
fall. Thus, if we remain silent, we do not per-! trines, that the men in power can do no wrong; 
form our duty ; and if we object to majority : that the will of the Executive is in all cases to 
| 
H 


are considerations of public duty, and individual 
propriety, which urge; nay, demand of me, to ask | 
our patienee, and the indulgence of the House, 
while I present to you. and to them my view of 
the great subjects involved in this discussion. 
I listened, sir, with great attention, and cer- | 


and views, or propose measures which are not | be obeyed, and that they must speak of the acts 
stamped with the mark of Executive approbation, | of the Administration, only to applaud—then I 
we do worse; we are plotting the destruction of | shali begin to believe, that they are under the in- 
the men in place, not with a view to the public | fluence of French principles, and are fit for slaves. 
welfare, but to individual interest. This is really | Mr. Chairman, I am aware that, in the discus- 
placing the minority in an awkward situation ; | sion I am about commencing, I shall render my- 
and after all we shall, I believe, bave to pursue | self obnoxious to the wit of gentlemen who think 
the track of former minorities. With the good | that, to bring into view other topics than those 
pleasure of the gentleman, we will continue to | which arise out of the details of the bill now on 
mark the public course of public men, and when | your table, is to go beyond the range of legiti- 
we believe they lose sight of, or disregard, the es- ! mate debate. The bill contemplates the raising 
sential rights and vital interests of the people, for | an additional military force of twenty thousand 
whose welfare, and at whose expense, this Gov- | men; thus increasing the Military Establishment, 
ernment is maintained, we must be allowed to op- | or the standing Army of the couatry, to upwards 
pose them in a constitutional and orderly manner. | of fifty-five thousand men. Now, sir, with the de- 
The gentleman from Louisiana has gone into | tails of this bill I have nothing to do. Nay, I will 
a course of reasoning, to repel the charge and the | confess to you that I like the bill as it stands, 
suspicion of French influence, in or out of the| providing for enlistments for one year only, bet- 
Administration, With his facts, or his deductions, | ter than I should, were it amended, as has been 
I have nothing todo. I hope it is true, that there | proposed, by prolonging the terms, precisely for 
is no understanding between our Government | the reason that the force will be less efficient and 
and that of France, with respect to the measures dangerous, and more under legislative control. I 
which have been formerly adopted, or are now | meddle not with the fitness of the instrument, 
pursuing, against Great Britain. Nay, Iam wil-| That is the business of other men. But, being 
ing to allow, that the persons in the majority are | opposed to the continuance of the war offensively, 
as pure in their views, and as patriotic in their | as I was to its commencement, Í cannot consent 
intentions, as men in the opposition ean be.| to grant any further force to carry it on. The 
But after saying this, I hope I may be permitted | only check, or control, which the Legislature can 
to ask the gentleman to reconsider the judgment | constitutionally have over a war after it is begun, 
he has been pleased to pass upon the Northern j is in withholding the means; and, in voting the 
and Eastern parts of the Union. He believes in | means, either in men or money, every member of 
the existence of a British party in that country, | the Legislature ought to be satisfied of the neces- 
and intimates that the charge of a French influ- | sity of prosecuting the war. 
ence elsewhere isa mere cover; itisadust,raised | According to my best judgment, sir, this wat 
uorum je ie attention, or obscure the vision of | was improperly commenced, and is unnecessa- 
of Bei ao Ir, we sometimes hear of this charge rily continued; and I shall now proceed to ex- 
ol British influence at the Eastward. The charge | plain the grounds of that judgment by an exam- 
1s made there by the wicked, and not unfrequently | ination of the causes of the war, as they existed 
believed by the weak; the latter have our pity, | at its commencement, and as they now remain. 
the former our contempt. - | As this is the first time that the subject has been 
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brought into debate, and, indeed, the earliest: op- | 
portunity which -has been allowed, of an open 


discussion, I am sure I shall be. pardoned for 
going into detail, if I even should be tedious, as [ 
know I shall be uninteresting. Itis aright which 
I think I may claim, to state distinctly my rea- 
sons and motives for the votes which I have 
given, and may give, in relation to the war, after 
what has been- said in this House, and out of it, 
about the opposition to the views of the Admin- 
istration. '- 

In making this examination, I shall pass in re- 
view, in as brief a manner as possible, the three 
great subjects of complaint against Great Britain; 
her. orders of blockade, her Orders in Council, 
and her practice of impressment. But for one or 

` all-of these, the war certainly would not have 
been declared; and I may assume that, for but one 
or allof these, the war ought not to be continued. 
I cannot, indeed, but recollect, that the gentle- 
man from Louisiana has mentioned the conquest 
of Canada, and of the Floridas, as causes for the 
continuance of the war. As respects the Cana- 
das, I have heretofore understood that their re- 
duction might be a consequence of the war, but 
never until now did I know that it was to be 
shifted into a cause for carrying it on. And, in 
regard to the Floridas, I will not consent that their 
conquest should, in the existing relations of this 
‘country, be either.a cause or consequence of war. 
I will confess to you, that an invasion of the col- 
onies of Spain at this time, under the stale ex- 
euses of convenience or necessity, strikes me with 
abhorrence. It is not only against the genius of 
our Government, and, as I hope, the character of 
our people, but, if persisted in, will be a foul blot 
in our national history. 

As to the British blockades:—In order that I 
may not be said to misrepresent the views of the 
Executive Government, or of this House, I will 
read to you the charge of the one and the other, 
respecting blockades. The President, in his war 
Message of June last, says, “Under pretended 
* blockades, without the presence of an adequate 
* force, and sometimes without the practicability 
* of applying one, our commerce has been plun- 
* dered in every sea." What is thus generalized 
by the Executive, is made partieular by the re- 
port of the Committee of Foreign Relations, 
which, it will be recollected, and I make the ob- 
servation once for all, was made the act of this 
House by placing it, against all former usage, on 
the Journals, 

The report, after a dissertation on the carrying 
trade, and its interruption by the British, proceeds 
tosay: “In May, 1806, the whole coast of the 
* Continent, from Elbe to Brest, inclusive, was 
t declared to be in a state of blockade. By this 
* act, the well-established principles of the law of 
‘ nations, which have served for ages as guides, 
‘and fixed the boundary between the rights of 
* belligerents and neutrals, were violated." This, 
then, being the charge, we may inquire, whether 
the order of blockade, of May, 1806, was really 
a just cause of war in June, 1812, and whether 
it yet continues to be so? 


. I understand, Mr. Chairman, that the British 
Government, theoretically, at least, admits. the 
ancient rule of national law respecting blockades. 
Not to go further back than the correspondence of 
-1811, the British Minister, in. his letter of July . 
‘3, to the Secretary of State, in reference to this 
very blockade, declared: “If the Ordersin Coun- 
‘cil should be abrogated, the blockade of May, 
* 1806, could not continue, under our construc- 
‘tion of the law of nations, unless that blockade 
* should be maiutaiued by a due application of an 
‘adequate naval force.” Indeed, sir, the Presi- 
dent, in his Message, and the Committee of For- 
eign Relations, in.their report, distinctly admit the 
correctness of the British theory, and urge it by 
way of complaint against her practices. I have 
not discovered that we have changed our ground 
on this subject. We have not yet, to my knowl- 
edge, adopted the Napoleon principle of maritime 
law, that a blockade requires a besieging force, 
and can only be applied to strong or fortified 
ports, It therefore follows, that the dispute with 
England, relative to blockades, is not about any 
new principle advanced by her, but about her 
practice in opposition to her own principles and 
our avowed doctrine. Now, sir, with this view 
of the subject, was the order of blockade of May, 
1806, a cause of war in.1812? 

The order of blockade of the 16th of May; 
1806, with an. exception which I will presently 
notice, declares "the coast, rivers, and ports, from 
the river Elbe to the port of Brest, both inclu- 
sive,” to be in a state of blockade, but provides 
that such blockade was not to extend to neutral 
vessels, laden with goods not being enemy’s pro- 
perty or contraband of war, provided that the 
vessel going in, had not beeu laden at a port be- 
longing to an enemy, and the vessel going out 
was not destined to an enemy's port, and had not 
previously broken the blockade. 

In regard to so much of the order as relates. to 
enemy's property and contraband of war, it af- 
fords no ground of complaint; as by the law of 
nations we could not, even in the absence of a 
blockade, cover the former or trade in the latter, 
The objectionable part of the order must there- 
fore be that which prohibits the entry of a neu- 
tral vessel, which had loaded at an enemy’s port, 
and the departure of a ship destined for an ene- 
my’s port. Now, the obvious effect of these re- 
strictions, was to prevent neutrals from carrying 
on the colonial, and engaging in the coasting, 
trade of France. The inward bound vessel was 
not to have a cargo which had been put on board 
in a French port, and thus the trade from a colo- 
ny to the mother country, as well as the coasting 
trade in the latter, was prevented. The outward 
bound vessel was not to be intended for a French 
port, and thus the trade from the mother country 
to the colony was prohibited. If the order had an 
operation beyond this, it must have been almost 
a thing of accident. : 

Let it now be recollected, that the British have, 
from the year 1756, contended that a neutral was 
notauthorized, by the law of nations, to engage 
during war in an unaccustomed trade with the 
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colonies, or on the coasts of their enemy. To cap- 
ture vessels engaged in such trade, we know that 
they did not think it necessary to resort to block- 
ades. By this order, therefore, they claimed no 
new right, nor did they under it exercise any new 
power over neutrals. In fact, while it prohibited 
the direct, it left free, or rather threw open to 
neutrals, the indirect colonial trade. The nature 
of the cargo, or its origin, was not a subject of in- 
quiry; it was ‘sufficient that it was not put on 
board the vessel ata French port. And we have 
the authority of the Administration, for saying 
that in this respect, it was not only calculated to 
benefit our merchants, but that they actually were 
benefited by it. In the letter from Mr. Monroe 
to Mr. Foster, of the 1st of October, 1811, it is ex- 
pressly stated, “That this order, by allowing the 
‘ trade of neutrals in colonial productionstoall that 
‘portion of the coast which was not rigorously 
‘blockaded, afforded to the United States an ac- 
' commodation in a principal point then at issue 
‘between our Governments, and of which their 
‘citizens extensively availed themselves.” 

When we look at the order of blockade in this 
point of view, and without the exception, it is 
surely not necessary to ascertain the extent of 
coast embraced by it, nor to calculate the number 
of ships it would take to blockade such coast. 
This may be pretty amusement for grown chil- 
dren, who need examples in the first rules in arith- 
metic, but it is unworthy of grave statesmen, 
when deciding on the momentous question of 
peace or war. It was in a special manner, as I 
shall more distinctly show hereafter, unworthy 
of the member of the Administration who has 
taken a lead in this war, and who, in the opin- 
ions of many, is now nursing it. Such a block- 
ade was in itself harmless, nay, more, it was ben- 
eficial to us. It wanted no fleets to enforce it. 
Our merchants at the time would have seen with 
pleasure a like blockade of all the coasts, rivers, 
and ports, from North Point to the Rock of Gib- 
taltar. 

It remains then, Mr. Chairman, to be seen, whe- 
ther the exception in the order of May, made it 
so objectionable as to call for war. The order, 
after stating the kind of trade which was not to 
be interrupted, has this expressson, “save and ex- 
cept the coast, rivers, and ports, from Ostend to 
the river Seine, already in a state of strict and 
rigorous blockade, and which are to be considered 
as so continued." In truth, as the mere reading 
of the order will show, if there is anything sub- 
stantially hostile to our rights to be found in it, it 
is in this saving clause. With this, the order may 
be considered as a blockade of the coast from 
Ostend to the Seine, but surely not beyond that. 
Indeed, the Administration so well understood 
this, that Mr. Monroe, in his letter to Mr. Foster 
of the 1st of October, 1811, declares it almost in 
terms. "If says (Mr. Monroe,) you will exam- 
cine the order, you will find that it is strictly little 
: more than a blockade of the coast from the Seine 
sto Ostend. There is an express reservation in 
¿it in favor of neutrals to any part of the coast 
; between Brest and the Seine, and between Os- 


‘tend and the Elbe, Neutral Powers are permit- 


"ted by it to take from their own ports every kind 


*of produce, without distinction as to its origin, 
‘and to carry it to the Continent, under that lim- 
*itation, and with the exception only of contra- 
‘band of war and enemy’s property, and to bring 
‘thence to their own ports in return whatever ar- 
‘ticles they think fit.” 

An attentive perusal of the exception will es- 
tablish another fact, that the order of May, 1806, 
was not even a blockade of the coast from Ostend 
to the Seine, It merely excludes that country 
from the benefits which were to arise to neutrals. 
under the order, by recognising the existence of 
a prior blockade, and providing for its continu- 
ance. The blockade thus kept alive, is that of 
the 9th of August, 1804, *Atthe entrance of the 
ports of Fecamp, St. Valery en Caux, Dieppe, 
Treport, the Somme, Naples, Boulogne, Calais, 
Gravelines, Dunkirk, Nieuport, and Ostend.” 
And of this blockade we hear of no complaint, 
either as to its extent, or the want of ability to 
enforce it. 

Will gentlemen now say, what has never yet 
been pretended, that, from the extent of coast, the 
British could not, or did not, enforce the blockade? 
We may ask them to look at the order, and then 
say whether it contains a fair enumeration of the 
principal ports or points. If so, and I think I may 
venture to say it does, had not the British at the 
time a sufficient naval force to blockade eleven 
or twelve places in their own seas, and almost in 
sight of their own coasts? If this is admitted, 
and I presume no one will undertake to question 
it, are we not certain, from our knowledge of the 
history of the times, that such force was applied ? 
Do we not know that Bonaparte not only threat- 
ened an invasion of England at the time, but had 
a powerful army encamped for the purpose on 
this very coast? And do we yet doubt whether, 
under such circumstances, the British had not a 
naval force on the French coast, and before these 
places, sufficiently strong to enforce the blockade 2 

There is still one other circumstance in rela- 
tion to the order of May, 1806, which is worthy 
of notice, and that is, that it was an act of the 
Fox Administration. To those who have at- 
tended to the history of that great man, it is well 
known that Charles James Fox was, at every 
period of his life, and in all circumstances, the 
open and the sincere friend of this country.. 
When we were colonies of Great Britain, we had 
his exertions, and after our independence, his 
wishes, in our favor. To the last moment of his 
life, he felt interested in our prosperity. It was 
indeed, if we are to believe Monroe, his ruling 
passion, strong in death. And yet we are now 
called on to say, that, under the guise of friend-- 
ship, he not only cotemplated a vital blow at our 
neutral rights, but actually did the deed. We 
are now willing, in the face of the world, to de- 
clare that this great champion of neutral rights, 
and American interests, was the author and 
founder of a system which not only made just 
and proper the French decrees, but which called 
for war on the part of this nation. Sir, it is not 
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doing justice to the. memory of the man, or his 
intentions towards us, to say so; © `> 

Thus far, Mr. Chairman, I have ventured on 
the face of the order itself ; but to make assurance 
doubly sure, I will now place before you the opin- 
ons of the very:persons who recommended war 
on account.of the blockade. These opinions, 
given at different times, will prove most satisfac- 
torily that as long as the order of blockade of 
May, 1806, had a practical effect and operation, 
while it still-had substance as well as form, it 
was not only not-viewed by the Administration 
as violating our neutral rights, but was received 
as a benefit to this country, and a relaxation on 
the’ part of Great Britain. . 
~ "The order, it will be recollected, bears date the 
‘16th of May, and it was communicated by Mr. 
Monroe, then our Minister at London, to Mr. 
Madisón, then Secretary of State, by a letter 
‘dated the 17th. In this leter Mr. Monroe says, 
*early this morning I received from Mr. Fox a 
‘note, a copy of which is enclosed, which you will 
* perceive embraces explicitly a principal subject 
t dépending between our Governments, though in 
‘rather a singular mode.” The note is couched 
in terms of restraint, and professes to extend the 
blockade further than was heretofore done; never- 
theless, it takes it from many ports already block- 
aded; indeed, from all east of Ostend and west 
' of the Seine, except in articles contraband of 
war and enemy’s property, which are seizable 
without a blockade. And in like form of excep- 
tion, considering every enemy as one Power, it 
admits the trade of neutrals within the same limit 
to be free in the productions of enemy’s colonies 
in every, but the direct, route between the colony 
and the parent country. “It cannot be doubted 
* that the note was drawn by the Government in 
* reference to the question, and if intended by the 
‘Cabinet as a foundation on which Mr. Fox is 
-* authorized to form a treaty, and obtained by him 
‘for that purpose, it must be viewed in a very 
* favorable light.” 

On the 20th of May, Mr. Monroe again writes 
to this Government, and speaking of the order, 
he says, “from what I could collect, I have been 
* strengthened in the opinion, which I communi- 
‘cated to you in my last, that Mr. Fox’s note of 
‘the 15th was drawn with a view to a principal 
‘question with the United States—I mean that 
f of the trade with enemies! colonies.” Ina letter 
of the 9th of June, after detailing a conversation 
with Mr. Fox, in part, relating to the order, Mr. 
Monroe declares, “I concluded however from this 
* conversation, as I had done from what had oc- 
‘ curred before, that this measure had been taken 
* to prevent the further seizure and condemnation 
* of our vessels on the principle in discussion be- 
‘tween our Governments"—* several circum- 
“stances, independent of those alluded to, sup- 
t port this idea. It is not necessary to state them, 
‘because I trust the business will ere long be 
‘ placed on a much more solid footing.” 

Here, then, we have a full expression of the 
opinion of Mr. Monroe at the time, and formed, 
as it would seem, with all due caution. But it 


may be said, that he was too credulous on this 
occasidn; that he was deceived by the British 
Ministry, and that he afterwards discovered and 
renounced his error. Hear what he says in his 
new capacity of Secretary of State, to Mr. Fos- 
ter, in his letter already referred to, of the Ist of 
October, 1811. After remarking on the order of 
May, 1806, that it was strictly little more than a 
blockade of the coast from the Seine to Ostend, 
he observes, “why then did the British Govern- 
‘ment institute a blockade, which, with respect 
‘to neutrals, was not rigorous as to the greater 
‘part of the coast comprised in it? If you will 
‘look to the state of things which then existed 
‘between the United States and Great Britain, 
‘you will find the answer: a controversy had 
* taken place between our Governments on a dif- 
‘ferent topic, which was still depending. The 

‘British Government had interfered with the 

‘trade between France and her allies in the pro- 

* duce of their colonies. The just claim of the 

* United States was then a subject of negotiation, 

* and your Government professing its willingness 

“to make a satisfactory arrangement of it, issued 

‘the order which allowed the trade, without 

‘making any concession as to the principle, re- 

‘serving that for adjustment by treaty. It was 

* in this light that I viewed, and in this sense that 

* J represented, that order to my Government.” 

This gentleman has, in this case at least, the 
merit of consistency. His opinion of the order 
in 1806, as negotiator, was not changed, when, in 
1811, as Secretary of State, he was In possession 
of the views, the wishes, and the information of 
the Executive Government. It is possible, how- 
ever, though certainly not very probable, that he 
may be mistaken on this subject, and if he is, we 
will surely find the mistake exposed and corrected 
by the Committee of Foreign Relations. Permit 
me, sir, to read to you the part of their “report, 
or manifesto," which contains their opinion of 
the order. “ Your committee think it just to re- 
* mark, that this act of the British Government 
* does not appear to have been adopted in the sense 
: in which it has been since construed. On con- 
t sideration of all the circumstances attending the 
* measure, and particularly the character of the 
* distinguished statesman who announced it, we 
* are persuaded that it was conceived in a spirit of 
* conciliation, and intended to lead to an accom- 
* modation of all differences between the United 
‘ States and Great Britain.” 

Notwithstanding this broad apology, if not jus- 
tification, of the order, the committee deemed it 
a just cause of war; and why, Mr. Chairman? 
Because “it has been made by his successors a 
pretext for that vast system of usurpation, which 
has so long oppressed and harassed our com- 
merce.” Indeed! and are we to commence and 
carry on an offensive war, on account of the order 
of blockade, not for its own demerit, but because 
it was made a pretext for another system ? But 
where do gentlemen learn that the order of May, 
1806, was made a pretext for the Orders in Coun- 
cil? Certainly they do not find it in the orders 
themselves, nor in the attempted justification of 
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.them by the British Government. Heretofore I 
had understood, that the pretext for the Orders in 
Council, were tlie French decrees, and the. war 
on British commerce commenced by those decrees. 
But, not to detain you longer on this subject, 
let me say, that as it appears the order of May, 
1806, was adopted to benefit and not to injure our 
commerce; as it was so understood by this Gov- 
ernment at the time and up to the inoment when 
war was declared ; as it was really. without any 
possible. operation, good or bad, when war was 
resolved on, it follows that it was not a just 
cause of war. 

If, however, the blockade of May, 1806, was a 
just cause of war in June 1812, isit so now? On 
the 29th of June, Lord Castlereagh informed our 
agent in England, what we indeed already knew, 
that in point of fact this blockade had been dis- 
continued for a considerable length of time, and 
that there was no intention of recurring to it with- 
out à new notice to neutrals in the usual forms; 
and we have the authority of the Administration 
for saying, that they are satisfied on this point. 
The order has therefore fairly sunk beneath the 
horizon. It is emphatically no longer a cause of 
controversy or of war. 

One word more on the subject of blockades, 
and I have done with them. The President, on 
the 6th of July last, sent to this House a report of 
the Secretary of State, Mr. Monroe, of the cap- 
tures made by the belligerents during the present 
European war, and of the edicts bearing upon 
neutral commerce. In the enumeration of edicts, 
we have the British blockade of the Canal of 
Corfu, of the 18th of August, 1810, which he says 
“in effect was an attempt to blockade the whole 
Adriatic Sea.” An attempt thus to close a sea 
upon neutrals, was certainly a novel, and most 
injurious, application of the right of blockade. 
The case was cited to us, as explanatory of the 
hostile views and practices of Great Britain, as 
a practical commentary on the Executive text, 
relative to British blockades. But what will you 
say, sir, when you find from papers on your table, 
which have been sent from the office of State, 
that the Secretary has either mistaken or mis- 
stated the extent of this blockade? Such in truth 
is the fact. Mr. Pinkney, in his letter of the 24th 
of August, 1810, transmitting the notification of 
the blockade, intimates that it isa blockade of 
the Adriatic; but in that of the 7th of September 
following, he declares to the Government, that 
this construction appears to be erroneous, and 
that “the canal to which the notification is now 
understood to apply, is the narrow passage to the 
eastward of Corfu.” This blockade therefore of 
an entire sea, dwindles down to that of the strait, 
between the Island of Corfu and the Grecian 
shore. Reflections will urge themselves on the 
mind, on a statement so manifestly untrue; but 
I pass them over. 

, The British Orders in Council.—After men- 
toning blockades, the President, in his war Mes- 
sage of June last, brings to view the next great 
subject of complaint, the Orders in Council. 
'* Not content with these occasional expedients 


*forlaying waste.our neutral trade, the Cabinet 
* of Great Britatn resorted at length to the sweep- 
* ing system. of blockades, under the name of Or- 
‘ders in Council; which has been moulded and 
*managed as might best suit its political views, 
‘ its commercial jealousies, or the avidity of Brit- 
‘ish cruisers.” — . 

The Committee of Foreign Relations, in this, as 
in the ease of blockades, make particular what 
was left general by the Executive ; and they have 
so far at least the merit of making out to the na- 
tion, and to the world, the aetual causes of the 
war. The Order in Council of January, 1807, 
the first of the series, is mentioned as a matter of 
history; but as this had passed away, the com- 
mittee place the grievance of the nation on the 
order of November, 1807. ‘ We proceed to bring 
* into view the British Order in Council of No- 
* vember 11, 1807, which superseded every other 
* order, and consummated that system of hostility 
‘on the commerce of the United States, which 
‘has been since so steadily pursued. By this 
* order, all France, and her allies, and every coun- 
‘try at war with Great Britain, or with which 
‘ she was not at war, from which the British flag 
* was excluded, and all the colonies of her ene- 
* mies, were subjected to the same restrictions as 
‘if they were actually blockaded, in the most 
‘ strict and rigorous manner; and all trade, in 
* articles the produce and manufacture of the said 
‘countries and colonies, and the vessels engaged 
in it, were subjected to capture and condemna- 
tion as lawful prize.” “It would be superfluous 
in your committee to state, that by this order 
the British Government declared direct and pos- 
itive war against the United States.” 

This order is certainly extensive in its terms 
and operation, and gave strong grounds of com- 
plaint to neutral nations. But there was one 
objection to making it a substantive cause of war 
in 1812, and that is, that it really had not thena 
legal existence. Yes, sir, strange as it may seem, 
we were called upon to declare war, and did de- 
clare war, for a thing which rested only in his- 
tory. The British Order in Council of the 26th 
of April, 1809, after reciting the order of 1807, 
expressly revokes it, and then declares “that all 
‘the ports and places as far north as the river 
‘Ems, inclusively, under the Government of 
‘ France, together with the colonies, plantations, 
‘ and settlements, in the possession of those Gov- 
‘ ernments, respectively, and all ports and places 
‘in the notrhern parts of Italy, to be reckoned 
* from the ports of Orbitello and Pesaro, inclu- 
* sively,” shall continue subject to the restrictions 
of blockade, “and every vessel trading from and 
‘to the said countrics or colonies, plantations 
* or settlements, together with all goods and mer- 
‘ chandise on board, shall be condemned as prize 
* to the captors.” 

It may be said, and to a certain extent it is 
certainly true, that the orders of November, 1807, 
and of April 1809, are similar in principle : but 
it cannot be pretended that they are equally ob- 
noxious in their effects, lt is truly stated in the 
report, that the order of November, 1807, inter- 


^" n n 


721 


HISTORY OF. CONGRESS. 


722 


nm 


JANUARY, 1813. 


- Additional ‘Military Force. - 


H. or R. 


=—— 


dicted the trade of neutrals to France, to the allies 
of France, to countries at war with England, and 
to countries from which: the British flag was 
excluded. The otderof April, 1809,applies only 
to the trade with France, with Holland as far as 
the Ems, and with a.small part of the north of 
Italy. Again, the order of November, 1807, pro- 
hibits all trade in articles the produce or manu- 
facture of the interdicted countries. Nothing of 
this is found-in the order of April, 1809. -In truth, 
the British order. existing when we declared war, 
though a great let and hinderance to us, did not 
justify the conclusion drawn by the committee, 
that. the British Government had. completely 
usurped the dominion of the ocean, and forbid 
all trade. A wide spread of commerce was left 
untouched by British regulations, or orders; and 
if we credit the Administration, that which was 
interdieted, was neither inviting to our mer- 
chants, nor desirable for the country. 

Thus standing the charge against Great Brit- 
ain, I will now, as in the case of blockades, ex- 
amine whether the Order in Council of April, 
1809, was a reasonable cause of war, and if it 
remain so? a 

War, being one of the severest calamities that 
ever scourged human kind; carrying in its train 
every vice; and laying a foundation for the com- 
mission of every crime; it follows, that the na- 
tion which commences it should act but from 
necessity.. If just to itself, it should not only be 
-certain that its opponent is clearly wrong, but also 
that it isclearly right. Again, the agents in the 
Government having the power to make war, are 
not true to their trust, if, in addition to the cause 
of war, they do not look to the consequences and 
effects of it. If an evil exists, it ought to be cer- 
tain that war will be a remedy for it, and that 
the good to be acquired will more than balance 
the injuries to result from the war. 

In examining, therefore, this, and ihe other 
avowed causes of the war, whether they were, or 
are just and reasonable, I wish to be distinetly 
understood as settling the case with this people 
and nation. If there is a wrong done to them by 
the Orders in Council, before, as their agent, I 
will consent to carry on a war for this cause, I 
must be satisfied that the wrong in practice is of 
sufficient magnitude to justify war; that the war 
is to afford a remedy for the evil, and that the 
remedy is not worse than the disease. A paper 
blockade of the Island of Tristan d'Acunha, or 
an Order in Council prohibiting a commercial 
intercourse with that august Sovereign, Jona- 
than Lambert, and his four subjects, however 
much in principle it may interfere with our 
rights, will never gain my consent to a war 
either with Great Britain or France. 

In considering this cause of war, we are ne- 
cessarily led to view the Orders in Council, in 
connexion with the French decrees. Taken 
-separately, and without regard to the causes 
which led to them, or the reasons alleged by 
each nation for their continuance, the French 
decrees and the British orders are undoubted 
causes of war. Both nations, however, sought 


for a justification in the conduct of their adver- 
sary, and the submission of neutrals. It is not, 
perhaps, material to ascertain which was the 
first aggressor, in this novel system of warfare; 
but if it. was; and I have justly explained the 
blockading order of May, 1885; or if that order 
was fairly understood by. Mr. Monroe, and. by 
the Committee of Foreign Relations, it would 


-seem to follow that France took the first step in 


this war on our rights and interests. 

Be that as it may, this Government has, by its 
embargo and non-intercourse laws, and the offers 
made to the belligerents under them, considered 
both so much in the wrong as to refuse to select 
either for an enemy in exclusion of the other, 
while the obnoxious acts of both remained. This, 
sir, necessarily leads to an examination whether 
the French decrees were revoked when we were 
called upon to declare war against Great Britain. 
I speak the settled and firm conviction of my 
own mind when I say they were not. 

I have, on a former occasion, attempted to 
show that the President was not authorized to 
issue his proclamation of the 2d of November, 
1810, and that Congress ought not to have passed 
the non-importation law of the 2d of March, 
1811, the two acts which were .the precursors. of 
this war, because the note of the Duke of Cadore 
of the 5th of August, 1810, was not, and was not 
intended to be, a repeal of the French decrees. 
Without meaning to repeat what was then urged, 
I will briefly examine the practices of the Freneh 
cruisers, the decisions of the French courts, and 
the declarations of the French Government, in 
relation to the decrees, since the pretended re- 
vocation. 

Mr. Chairman, it is not my intention to bring 
into this discussion the decrees of Bayonne and 
Rambouillet, which more than volumes speak 
the disposition of the French ruler towards us; 
and which at one time appeared to have made a 
deep and lasting impression on the Administra- 
tion. I cannot but recolleet the declaration of 
Secretary Smith, in his address to the people, 
that “on the 20th of February, 1811, the French 
* Government did officially, and formally, through 
‘their Minister, Mr. Serrurier, communicate to 
‘this Government their fixed determination, not 
* to restore the property that had been so seized.” 
And when I do recollect this, and bring to mind 
also that the information was not given to the 
National Legislature, before the passage of the 
non-intercourse law, and bas never yet been laid 
before us by the Executive, I dare not trust my- 
self to speak of it. -— 

Neither, sir, is it my intention, in any manner, 
to bring into question the motives of the President 
in issuing his proclamation, or of the members of 
this and the other branch of the Legislature who 
voted for the non-intercourse law. Iam willing 
to believethat the Executive, when he issued the 
proclamation, and Congress, when it passed that 
law, which was in effect to validate the procla- 
mation, acted under the impression that the 
French decrees were revoked : but I must believe 
also that in this instance they were deceived by 
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the arts and cunning of the French Government. 
Having been an actor in the scenes which pre- 
ceded the non-importation law, I cannot, how- 


ever, when I view them with the light since | 


afforded by the gentleman who-was at the head 
of the Department of State, acquit the President 
of all blame. Mr. Smith, in his address, states 
some things which we all know to be true. We 
know that much doubt existed. in this House and 
nation with respect to the effect of the French 
note, and the intention of the French Govern- 
ment: and we know also that the non-importa- 
tion law was delayed on account of the arrival 
ofthe new French Minister, who, it was confi- 
dently expected, would be able to dispel our 
doubts. Sir, the Minister came, and we received 
no information. How this happened has been 
explained by Mr. Smith. He had a conference 
with Mr. Serrurier, and prepared a note, in order 
to obtain his formal answer, among other things, 
to the question, whether the decrees had been 
revoked, and what explanation he was authorized 
to give on the subject. Let Mr. Smith inform 
you how this was received by the President. 
* But waiting on the President with it (the note, 
‘and on the 20th of February,) and after having 
‘reported to him verbally the result of the con- 
‘ ference, I was, to my astonishment, told by him 
* that it would not be expedient to send to Mr. Ser- 
‘rurier any such note. His deportment through- 
t out this interview evinced a high degree of dis- 
‘ quietude, which occasionally betrayed him into 
t fretful expressions,” 

As to the practices of the F'rench cruisers, we 
have it in the history of the times, From ac- 
counts not contradicted, and which cannot with 
truth be contradicted, we know that the French 
armed vessels, public as well as private, and in 
every sea, continued their aggressions on our 
commerce, under the principles of the decrees, 
notwithstanding the pretended revocation. When 
told of the revocation, their answer was a smile 
of contempt for our credulity. But without re- 
sorting to report and general history, we have a 
document from the State Department which 
establishes these depredations; I mean the report 
of captures laid on our table on the 6th of July 
last. In this we have given to us a list of forty- 
five captures, made by the French, since the 2d 
of November, 1810; of the vessels thus taken, 
eight are expressly said to have been burnt or 
sunk at sea by a French squadron. The papers 
relative to the French burning, went to the De- 
partment through this House, and we know that, 
in some instances, the certificate of the French 
commander accompanied the representations, 
proving that he acted under orders issued after 
the 2d of November. 

This report of captures I am sorry, sir, to have 
it to remark, does not comprehend all the cases of 
French depredations on our commerce, after the 
date of the proclamation of November. As it 
was made up from communications by individu- 
als, this was in some measure to have been ex- 
pected; but it was not to be expected that any 
cases known in the Office of State would have 


been omitted; and yet so is the faet. Among the 
papers which accompanied the Presidents Mes- 
sage of the last session, isa list from our agent 
in France, of American vessels taken by French 
privateers since the 1st of November, 1810, and 
carried into the ports of France. In it we have 
with others the Robinson Ova, the Neptune, the 
Two Brothers, and the Zebra, not one of which ` 
is mentioned in the report. Added to this, we 
know the protests arid papers, which went from 
this House, proved that the French squadron de- 
stroyed nearly thirty American vessels instead of 
eight, as represented by the report. 

As to the decisions of the French prize courts: 
It will be recollected that Mr. Russell, in his let- 
ter to the Secretary of State, of the 8th of May, 
1811, says, *it may not be improper to remark, 
that no American vessel, captured since the 1st 
of November, has yet been released, or had a 
trial.” It is not necessary, therefore, to go fur- 
ther back. In the Message of April 23d, 1812, 
relative to captures of vessels in the Baltic Sea, 
we have from our agent, Mr. Warden, three cases 
of condemnation by the Council of Prizes at 
Paris, on the 10th December, 1811; the captures 
having been made in 1811. The ship Julian, 
with her cargo, was declared good prize, because, 
among other reasons, “ that she was visited by 
several English war vessels ;” and the ship Her- 
cules, beeause “that it was impossible she was 
not visited by the enemy’s ships of war, in ap- 
proaching the Isle of Anholt.” In all the deter- 
minations of the French courts, as far as we have 
any knowledge of them, the principles of the 
Berlin and Milan decrees have been recognised 
and enforced. 

As to the acts and declarations of the French 
Government: It has been more than once urged, 
that the admission of some of our vessels into 
France was a proof of the revocation of the de- 
crees; and yet, sir, Mr. Russell, in his letter of 
May, which I have just mentioned, declares that 
the vessels whose entry had been allowed, had 
come direct from the United States, without 
having done or submitted to any known act 
which would have subjected them to the opera- 
tion of the decrees. How then, sir, can such 
admission be evidence of the revocation ? And 
how does it happen that the admission, if there 
was a revocation, was to proceed from the Em- 
peror 2 

In the answer of the French Emperor to the 
deputies from Hamburg and Bremen, we find 
him, on the 20th of March, 1811, saying that 
“the decrees of Berlin and Milan are the funda- 
‘mental laws of my Empire; they cease only to 
* have effect asto those nations which defend their 
' sovereignty and maintain the religion of their 
t flag.” And what, I pray you, sir, does His Ma- 
jesty mean by this religion of the flag? It 15, 
that the flag, if it does not give character to, shall 
protect the property under it. It is, that the pas- 
sengers on board the vessel shall be considered as 
on neutral territory, and not be subject to cap- 
ture. Have we really consented to maintain this 
religion of our flag. And if we have not, is it 
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not certain ‘that the decrees remained in opera- 


tion against us? Again, his Imperial Majesty 


addressed his Council of Commerce on the 31st 


March, 1811, wheén‘he told them, and told us, that | 


‘‘ the decrees of Berlin and Milan are the funda- 
* mental laws of my Empire. For the neutral 
“navigation, I consider the flag as an extension 
* of territory." The Power which suffers its flag 
* to be violated, cánnot be considered as neutral. 
‘The fate of American commerce will soon be 
* decided. I will favor it, if the United States con- 
* form themselves to these decrees. In the con- 
* trary case, their vessels will be driven from my 
t Empire? His Majesty, then, had not come to 
a determination about our commerce in March, 
1811. Its fate still depended on his good pleasure. 
He was willing not to apply the decrees to us, 
in case we adopted them ourselves, and joined 
him in the war he was waging for the freedom 
of the seas. 

If, sir, any doubt on this subject remained, it 
must now beatan end. The French decrees, 
with the date of the 28th of April, 1811, but ac- 
tually made in 1812, and communicated by our 
agent to the English Government on the 20th of 
last May, will forever settle this question. .By 
this paper the decrees of Berlin and Milan are 
* definitively? declared as not existing in regard to 
our vessels. And why ? Because they were re- 
pealed in. August, 1810? Not so, but because 

` our law of March, 1811, was a formal refusal to 
adhere to a system, invading the independence of 
neutral Powers, and of their flag. To the friends 
-of the liberty, the prosperity, and the reputation, 
of the country, it cannot but be a source of mel- 
ancholy reflection to find our Executive Govern- 
ment insisting on the revocation of the French 
decrees, and recommending for such revocation 
a non-intercourse and a war with England; 
when in every act of the French Government, its 
courts, and its fleets, a direct negative is to be 
found to such revocation. 

When, however, Mr. Chairman, the declara- 
‘tions of the French ruler, and the seizure, and 
condemnation, and destruction of our property, 
have been cited in proof of the existence of the 
French decrees, a distinction by way of apology 
has been made between the internal and external 
application of them ; we have been told that they 
existed against us merely as municipal regula- 
tions. What, municipal regulations to authorize 
and to justify the captures and the burnings on 
the Atlantic, and the captures and the condemna- 
tions on the Baltic! We shall look in vain for 
such a distinetion, as coming from our good 
friend, Napoleon the Just. He makes nonesuch. 
He has not yet descended thus to trifle on this 
subject. 

But what are the municipal regulations to 
which we are so willing to submit? They are, 
according to the Milan decree, that every vessel 
which shall submit to be searched by an English 
ship, or that sails from or to an English port, or 
from or to their colonies occupied by their troops ; 
and, according to the Berlin decree, all meréhan- 
dise coming from English manufacturies and col- 


onies, is lawful prize. These regulations are to 
remain as long as England continues to deny the 
inviclability of the flag; or, in other words, shall 


'deny that the flag of a neutral shall protect the 


property of an enemy. - 

Do we wish to know in what couutry these 
municipal regulationsaretooperate? The French 
note on the breaking out of the war with Rus- 
sia will give us some information on this head. 
The Duke of Bassano, the French Minister of 
Foreign Relations, on the 25th of April, 1812, 
addresses a paper to Count Romanzow, Chan- 
cellor of Russia, from which I will give you one 
or two extracts: * Count—His Majesty the Em- 
peror of Russia, had acknowledged at Tilsit the 
principle, that the present generation should not 
have looked to the enjoyment of happiness, but 
on the ground that the nations in the full enjoy- 
ment of their rights, might give themselves up 
freely to the exercise of their industry ; that the 
independence of their flag was a right belonging 
to them, and its protection a reciprocal duty of 
the one towards the other; that they were not 
less bound to protect the inviolability of their. 
flag, than that of their territory ; that if a Power 
cannot, without ceasing to be neuter, allow its 
territory to be taken away by one of the bellig- 
erent Powers, so neither can it remain neuter in 
permitting to be taken from under the protection 
of its flag, by one of the belligerent Powers, the 
property which the other has placed there: that 
all Powers consequently have the right of exact- 
ing, that nations pretending neutrality, should 
cause their flag to be respected in the same man- 
ner as they enforce respect to their territory ; that 
so long as England, persisting in this system of 
war, should disavow the independence of any 
flag upon the seas, no Power which is possessed 
of coast, ean be neuter with respect to England.” 
*'The Emperor Alexander offered his mediation 
to the English Government, and engaged, if this 
Government would not consent to conclude peace 
upon the principle of acknowledging that the 
flags of all Powers should enjoy an equal and 
perfeet independence upon the seas, to make 
common cause with France, to summon in con- 
cert with her the three Courts of Copenhagen, 
Stockholm, and Lisbon, to close their ports against 
the English, to declare war against England, and 
to insist upon the adoption of the same measures 
by the various Powers.” “Sweden had refused 
to shut her ports against England; and Russia, 
in conformity to the stipulations of Tilsit, bad 
declared war against her.” The great complaint 
against Russia, and the principal cause of the 
present war, as collected from this paper, is the 
permission to bring into Russia the produce of 
English colonies under foreign or neutral flags. 

These municipal decrees, so called by our Ad- 
ministration, therefore, are, or are to be, as exten- 
sive as the Continent. All nations are to protect 
the religion of their flags. Any nation refusing 
or omitting to do this, loses its neutral charac- 
ter, and war is to be made upon it. Are these 
indeed mere municipal regulations ? Have we 
no interests in these questions ; no rights to claim 
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or protect? The events of the last twenty years 
have been such as, if not to stupify, to astonish 
and paralyze the human mind. We lose the 
enormity of the conduct of the great despot of 
Europe in the splendor of his achievements, and 
success of his enterprises. How else are we to 
account for the indifference with which we hear 
of his depredations on our property, and his vio- 
lations of our rights? How else does it happen, 
that we so carelessly receive, or make apologies 
for, his outrages ón our people and nation ? 

Tosum up all in a few words. The Presi- 
dent was mistaken when he issued his fatal proc- 
lamation, and we were equally mistaken when 
we passed the non-intercourselaw. The French 
decrees were not revoked. And we were called 
upon, by no duty to France or ourselves, to de- 
clare war against Great Britain, on account of 
the Orders in Council. In this point of view. it 
is not necessary to have reference to the diplo- 
matic warfare of last year between our Secre- 
tary of State and the British Minister, then in 
this country ; nor to inquire what kind of revo- 
cation was demanded by England. To all in- 
quiries of this kind, the obvious answer is, that 
there was no revocation of any kiad by France. 

But it seems to some gentlemen that all this 
investigation, and indeed any investigation, on 
the subject, is useless, The honor and interest 
of the country called for this war. Sir, a well 
regulated sense of honor is a proud trait in the 
character of a nation, as well as in that of an in- 
dividual; but let us not take tinsel for gold. 
Much has been said about submission, and the 
disgrace, individual and national, attending it. 
Is it not said, and is there not some foundation 
for the remark, that war with Great Britain, in 
the state of our relations with France, was sub- 
mission to the arts, or at least the duplicity, of 
Bonaparte? If to maintain the chastity of our 
character was indeed our only object, we ought 
to have had all doubts removed as to the acts and 
intentions of the French Emperor. 

Was the pretended revocation by France an 
act of justice to us, or at all calculated for our 
benefit; or was it not a mere lure to lead us on 
toa war with England? The depredations on 
the high seas were continued to the extent of 
French power, and our commercial intercourse 
with France was fettered with new duties and 
oppressive regulations. In the letter of instruc- 
tions from the Secretary of State, Mr. Monroe, 
of the26th of July, 1811, to our present Minister 
in France, this subject is presented in a fair point 
of view. After remarking that it had been ex- 
pected that our trade with France would have 
been placed on a fair footing, he says, it appears 
from documents in his office, “that our com- 
merce has been subjected to the greatest discour- 
agement, or rather, to the most oppressive re- 
straints.” “In short, that the ordinary usages of 
commerce between friendly nations were aban- 
doned.” “If the ports of France and her allies 
are not opened to the commerce of the United 
States on a liberal seale, and on fair conditions, 
of what avail to them, it may be asked, will be 


the revocation of the British Orders in Coun- 
cil?’ Sir, I have nothing to add to these obser- 
vations; they are strong in character, and not 
more strong than just. Would to heaven I could 
see a correspondent spirit in the scraps and mor- 
sels which have been cast upon us, of tie mea- 
gre communications of the man who was thus 
instructed. Nearly eighteen months have now 
passed since this man, who “ had the most flat- 
tering things said to him from the Emperor rela- 
tive to his appointment,” reached France, and 
yet to this day we are ignorant of the great value 
of his labors. But if. what he has done remains 
unknown, what he has not done is not so. The 
discouragements and restraints on our commerce 
remain as he found them. 

If the British Orders in Council were a cause 
for declaring war,are they a cause at this time 
for continuing it? Sir, the Orders were revoked 
about the time we made the war, and though 
much has been said about conditions annexed to 
the repeal, rendering it unacceptable to this coun- 
try, yet the Administration understand it differ- 
ently. The President, in his Message at the com- 
mencement of this session, admits that the repeal 
was “susceptible of explanations meeting the 
views of this Government." This cause of war 
has therefore vanished. 

Impressment of Seamen.— The injury done to 
our seamen under the British practice of impress- 
ment, was also made a cause of the war, and to 
the eye, at least, it is the only one which now 
remains. 

Mr. Chairman, the discussion of this subject is 
attended with adventitious difficulties, growing 
out of the times and the state of the country. 
The publie mind, in some sections of the Union, 
is in such a feverish state on this account, from 
tales oft told of bondage, worse than negro sla- 
very, and of condemnation without trial, that the 
person who is willing to “hear the other party,” 
is at onee branded with foreign partialities, and 
threatened with the trial by mob. Besides, sir, 
it is intimated that a negotiation is to be had, or 
may possibly be attempted, which may be affected 
by an open discussion of the topic. In point of 
duty, I feel myself called upon to take some no- 
tice of the subject, but my view of it will be less 
perfect than in a different situation I should think 
desirable. 

The President, in the war Message, thus intro- 
duces the subject: “ British cruisers have been in 
‘the continued practice of violating the Ameri- 
‘ean flag on the great highway of nations, and 
‘of seizing and carrying off persons sailing under 
‘it; not in the exercise of a belligerent right, 
‘founded on the law of nations against an ene- 
‘my, but of a municipal prerogative over British 
‘subjects.’ As this does not present the case in 
its true light, I shall, for the purpose of fairly 
bringing to view the conflicting claims of the two 
nations, give you an extract from the letter of 
Mr. Madison to Mr. Monroe, of the 5th of Janua- 
ry, 1804, containing instructions for a treaty with 
Great Britain. “With this exception, (persons 
‘in the military service of an enemy ) we consider 
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‘a neutral flag on the high seas, as a safeguard to | 


‘those sailing under it. Great Britain, on the 
‘contrary, asserts a right to search for and seize 
! hér.own subjects; and under that cover, as can- 
‘not but happen, are often seized and taken off, 
*eitizens of the United States, and citizens or 
‘subjects of other neutral countries, navigating 
‘the high seas, under the protection of the Amer- 
‘ican flag.” : 

The claim, then, on the: part of the British is, 
that in time of war they havea right to enter 
neutral merchant vessels on the high seas, to 
search for and seize their subjects, being seamen. 
On our part it is, that on the high seas the flag 
shall cover and protect all sailing under it, whe- 
ther British subjects or American citizens. These 
are distinctly the claims of righton the part of the 
two nations, and I shall so consider them, with- 
out regard to practice apart from right. 

One or two remarks, sir, before I enter upon 
the subject. The first is, that Ido not mean to 
moot the point, relative to the rights of our nat- 
uralized citizens, or the extent of our duties to- 
wards them. But this I will say, that I am will- 
ing to give them all the protection which the sit- 
uation of the country and its true interests will 
justify. I know that the unruly passions and the 
meddling dispositions, of some foreigners, have 
raised prejudices in the minds of many persons 
against all foreigners. But I know, also, and I 
speak without reference to political opinions or 
prejudices, that among our naturalized citizens 
are to be found men, and many men, too, of great 
worth and respectability, and who are extensive- 
ly useful to the country. These men have my 
good will, and it is certainly my wish, that they 
should be fostered and protected, as far as it can 
be done, without putting at hazard the great in- 
terests and the permanent welfare of the country. 
But, sir, to this class of our citizens, the claim 
that they are to be protected on the high seas by 
our flag, is really of little importance. Ourclaim 
never was, and Í am sure never will be, that they 
are to be protected, if they put themselves within 
the power of their former Sovereign, by going 
to his ports, or placing themselves on his territo- 
ries. And yet such is the state of the commerce 
of the world, that it can scarcely happenin a 
mercantile voyage, in this or the other hemis- 
phere, that the vessel will not at some time be in 
a British port, and the crew on British ground; 
our right of flag will not then save our adopted 
citizens from impressment. For the slight bene- 
fit, therefore, to our naturalized citizens, which 
can arise under our claim, if established, I am 
sure the well meaning and reasonable part of 
them will not ask the country to continue the 
war on their account. 

Another remark which I wish to make is, that 
I am most decidedly the friend, nay, sir, if you 
please, the partisan, of the seamen of the coun- 
try. I have no doubt that this nation is destined 
to be a great maritime power ; and that, in times 
not very far distant, we are to owe our prosperity, 
as a commercial people, and possibly, under Pro- 
vidence, our security, to our seamen. I am there- 


fore a friend to “‘seanien’s rights,” properly under- 
stood and fairly enforced; but this shall not blind 
me to the rights of others. Besides, in a war to 
be carried on for seamen alone, and that, too, on 
the abstract question of the right of fag, I can 
see great danger to the seamen in their just elaims 
to protection; and { must beg their friends, in 
and out of this House, to reflect before they act. 
As surely as the war is continued on this ground 
alone, so surely will seamen become uripopular, 
and their rights be neglected. When the evils 
of the war press upon the country, and pressthey 
will; when the many lives sacrificed, and the 
countless millions expended, shall be brought to 
view, is it not to be apprehended that seamen 
and their claims will be remembered, only as the 
causes of the scenes of expense and blood through 
which we are to pass? It is not dealing fairly 
with our seamen, to make them the scape-goats 
of this war. : 

The British then claim the right, in time of 
war, to take their seamen out of neutral merchant 
vessels on the high seas. 

Js this claim a novel one? That the claim is 
novel, is certainly intimated by the Committee 
of Foreign Relations, when they say that the im- 
pressment of which we complain, is “a practice 
which has been unceasingly maintained by Great 
Britain in the wars to which she has been a 
party since our Revolution.” Indeed it has been 
most roundly asserted, and by many it is believed, 
that the British claim was made for the first time 
after our war; that it originated in views hostile 
to our commerce and maritime rights; and that 
in practice it is only brought to bear upon us. In 
truth, however, whatever may be the justice of 
the claim, itis nota recent one. It has, in a great- 
er or less degree, been practised on in all the wars 
in which England has been engaged for the two 
last centuries. 

The instructions toarmed ships are not frequent- 
ly made publie; but it so happens, that we have 
in print an instruction on this very point, given 
in 1646, by the Earl of Northumberland, Lord 
High Admiral of England, to Sir John Penning- 
ton, which goes beyond the present claim. "As 
* you meet with any men of war, merchants, or 
* other ships, belonging to any foreign Prince or 
* State in any road where you, or any of His Ma- 
t jesty’s fleet, may happen to come, you are to send 
‘lo see whether there be any of His Majesty’s 
t subjects on board; and'if any seamen, gunners, 
* pilots, or marines, (whether English, Scotch, or 
* frish,) be found on board, you are to cause such 
‘ of His Majesty’s subjects to be taken forth, and 
t so disposed of as they shall be forthcoming, to an- 
‘ swer their contempt of His Majesty’s proclama- 
‘tion in that kind.” These instructions were mod- 
ified in thereign of Charles the Second, so as to ex- 
clude publie armed vessels, and with this modifica- 
tion they have come down to the present times. If 
it were at all necessary to the purposes of my ar- 
gument, I might show that this right has been ex- 
ercised both towards France and Holland, long 
before we had existence as a nation. Their ves- 
sels have been searched, and British seamen ta- 
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ken from tbem. But enough has been said to 
prove that that the claim, if unjust, is not novel. 

Is the claim peculiar to the British? Iam jus- 

tified in saying, that this claim, in time of war, 
to search for and seize seamen in neutral merchant 
vessels, on the high seas, has been made and ex- 
ercised by every maritime nation. in Europe. To 
be more particular—I assert, and stand ready to 
prove, that it has been made and enforced by 
France as well as England, and isso now. It 
would be a waste of time to go very much at 
large into the French usages on this subject. I 
propose to do little more than to refer to one or 
two French ordinances, and then show from our 
State papers their practical application to us. 
. By the French laws, and they are ancient laws, 
the seamen of the country are all classed, and en- 
rolled. and licensed. In 1784, an edict was made 
which is still in force, declaring, that any classed 
seaman, who shall, in time of. peace, be found 
serving in foreign ships, shall be sentenced to fif- 
teen days’ confinement, and reduced to the lowest 
wages, and serve two years extraordinary at the 
lowest rate; byt those who, in time of war, shall 
be arrested in foreign ships, or passing into for- 
eign countries, shall be sentenced to three years 
service in the galleys. Under the authority of 
this, and similar ordinances, the French have ta- 
ken their seamen out of our vessels, and in some 
instances our seamen with them. 

Mr. Chairman, tbe first proof relative to the 
French practice which I shall lay before the Com- 
mittee, is the impressment document of January 
last, known to the American people as the 6,057 
document. "The Secretary of State, Mr. Monroe, 
at the close of the introductory report, says, “it 
‘is equally impossible, from the want of precise 
* returns, to make an accurate report of the names 
* or number of citizens of the United States, who 
‘have been compelled to enter into the French ser- 
* vice, or are held in captivity under the authority 
* of that Government, whether taken from vessels 
* captured on the high seas, or seized in rivers, ports, 
* or harbors; the names of a few only, greatly be- 
t low the number believed to be so detained, being 
‘within the knowledge of this Department. A 
* detail therefore is not attempted, with respect to 
* this part of the call of the House of Representa- 
t tives.” Yes, sir, itis known to the Administra- 
tion, that some of our citizens have been com- 
pelled to enter into the service of the French 
Emperor, while others are held in captivity by 
him. Ask, however, for their names, and you 
have for answer, that all the persons detained are 
not known to the Government, and therefore it 
cannot be material that you should have the names 
of any. Say to gentlemen, here is a case of 
American rights violated, and you will be told, 
that the injury, in practice, is not of sufficient im- 
portance to justify strong measures against the 
French Government. Be itso. But attempt to 
prove to the same gentlemen, that the practical 
operation of British blockades and Orders in Coun- 
cil, is not such as to require war, you will then 


hn that it is necessary to fight about the prin- 
ciple. 


I have one other paper to lay before the Com- 
mittee, on this subject. For some years back, 
the information about French impressments has 
been general and vague, or altogether withheld. 
Formerly this was otherwise. In a report re- 
speeting the impressment of seamen in 1797, made 
by the Secretary of State to this House, on the 
97th of February, 1798, we have the names of 
upwards of twenty American citizens, taken out 
of American vessels, on the high seas, by French 
privateers. We have more, sir. This same re- 
port states, that two French seamen named Lewis 
had been impressed from on board the American 
ship Bryseis, by a French Commodore’s ship; 
that Francis Gibbons, a native of France, but 
married and resident at New London, in Connec- 
ticut, was impressed from the American ship Ed- 
ward, at Rochefort, by authority of the French 
Republic, and put on board a.French ship of war; 
and that Henry Doughty, an American, was im- 
pressed at sea, from the American brig Elsa, by 
the French frigates Lapaney and Thetis. I could 
instance other cases, but these are sufficient to 
show, that neither the claim nor the exercise of 
it is peculiar to the British. ‘ 

It is a claim altogether unsupported by reason. 
As I understand the nations who contend for this 
right to seize their seamen, it is founded on the 
principle of national law, which gives to every 
Government a right to the service of its subjects 
in time of war. I meddle not, sir, with the ques- 
tion, who is or who is not a subject; but as long 
as a person is a subject, and owes allegiance, and 
may demand protection, so long has the commu- 
nity a claim on him, when the country is in dis- 
tress or danger. And this, not by any municipal 
regulation, properly so called, but by general law. 
It is a right necessarily growing out of a state of 
society. 

If this is a right, then there must be a remedy 
also. To allow that a Sovereign has a claim to 
the services of his subject, is necessarily to admit, 
that he has power in some way to enforce such 
claim. As to sailors, the right is a dead letter, 
unless search and seizure on board neutral mer- 
chantmenisallowed. Inevery war,if the principle 
is established, that the flag shall protect all sailing 
under it, seamen would be drawn from the coun- 
try and ils service into neutral employ. High 
wages, with security against the hazards and dan- 
gers of war, would overbalance considerations of 
general duty. Let it be known to the seamen of 
England or of France, that they may safely sail 
under the American flag during the existing war, 
and my word for it, they will come to you, to the 
extent of your ability to employ them. 

In the case ofa national ship, the seaman enters 
under the Government; and it is therefore fair 
to presume, and ought to be presumed, that there 
is no violation of right, or breach of duty. Ifa 
seaman of a belligereut, or a deserter, is employed, 
the comity of nations, and the respect due to Gov- 
ernments, make a request for a discharge or de- 
livery necessary. But in this case, if the demand 
is refused, a national right is violated, and it be- 
comes a legitimate cause of war. Not so with a 
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merchant vessel. The Sovereign is not concerned 
with the crew or the voyage, No duty exists not 
to employ foreigners. If the commander refuses 
to surrender any one of his crew, although he is 
the subject of the demanding nation, and even a 
deserter, the Government is not concerned. The 
refusal is no cause of war. Seizure is therefore 
the only remedy. Itis, sir, unnecessary to view 
the subject in all its bearings; what has been said 
was intended merely to show that there are some 
grounds for the claim. 

Is it our real interest to oppose this claim ?—in 
other words, would it be a substantial and perma- 
nent benefit to this country, to establish the prin- 
ciple, that the flag should in all cases cover and 
protect the person? To question this, may seem 
Strange to gentlemen ; and yet, sir, after much 
reflection, I have almost brought myself to be- 
lieve, that it would neither comport with the inter- 
est of our own seamen, nor with that of the nation, 
to have the right of flag, as we are made to con- 
tend for it, inserted in the law of nations. 

The recent French doctrine, that the flag shall 
cover the property, to whomsoever it may belong, 
like this, that the flag shall proteet the person, 
had at one time many advocates in this country, 
and there are not wanting some, even at this day, 
who think it altogether favorable tous. Yet, sir, 
our experience is sufficient to satisfy any practi- 
cal man, that itis our interest to adhere to the 
old rule on this subject. In peace it has been the 
horn of plenty, which has poured riches into the 
country. When the French colonistscould nolong- 
er cover their property by neutral flags, they were 
driven in consequence to sell to our merchants. 
All the profits on the European sale, and it was 
certainly great, became ours, and the ship-owners 
had the advantages of a double freight, as the 
merchant was enabled to fill the vessel in, as well 
asout, Ifthe colonists could have sent their pro- 
perty home without danger of capture, they would 
have done it. The profit to the merchant would 
have been lost, and the ship-owner would have 
had an outward freight only. 

In war, sir, we find the old doctrine equally ne- 
cessary to us. If Great Britain is vulnerable to 
us, it is essentially in her comraerce with her colo- 
nies and allies in this hemisphere, which passing 
by our door, is thrown in our way. Butif the 
flag is to give a character to the property, all she 
has to do, is to borrow a Spanish or Portuguese 
vessel, and her commerce is placed beyond our 
grasp or power. We are too apt to form general 
conclusions from individual cases, and to suffer 
our judgment to be misled by fine speculations, 
which favor our wishes. This religion of the 
flag, has many charms for those who will not 
suffer themselves to think of consequences ; when, 
however, it is viewed with the lights of experi- 
ence, the charm vanishes. We then see the ad- 
vantage and necessity of old rules, and are willing 
to be regulated by them. I have said, sir, the 
right of flag does not appear calculated to promote 
the real interests of our own seamen. The in- 
terest of the sailor is to have good wages, and con- 
stant employment; and heissure with us to have 


both the one and the other, if foreign seatnen do 
not interfere with him. If foreigners are admit- 
ted to be covered and protected by our flag, it 
must follow, from the low wages in Great Brit- 
ain, and the liability to impressment, that English 
sailors will come in shoals to this country. They 
will by this competition lessen the wages of our 
native sailors, if they do not absolutely drive them 
from the ocean, for want of employment. 

Mr. Chairman, it may seem absurd to say, that 
the security of the great body of our seamen has 
been found in the British practice of impress- 
ment, with all its evils; and yet there is some 
foundation for such an opinion, Our own regu- 
lations place all seamen, native and foreign, on 
the same footing, and allow them equal privi- 
leges. Is it not then fair to infer, that, but for the 
danger of being impressed by their own nation, 
we should have been overrun by British sailors, 
to the great injury of our own sailors? In truth, 
sir, in principle, the operation of the British claim 
is favorable to American seamen. All they re- 
quire is, a regulation of the practice, so as to 
furnish them with a reasonable security against 
impressment. 

In a national point of view, the right claimed 
by the European maritime nations, appears all- 
important to this country; and I venture to pre- 
dict, that those who witness the close of the next 
half century, will see us practising on this very 
claim, and, if necessary, fighting for it. "There 
can be no doubt, sir, that we are to be a great mar- 
itime Power, as we are already a great commer- 
cial nation. Indeed, to continue the latter, we 
must become the former. Our future wars will 
be maritime wars. The business of the Canadas 
and the Floridas, aecording to the common course 
of events, will settle itself, and if we meet a foe, 
it must be on the ocean. 

To carry on a maritime war, we must have ships; 


| but ships without seamen to navigate and fight 


them, will be useless. It will, therefore, be abso- 
lutely necessary to settle on some principle which 
will give us as much command over our seamen, 
on their element, as we have over our landsmen 
on shore. Without meaning to intimate that we 
will or ought to resort to the European practice 
of impressment, yet, when we seriously determine 
on having a navy, we shall find it necessary to 
look to some regulation which will bring our sail- 
ors within the country, in every war, so as to make 
it their interest to go into our service. We shall 
have no means to prevent their accepting the 
bribes of neutrals, high wages, and safe employ- 
ment, but by seizing them, when found sailing 
under neutral flags, after they shall be recalled. 
If, sir, there is apything in this course of reflec- 
tion, (and I do think there is,) then, so far from 
being bound in duty to the nation or to our sea- 
men, to continue the war with Great Britain on 
the abstract question of right, we are ourselves 
interested in preserving the very right claimed by 
that nation. What we have to contend for, is, 
in reality, that the practice by the British, and all 
other nations, should be so regulated as to afford 
¿0 our seamen a reasonable degree of security; 
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- for, as to perfect and absolute security; their hab- 
its, and the nature and scene of their employment, 
render that impossible. Their service will of 
course bring them, and that frequently, within the 
British territories, where our doctrine of the reli- 
gion of the flag will not protect them. In point 
of fact, a considerable number of the impress- 
ments reported to us took place on British ground, 
and not on the high seas. : 

If this right, or claim of right, however, is made 
a mere pretext by any nation to seize and detain 
our seamen, I am willing to allow that it would 
bea cause of war. But, even in this case, war 
ought not to be waged until we have done our 
duty to our seamen and the offending nation, 
by making suitable regulations to prevent the em- 
ployment of the seamen of such nation. Have 
we done this, as respects Great Britain? Per- 
haps some such regulation is to be found in the 
law which defines what vessel is an American 
vessel, and which, as such, is entitled to hoist our 
flag. Look at it, sir. According to the act of 
December, 1792,an American ship is one wholly 
owned by an American citizen, and commanded 
by a person also a citizen. The crew may be all 
foreigners—all Englishmen, if you please—all 
English deserters. In this, therefore, we find no 
security to the British Government. 

But, we have also the law of May, 1796, which 
provides, that the collectors may register seamen 
calling themselves American, and grant certifi- 
cates of citizenship. Out of this law, it is pre- 
sumed, has grown the practice of granting pro- 
tections, as they are called—papers procured from 
notaries and magistrates, ofttimes on the most 
barefaced perjuries, and always considered as a 
species of negotiable property for value received. 
Sir, these protections, in their abuse, are a scan- 
dal tothe nation. It has made false swearing an 
employment, and the granting of false papers a 
business. The price of such a paper is as well 
known in the great seaport towns as is that of your 
stocks. All ages and complexions and tongues 
may have this badge of citizenship, by paying 
the charges in such cases provided. [f this, how- 
ever, was not so; if protections were only granted 
to real Americans; it is difficult to see how this 
is to prevent the employment of British sailors. 
It is not necessary that the persons navigating an 
American vessel should have them. 

This act of ours was presented to the British 
Government, by Mr King, in January, 1797, and 
Lord Grenville, on the 27th of March following, 
in a manner highly conciliatory, and certainly 
with much force, stated specific objections to the 
law. The Executive, when, in July last, he 
answered the call of the Senate, for papers rela- 
tive to impressments, omitted this letter of Lord 
Grenville, but he gives a letter from the then 
Secretary of State, to our Minister at the British 
Court, of the third of October, 1797, in which the 
force of the objections seems to be admitted. 
“Lord Grenville’s observations on the act of 
: Congress for the relief and protection of Ameri- 

can seamen, present difficulties which demand 
* consideration at the ensuing session.” Nothing 


was, however, done at that or any future session, 
In truth, we have done nothing to prevent the 
employment of British seamen in our public or 
private ships; and they are to be found in both. 
And yet, with this fact staring us in the face, we 
are called upon to say that the war is altogether 
just on our part! 

It will probably be urged that the British 
practice under this claim, in its application to us, 
was sufficient to prove that the reclamation of 
their seamen was not so much the object of the 
British Government, as the seizure of our sea- 
faring citizens; that it had become so outrageous 
as not only to justify, but to require war. With- 
out, sir, meaning to excuse or to palliate the 
taking even the cabin boy, if done knowingly and 
wittingly ; and being willing to admit, that about 
the period of the attack on the Chesapeake, we 
had much and serious cause to complain on the 
subject, I must be permitted to say that I have 
not evidence to satisfy me, that when we de- 
clared war, the practice of the British was such 
asto prove that the claim on their part was a 
mere pretext to take our sailors. In truth, I be- 
lieve, if the Administration have not deceived 
themselves on this subject, that they have at- 
tempted a gross deception on the public. 

The instructions given at this day, by the 
British Admiralty to a naval commander, on this 
subject, directs him, “ when he meets with any 
‘ foreign ship or vessel, to send a lieutenant to in- 
t quire whether there may be on board of her any 
‘seamen who are the subjects of His Majesty; 
* and if there be to demand them, provided it does 
not distress the ship: he is to demand their 
wages up to the day; but he is to do this with- 
out detaining the vessel longer than shall be 
necessary, or offering any violence to, or in any 
way ill-treating the master or his crew.” Mr. 
Monroe may perhaps recognise in this, the in- 
structions shown to him after his arrangement, 
and of which he declared himself satisfied ; but 
whether he does or not, it must be conceded that 
it provides for a moderate exercise of the right. 
The person who is to make the search is an 
officer of some standing; he is only to take sea- 
men who are British subjeets, excluding thereby, 
not merely our citizens, but all foreigners; and 
he is not to take even British seamen, if, by it, 
he destroys the erew, or endangers the vessel. 
Allowing the right to exist, itis difficult more 
fairly to regulate its exercise. 

But it may be urged that the practice of the 
British commanders does not correspond with 
these instructions; that they search and seize at 
large, according to their will and pleasure. I 
know, sir, that the habits and education of a mili- 
tary man, not unfrequently make him act as if 
power and right meant the same thing: and I, 
therefore, have no doubt that there have been 
abuses. But I do most conscientiously believe 
that these abuses have been greatly magnified, 
and are, even by the well meaning, vastly over- 
rated. lam aware that I shall be referred to the 
impressment document of last session. This 
document, sir, is so illy understood, and has been 
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the source of so much misrepresentation, that I 
must be allowed slightly to review it. ' . 

The Secretary, in the report says, that the list 
transmitted had been received from our agent at 
London, and “contains the names of American 
‘seamen and eitizens who have been impressed 
‘and held in bondage in His Britannic Majesty's. 
* ships of war, for the several quarters of 1809 and 
* 1810.?. The list is headed, “A return or list of 
‘ American seamen and citizens who have been 
* impressed and held on board of His Britannic 
' Majesty's ships of war, from 1st of April to the 
* 30th of June, inclusively,” and so of the other 
quarters. Now the plain meaning of this is, if 
any meaning it has, that the persons whose names 
were thus sent to us were impressed and made to 
serve on board British armed ships, at some period 
in the years 1809 and 1810. Indeed, this has been 
so stated in this House, and in the Administra- 
tion prints. And yet the most superficial exami- 
nation will show that this is not true. Let me 
read to you one or two names: “4868. David 
Wiley.” In the column of the “result of appli- 
cations and remarks," we have this explanauon 
of his case: “ Impressed on shore at New Bruns- 
* wick, and taken on board the Plumper, was 
' detained two days, when the commander put 
* him on board a vessel bound to Aberdeen, from 
‘thence worked his passage to London, and ap- 
‘ peared at this office 29th August, 1805; is evi- 
‘dently an American. Discharged.” Here, then, 
we havea man who was not on board a British 
ship in 1809,.and whose “ bondage” did not proba- 
bly continue. more than two days. 

Again, “4936. Richard Butler, representing 
‘himself of Petersburg, Pennsylvania. Impress- 
‘ed in 1797 at the Cape of Good Hope, from the 
‘Mercury of Baltimore, and detained on board 
‘the Garland.” Remark. “Remained on board 
‘the Garland two months, then draughted to the 
‘ Tremendous, in which he served two and a half 
* years, was then discharged; has never received 
‘his wages or prize-money ; says he was well 
“used on board both ships. Was discharged as 
* an American citizen at the Cape of Good Hope; 
‘his pay and prize-money lists were given to the 
‘consul at the Cape. Discharged.” This man, 
therefore, according to the statement of our Con- 
sul, so far from having been impressed and held 
on board a British ship in 1809, had been im- 
pressed in 1797, and discharged in 1799. I might, 
sir, give you many other cases equally strong, 
but these are sufficient to prove that, by design 
or mistake, the document is wrongly headed; 
that the persons named in the list were not all 
on board British ships in 1809 and 1810; and, 
therefore, that, in its general results, it does not 
show the state of the British practice in those 
years. ] 

In truth, the list is nothing more than the re- 
turn of the names of persons who, within the year, 
had applied to Mr. Lyman, our Consul and agent 
for seamen, for protections against future, or for 
his aid in getting released from present impress- 
ment. It was his duty, as I do not doubt it was 
made his interest, to receive all applications, and 
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when necessary, to lay them before the proper 
British: authority. Jew and Greek, Turk and 
Christian, the growth of our own' soil, and the 
produce of other countries, all threw themselves 
upon Mr. Lyman, and he, laboring in his voca- 
tion, granted patents of citizenship, or made his 
claim on the British Admiralty. Sir,there is not 
a man who,in practice or by inquiry, has made 
himself aequainted with the manner in which 
this business is transacted, but knows that many 
foreigners who never saw this country, or sailed 
under its flag, have attempted, by application to 
our agents abroad, to shield themselves against 
British impressment. The Secretary of State, 
Mr. Monroe, needs no information on this sub- 
ject, having himself resided in London as our 
Minister. It was the duty of our agent to send 
home some account of his proceedings, and I have 
no objection to his making such a list às we have 
before us. But I do object to its being palmed 
on the American nation as a true history of Brit- 
ish impressments affecting our people and nation. 
I pray you look at this list. In the year com- 
meneing in April, 1809, and ending in March, 
1810, we have about nine hundred and forty 
names; and of these, about seven hundred are 
given with blanks in the columns for the "towns 
and States of which they represent themselves to 
be citizens?—" when impressed?—*' where im- 
pressed?— ships from whence taken?—" nations"? 
—“ masters The time and the result of the 
applieation are only given. And from these en- 
tries in Mr. Lyman’s book you are called upon 
to admit that the applicant was an American, 
and that he was impressed in the year 1809 by 
the British, on the high seas, out of an American 
vessel. Really, this 1s asking too much. . 

Mr. Chairman, J have examined the list from 
April, 1809, to April, 1810, with great attention, 
for the purpose of ascertaining the number of 
impressments which took place in that year, and 
I will now make to you one or two statements, 
which may cast some light on the subject of the 
British practice. The number which, by thé 
list, appears to-have been impressed in that year, 
isone hundred. It will be understood that in this 
number I do not include those whose names are 
carried out in blank, as has been stated. It is 
uncertain whether such persons ever were im- 
pressed; and, at all events, it is fair to presume, 
that their service on board British ships had com- 
menced before 1809, or otherwise there could be 
no difficulty in giving dates. Of the one hun- 
dred, seventy-six were discharged, and six had de- 
serted, leaving lessthan twenty to be accounted for. 

Another result: Of the persons thus taken, 
fifty-seven were impressed on shore, and forty- 
three at sea. Again: Thirty of these seamen, 
when impressed, made part of the crews of Brit- 
ish vessels, and thirty-four American vessels; 
and of the thirty-four, twelve were taken on 
land; leaving about twenty-two persons taken 
from American vessels on the high seas. It is 
possible, sir, that in these statements I may not 
be perfectly accurate; I am certain, however 
that [ am substantially so. 
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I do not mean to represent that this. is a full 
accountof all the impressments which took place 
in 1809; on the contrary, E admit that it is not. 
Many impressments were certainly made of per- 
sons undeniably British subjects, who would 
seareely think of applying to. Mr. Lyman, and 
will not, therefore, be found in his book. Many 
persons, also, having a right to his interference, 
were not then known tohim. My object in making 
these explanations, was to show that the 6,057 
document does not furnish such strong evidence 
of British aggression as has been supposed. 

The number of our seamen impressed by the 
British has been so variously represented, that I 
have, from motives of curiosity as well as duty, 
been desirous to arrive at something like a rea- 
sonable certainty on the subject. We hear of 
ten, twenty, nay, forty thousand of our citizens, 
confined in the floating dungeons of Great Brit- 
ain, fighting her battles against their will. The 
evidence of this, however, is only to be found in 
the imagination of gentlemen. 1t is theold story 
over again, of the “six men in buckram.” In 
part representing the greatest commercial State 
in the Union, it may be expected that I bave 
some personal kuowledge on this subject, but 
indeed I have nonesuch to give. Is there not in 
this some proof that the evil has been magnified ? 
I have sought for information in quarters where 
only it is to be found, among the shipping mer- 
chants and ship owners of the country. I will 
now furnish you with the opinion of an intelli- 
gent gentleman from Marblehead, whose means 
of information aream ple, and whose veracity will 
not be doubted. I mean my friend from Massa- 
chusetts, who sits before me, (Mr. Reen.) He 
has favored me with this statement: 


* In answer to your inquiry relative to the seamen 
of Marbighead, I have to remark that the average ship- 
ping of that port, for the last twenty years, may be es- 
timated at about 19,006 tons, of which it is fair to cal- 
culate ten thousand tons were employed in foreign com- 
merce, and the residue in the fisheries and in the coast- 
ing trade. Allowing six men to every hundred tons, 
which isthe usual estimate, it gives an average of 
eleven hundred and seventy-six seamen in all, and six 
hundred ifi our foreign trade, each year; the number 
of seamen, therefore, employed from Marblehead for 
the last twenty years, must have been considerable, 
say five thousand. I have resided at that place nearly 
twenty years, and, during the greater part of the time, 
bave been actively engaged in commerce. According 
to my own recollection, aided by that of others who 
have the best means of information, I do not believe 
that twenty of the seamen of Marblehead, native or 
naturalized, have been impressed by the British within 
the twenty years, and it is not known that one has 
been demanded without being released.” 

As there is no reason to suppose that Marble- 
head has been more fortunate with respect to im- 
pressments than other places, we have here some- 
thing whereby to form an estimate of the num- 
ber of our seamen taken by the British. My own 
conviction is, that the American seamen, im- 
pressed and held by the British, at the commence- 
ment of this war, did not much exceed five hun- 
dred in all, and certainly did not amount to one 


thousand. Permit me, sir, to mention one cir- 
cumstance which speaks loudly on this subject. 
If the practice of impressment had been as out- 
rageous as has been represented, it must have 
fallen with great force on the Eastern States, as it 
is there the mass of our seamen are found. We 
are then to expect much feeling and passion on 
this account. The war must be popular when 
the cause of it is brought home to every man's 
door. No such thing, sir. The war is confes- 
sedly odious there. It is in States where seamen 
never grew that the war has its strongest advo- 
cates. It is there that you principally find the 
dark pictures of sailors’ sufferings, and hear the 
loud and long appeals to the sympathies and pas- 
sions of the people about seamen’s rights and 
seamen’s injuries. 

One inquiry more, Mr. Chairman, on the sub- 
ject of impressment, and I have done with it. 
The President, in his war Message, says, that no 
pretext should be left for a continuance of the 
practice ; * the British Government was formally 
‘ assured of the readiness of the United States to 
‘enter into arrangements, such as could not be 
* rejected, if the recovery of British subjects were 
‘the real and sole object. The communication 
' passed without effect.” The Committee of For- 
eign Relations are more direct still : “Its contin- 
t uance (the practice of impressment) is the more 
‘unjustifiable, because the United States have 
* repeatedly proposed to the British Government 
*an arrangement which would secure to it the 
* eontrol of its own people. An exemption of the 
* citizens of the United States from this degrad- 
* ing oppression, and their flag from violation, is 
‘all they have sought.” In these passages we 
have two distinet propositions: that reasonable 
offers for an adjustment of this difficult and deli- 
cate subject have been proffered by the Govern- 
ment, meaning surely the Administration which 
commenced, and are willing to carry on the war 
on this account; and that the British Govern- 
ment would listen to no terms, however well cal- 
culated to secure to it the service of its own sea- 
men. Isall this true? [s it true that the present 
Executive has attempted to negotiate with Great 
Britain on this subject; that he bas communi- 
cated to the British Government his willingness 
and his wish to come to an arrangement, which, 
while it afforded safety to our seamen, would 
secure to that country the services of its seamen? 
What has been done by him is soon told, and 
ought to be known. The only measure which 
has come before the publie looking towards an 
accommodation, by him, is to he found in the let- 
ter from Secretary Smith to Mr. Pinkney, of 
the 20th January, 1810, in which the latter Is 
directed to resume the negotiation with the Brit- 
ish Government, under the power which had 
been given to Mr. Monroe and himself. In his 
discussions, he was to be regulated by the in- 
structions which had been given to them. It is 
added, “it is, however, not intended that you 
‘should commence this negotiation until the 
‘requisite satisfaction shall have been made in 
‘the affair of the Chesapeake.” The affair of 
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the Chesapeake, we all know, was not settled 
until within a short time before the war was de- 
clared, and long after the return, of Mr. Pinkney 
to this country.: It follows that Mr. Pinkney 
could not, as most certainly he did not, commence 
a negotiation. No terms have been offered, no 
arrangement has been attempted to be effected 
by the present Executive. He cannot say that 
Ais “communications passed without effect,” as 
in fact he made none. And yet, by him, we are 
carried into a war oh this account. i 

The President may, however, deem his Admin- 
istration’so far identified with that of his imme- 
diaté: predecessor, as to entitle him to the benefit 
of the offers formerly made. Be itso. We will 
then-examine the sum and value of the proposi- 
tions of Mr. Jefferson. The instructions to Mes- 
sieurs Monroe and Pinkney, are to be found in 
a letter to them from Mr. Madison, then Secre- 
tary of State, of the 17th of May, 1806, in which 
they are referred to the instructions to Mr. Mon- 
roe, of the 5th of January, 1804, as applicable to 
a great proportion of the matters éommitted to 
their joint negotiation, and as their guide. In 
the instructions, therefore, of 1804, we are to find 
the arrangement "repeatedly proposed to the 
British Government,” “which would secure to 
it the control of its own people.” ` 

The instructions of January 5, 1804, were also 
drawn by Mr. Madison, in his capacity of Secre-. 
tary of State, and contain the plan of a conven- 


tion on the subject of seamen, with some other | 


matters, giving the proposal and the ultimatum. 
The first article provides, that no person shall be 
demanded or taken at sea, out of a ship of one 
nation, bythe armed ships of the other, unless he 
is liable to be so taken according to the laws of 
nations; and not then, if he makes part of the 
crew. In the observations on the plan, Mr. Madi- 
son asserts, and reasons on, the right of flag, and 
the article is drawn with a view to our claim, 
and to prevent search and seizure at sea. The 
eighth article provides that no refuge shall be 
given to persons deserting from a vessel, making 
part of the crew of such vessel ; and the eleventh 
articlé provides, that “each party will prohibit 
* its citizens or subjects from clandestinely carry- 
‘ing away, from the territories or dominions of 
‘the other, any seamen or soldiers belonging to 
‘such other party.” These articles embrace 
every part of the convention which relates to 
seamen. In them, therefore, are to be found, if 
anywhere, the arrangement said to have been re- 
peatedly proposed to the British Government. I 
shall not examine how far such an arrangement 
was desirable to this country; but did it secure 
to England the control of its own people, the re- 
covery of its own subjects ? 

In this plan we find no provision against the 
employment of British seamen, even deserters. 
Those already in the country might plainly go 
intoour service,and those who might subsequently 
reach our shores were safe when our flag should 
be waving over their heads. Deserters, it is true, 
were to be given up; but how could this be done, 
when they were on the high seas, or had embarked 


in foreign voyages? The convention, as proposed, 
will be found, when examined, not to secure to. 
Great Britain the service of her seamen, or the 
return of her subjects. ae: 

Is it true that the British Government would 
listen to no terms, that they have refused to ne- 
gotiateon thissubjeet? Sir,itis nottrue. Lord 
Grenville, in his letter to Mr. King, of the 27th 
of March, 1797, which I have already mentioned, 
uses these expressions: “If it were possible at 
‘once to find an obvious and indisputable mode 
‘of ascertaining whether a seamen is really a 
“subject of His Majesty’s dominions, or a cit- 
* izen of the United States, certainly the King’s 
* Government would not hesitate to accede to: 
* any regulations for applying that rule, in the 
feasiest, most expeditious, and most effectual 
* manner. After stating his objections to our 
aet for the relief and protection of American 
seamen, he goes on to say, "for the reasons 
* which I have here stated, the force of which I 
* am confident no candid mind can dispute, I am 
* under the necessity of declining, on the part of 
* His Majesty's Government, to accede to the pro- 
* positions contained in your letter. If any other 
* proposals can be made, less liable to objection, 
* they will be considered with candor and liberal- 
‘ity. It is not expected, that on so difficult and 
* delicate.a business, arrangements can at once 
* be brought forward, wholly free from all objec- 
‘tions, or such as to supersede the necessity of 
‘ frequent revisal, improvement, and addition, in 
‘order to meet the different means of evasion 
‘that may be resorted to; but it is certainly not 
f too much to ask, that the rules adopted in the 
‘ first instance, shall at least afford some security 
‘against the most extensive and the most dan- 
t gerous consequences to the maritime power and 
* safety of Great Britain.” 

Sir, I cannot but admire the force and dignity 
of the letter of which I have read part. The im- 
portance of the subject to both nations is fairly 
admitted, and a solicitude is evinced for the adop- 
tion of some regulation which would afford se- 
curity to each. . A distinct avowal is made, that 
the British Government do not want our seamen, 
if they can be left in possession of their own. 
And a suggestion is added, that a perfect arrange- 
ment is not to be expected on the first attempt. 
Difficulties will arise in practice in any settlement 
of this business. All that is wanted is a point 
to start from, and a disposition in both Gov- 
ernments to deal fairly and justly. I am not 
afraid to assert, that if the arrangement of Messrs, 
Monroe and Pinkgey, in 1806, had been adopted 
with this spirit, we should now have thoughts of 
impressments merely as an evil which once ex- 
isted. 

But, Mr. Chairman, to come nearer to the pres- 
sent times. In the letter from Messrs. Monroe 
and Pinkney to Mr. Madison, of the 11th of Sep- 
tember, 1806, it is stated that the British Com- 
missioners pressed with much zeal, “a provision, 
‘that the persons, composing the crews of such 
* ships, should be furnished with authentic docu- 
* ments of citizenship, the nature, and form of 
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‘which should be settled by treaty; that these 
* documents should completely proteet those to 
‘whom they related; but that, subject to such 
‘ protections, the ships of war of Great Britain 
t should continue to visit and impress on the main 
t ocean as heretofore.” This provision was re- 
jected by our Ministers. 

I will not say that such a regulation ought to 
have been adopted; but I will say, that the pro- 
position proves, that the English Government 
was anxious to adjust this difference; and it 
proves further, that the great object of the British 
was the recovering of their own citizens. 

The letter of the 11th November, 1806, from 
Messrs. Monroe and Pinkney to Mr. Madison, 
gives the history of the negotiation which led to 
the celebrated arrangement. Permit meto furnish 
you with one or two extraets from the letter, ex- 
planatory of the views and feelings of the British 
Government. “At our meeting the next day, 
‘ the British Commissioners stated explicitly, but 
* in a very conciliatory manner, that it was not in 
* their power to adopt an article in the spirit of 
‘our project; that the Board of Admiralty had 
' been consulted on the subject, as had also been 
‘the Crown officers in Doctor? Commons, who 
“united all without exception, in the opinion, that 
‘the right of their Government in the case in 
‘question was well founded, and ought not to be 
‘relinquished. They added, that, under such cir- 
* cumstances, the relinquishment of it was a mea- 
‘sure which the Government could not adopt, 
t without taking upon itselfa responsibility which 
* no Ministry would be willing to meet, however 
‘pressing the emergency might be. They pre- 
* sented to us, at thesame time, a counter-project, 
‘which they intimated they did in obedience to 
* the instructions from their Government. The 
* British Commissioners, after supporting with 
* great force, but with candor, the claim of their 
* Government, assured us that it was willing to 
‘do anything in its power, to satisfy the United 
* States on the ground of complaint, which might 
* be done without a relinquishmentoftheir claim.” 

The amount of this information is, that owing 
to the feelings, the views, and perhaps the pre- 
judices, of the British people, no Ministry dare 
formally to relinquish the right claimed in the 
abstract ; but that everything short of this might 
be expected. We were not to look for a formal 
surrender of the right, but a regulation of the 
practice under it. Recollect, sir, that this isa 
declaration of the Fox and Grenville Ministry, 
always understood to have been most fair and 
most friendly to this country. Sir, Tam satisfied, 
and so I am sure are a part at least of the Admin- 
istration, that if this subject is ever settled, it will 
be by arrangements to prevent injuries to the 
two countries, in the employment and impressing 
of seamen, leaving the rights claimed on both 
sides untouched. Any attempt at negotiation 
with Great Britain, on the ground of an abandon- 
ment of her claim, is to my mind perfectly hope- 
less: and as long as I find the Administration in- 
sisting on this as indispensable, so long I must 
believe, that it is “within the scope of their pol- 


icy” to continue the war, and to make it inter- 
minable. 

Our Ministers, in their letter of the 11th of No- 
vember, go on to state, that at their request the 
British Commissioners communicated to them a 
note, which was to accompany and to give char- 
acter to the arrangement. The note declares, 
that the British Government “had not felt itself 
‘ prepared to disclaim or derogate from a right 
‘which has ever been uniformly and generally 
‘maintained, and in the exercise of which the 
‘security of the British navy may be essentially 
‘involved; more especially, in a conjuncture 
* when they were engaged in war, which enforces 
‘the necessity of the most vigilant attention to 
‘the preservation and supply of the naval force 
* of the kingdom ;” but, * that His Majesty’s Gov- 
t ernment, actuated by an earnest desire to remove 
* every cause of dissatisfaction, had directed His 
* Majesty's Commissioners to give to Mr. Mon- 
‘roe and Mr. Pinkney, the most positive assu- 
‘rances, that instructions have been given, and 
“shall be repeated, and enforced, for the obser- 
* vance of the greatest caution in the impressing 
‘of British seamen; and that the greatest care 
‘shall be taken to preserve the citizens of the 
* United States from any molestation or injury ; 
‘and that immediate and prompt redress shall be 
“afforded upon any representation of injury sus- 
‘tained by them.” Sir, this note, and the offers 
made by the British Commissioners, were satis- 
factory to our negotiators, and an arrangement 
was accordingly agreed upon. The American 
Cabinet, however, refused to accept it; it was 
sent back, and the affair of the Chesapeake soon 
after closed the door on any further discussion. 
How unfair is it then to say, or to insinuate, that 
the British Government have refused to treat on 
this subject, or to listen to terms which would 
secure to it the service of its own seamen! |. 

The opinions of Messrs. Monroe and Pinkney, 
respecting the merits and the effect of the ar- 
rangement, might be collected from the circum- 
stances of their agreement to it, but it is not left 
to inference. In our public papers, they will be 
found to have expressed themselves with great 
clearness and decision. In the letter of Novem- 
ber, they say, “When we take into view all that 
* has passed on the subject, we are far from con- 
* sidering the note of the British Commissioners 
‘as a mere circumstance of form. We persuade 
* ourselves, that by accepting the invitation which 
‘it gives, and proceeding in the negotiation, we 
* shall place the business almost, if not altogether, 
‘on as gooda footing as we should have done by 
* treaty, had the project which we offered them 
f been accepted. It merits attention, that every- 
* thing is expressed in it that could be desired, 
* except the relinquishment of the principle ; that, 
‘in speaking of impressments, the exercise of 
‘ that act, on the high seas, is not mentioned, an 
*omission which we know to have been in- 
f tentional.” 

And in their letter to Mr. Madison, of the third 
of January, 1807, transmitting the treaty, the same 
gentlemen refer to the letter of November, as 
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containing theit opinion, that although the Brit- 


ish ‘Government’ did not feel itself at liberty to. 


relinquish formally by treaty its claim to search 
our merchant vesséls for British seamen, its prac- 
tice would nevertheless be essentially, if not com- 
pletely, abandoned. ‘They go on to remark :“ that 
* opinion -has been” since confirmed, by frequent 
* conferences on the subject with the British Com- 
‘ missioners, who‘have repeatedly assured us, that 
‘in their judgment, we were made as secure 
“against the exercise-of their pretension, by the 
* policy which their Government had adopted, in 
t regard to that very delicate and important ques- 
“tion, as we could have been made by treaty. It 
* is proper however to observe, that the good effect 
tof this disposition, and its continuance, may de- 
* pend’ in a great measure on the means which 
* may be taken by the Congress hereafter, to 
* check desertion from the British service.” 

You will scareely think it possible, sir, that 
evidence can be furnished, which will more 
strongly negative the assertion, that the commu- 
nications to the British Government, on the sub- 
ject of impressment, passed without effect; and 
yet such evidence does exist. I will now call 
‘your attention to the letter from Mr. Monroe to 
Mr. Madison, of the 28th February, 1808, dated 
at Richmond. In this letter, Mr. Monroe says: 
* The idea entertained by the public is, that the 
* rights of the United States were abandoned by 
‘the American Commissioners, in the late nego- 
* tiation, and that their seamen were left, by tacit 
* aéquiescénce, if not by formal renunciation, to 
“ depend for their safety on the mercy of the Brit- 
* ish cruisérs. I have, on the contrary, always be- 
* lieved, and still do believe, that the ground on 
‘ which that interest was placed, by the paper of 
*the British Commissioners of November 8th, 
* 1806, and the explanations which accompanied 
tit, was both honorable and advantageous to the 
* United States; and that it contained a conces- 
* sion in their favor, on the part of Great Britain, 
* on the great principle in contestation, never be- 
*fore made, by a formal and obligatory act of 
* the Government, which was highly favorable 
* to their interest." 

: In a subsequent part of the same letter, Mr. 
Monroe, speaking of the note, and the omission in 
it of the terms “high seas,” remarks, “it is im- 
* possible that those terms could have been omit- 
* ted intentionally with our knowledge, for any 
* purpose other than to admit a construction, that 
“it was intended that impressments should be 
* confined to the land. Ido not mean to imply 
"that it was understood, between the British 
* Commissioners and us, that Great Britain should 
*abandon the praetice of impressment on the 
* high seas altogether. I mean, however, distinctly 
* to state, that it was understood, that the practice 
* heretofore pursued by her should be abandoned, 
* and that no impressment should be made on the 
‘high seas, under the obligation of that paper, 
‘except in cases of an extraordinary nature, to 
* which no general prohibition agafnst it could be 
* construed fairly to extend. 
Again, and it is the last referegce I shall make 


to these documents, not because much and mate- 
rial matter does not remain, but because I am 
really tired of the subject. Mr. Monroe, in his 
Richmond letter, declares: *We were, therefore, 


‘decidedly of opinion, that the paper of the Brit- 


‘ish Commissioners placed the interest of im- 
* pressment on ground which it was both safe and 
‘hoporable for the United States toadmit; that, in 
‘short, it gave their Government the command of 
‘the subject for every necessary and useful pur- 
‘pose. Attached to the treaty, it was the basis 
‘or condition on which the treaty rested. Strong 
‘in its character in their favor on the great ques- 
tion of right, and admitting a favorable construc- 
‘tion on others, it placed them on more elevated 
‘ground, in those respects, than they had held 
* before.” i 

The statements thus made by Mr. Monroe and 
Mr. Pinkney, establish a few facts of great im- 
portance, which cannot be too generally known 
or too frequently repeated. Kept constantly in 
recollection, and applied as touchstones to offers 
which have been, or may be made, to the British 
Government, they will show the sincerity of the 
Administration, or their insincerity. They prove 
that the British will negotiate on the subject of 
seamen, inasmuch as they have done it. They 
prove that the British will come to an arrange- 
ment with us: for this, they have offered. And 
they prove that the British will accede to propo- 
sitions relating to impressments, which are safe 
and honorable, and therefore satisfactory to this 
country; for this, we are told they did. But they 
prove, also, that no Ministry in England dare 
openly and avowedly relinquish the right of 
search, or recognise, to the extent demanded by 
us, the right of flag. The practice may be so re- 
gulated, and was offered to be so regulated, as to 
bring the claim into disuse. And what to us is 
a right claimed but not enforced ? When I find 
the Administration dealing less in abstract pro- 
positions about seamen's rights and national hon- 
or, and attending to whatis really to be desired 
and is known to be attainable, I shall believe in 
their pacific dispositions, and not till then. 

From the time I first saw the arrangement 
made by Messrs. Monroe and Pinkney, with their 
account of the negotiation, and the explanatory 
statement of Mr. Monroe, I have believed, that 
the subject of seamen was placed by them on a 
safe and proper footing, And it has always been 
with me, feeling as I do for seamen and their 
rights, a matter of great regret that the arrange- 
ment was not agreed to here. A short experience 
would have satisfied us as to its practical opera- 
tion. If by it our sailors were protected, a great 
good would have been gained. If otherwise, our 
claim for other terms could not have been resist- 
ed. The gentlemen, however, who negotiated 
the arrangement, have changed characters, and 
with it, it would seem, their views. They now 
make a part of the Administration, and, as such, 
feel themselves authorized tosay, that the British 
Government have refused to settle the difference 
on suitable terms. They advised war.and require 
its continuance on this account. Í am not to 
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‘doubt, that some new light has led to this course; 
and it is possible, that with means of information, 
I may be induced to give up my opinion also. 
As yet, however, I have seen nothing which de- 
stroys the force of their reasoning. ! 

I have now, sir, finished the remarks whieh I 
intended to make on the British claim and prac- 
tice of impressment. We have for years past 


had so much idle declamiation on the subject, that. 


a dispassionate investigation of it appeared to me 
to be called for. In the course of these remarks, 
J have attempted to show that the claim was nei- 
ther novel nor peeuliar, and it is not wholly un- 
supported by reason ; that our true interest calls 
more for a fair regulation of the practice than an 
abandonment of the rights; and that the conduct 
of the British, of late, has been such as to war- 
rant an opinion, that an arrangement may be 
made, having for its object a proper regulation of 
the practice, leaving the rights of both nations, 
whatever they may be, untouched. Sir, with 
this view of the subject, it is not possible for me 
to consent to the adoption of measures, having for 
their object the further prosecution of the war 
offensively on our part; and I cannot, therefore, 
vote for the bill on your table. The war has not 
yet assumed a character. We have, indeed, add- 
ed much, and are about to add more, to the pub- 
lic debt. Already a portion of our citizens are 
burdened with oppressive exactions in the form 
of duties, and heavy taxes are staring all in the 
face. But yet our homes and altars remain safe 
and unpolluted. Let us seize this moment to 
give the nation peace, and the people happiness. 
This is the appointed time, and if we do not im- 
prove it, I fear my country is to suffer in its pros- 

erity and its institutions. For Heaven’s sake, 

et us pause! 

Mr. Chairman, I intended, when I first rose, to 
have made some observations on the effects and 
consequences of this war; and to have examined 
what the Administration is pleased to term its 
pacific advances; but Iam really so exhausted 
that I have not the ability to go on, if the Com- 
mittee had patience to attend tome. With re- 
spect to the advances, I will make but a single re- 
mark, and that is, that from the circumstances 
under which they were made, they were exactly 
calculated, if not intended, to produce the result 
we have witnessed. Sir, I have done. 

Mr. MacoN said after failing in his attempt to 
amend the bill, he had considered it of very lit- 
tle importance; indeed, in its present form, he 
was not anxious whether it passed or not; and 
he had intended not to have troubled the Com- 
mittee on the subject, but the strange course 
which the debate had taken had called him up 
almost against his own consent. He could truly 
say that he would not have offered a word to the 
Committee, had not those who oppose the bill 
have brought into the discussion French influ- 
ence, operating by a sort of magic on every act 
of the Executive. The conduct of the Execu- 
tive had undergone the strictest scrutiny by these 
gentlemen, and their own arguments would, in 
his opinion, convince every impartial man, that 


it had been perfectly fair and upright to all for- 


eign nations; the least attention to the docu- 


ments, which have from time to time been pub- 
lished, would also convince every man of it, and 
satisfy all that the great object of the Govern- 
ment had been peace, and that peace was main- 
tained until it could no longer be done without 
surrendering almost every national right worth 
preserving. Mr. M.said he would endeavor in 
his observations to follow the example which 
had been set the last two days: not to utter a 
word to wound the feelings of any one; nor 
would he refer to the documents, because every 
member possessed them, and they had been pub- 
lished for the information of the people; and he 
was sure that the Committee must be tired with 
hearing a sentence here, and a paragraph there, 
read from them. The true way to understand 
them was to read the whole. But he had never 
been in the practice of making many quotations 
from books or documents, and he thought it un- 
necessary to make any now. He was clearly of 
opinion that the gentlemen who were opposed to 
the Administration had the right to say what- 
ever they thought of it, and to select the subject 
on which they would speak; and as they had 
made the selection, he hoped they would have 
an opportunity now of delivering their senti- 
ments. He, however, regretted that they had 
sélected this bill; because, of all the bills which 
may be brought before the House the present ses- 
sion, not one, he thought, would require despatch 
more than this. The loss of a day now may be 
the loss of the next campaign. He had expected 
that this general debate, which seems to include 
everything but the bill, would have been delayed 
until the loan should be under discussion. 

The points made in the debate seem to be: 
impressment; the right to expatriate; the right 
to naturalize; and French influence; neither of 
which have any connexion with the bill, which 
is to raise troops for one year. ‘Sir, said Mr. M., 
Į will not retort a charge of British influence, 
and so balance one assertion against the other, 
because I do not believe that there is much of 
either in the nation; but if I was to say there 
was none, I should not say what I believe. Peo- 
ple may honestly differ in opinion as to the effect 
which the success of England or France over the 
other might have on the interests of the United 
States, without being under the influence of either; 
and this, no doubt, is the case with thousands. 

I will, before I proceed further, notice some of 
the observations made by the gentleman from 
New York, (Mr. Emotrt.) If I have not under- 
stood him or any other gentleman correctly, I hope 
that I shall be corrected; because it is my sincere 
desire to state their sentiments fairly ; and it is 
not always possible to take down their own words. 
He said, if there was any English influence, it 
was the influence of Locke and Sidney. As well 
might he have spoken of the influence of any 
other patriots who lived before us. "Their influ- 
ence will be respeeted wherever their works shall 
be read; but that sort of influence is not the 10- 
fluence of which we have heard so much, and 
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which I intend ‘hereafter to notice. ^ He also men- 
tioned the influence which drove the first settlers 
to Plymouth. Yes, sir, that influence was truly 
British, and that sort of. influence Great Britain 
has been exercising ever since the first settlers, 
by their own indüstry and exertions, got into a 
situation to.be useful to her; and that influence, 
or rather that persecution, compelled the first set- 
tlers of Carolina to leave the other provinces, and 
to settle a second time in the woods, and, as soon 
as they were able, to pay taxes. That same in- 
fluenee followed them, and made their condition 
much worse. It pursued the people in every part 
ofthe Continent, until they declared themselves 
independent ; and, from that day to this, she has 
not treated the United States as she has treated 
other independent nations. 

Mr. Chairman, I was astonished when the gen- 
ileman told us he was not a friend. to standing 
armies ; and, almost in the same breath, said that, 
at the last session, he voted for raising the twenty- 
five thousand men, and that he did not mean to 
go to war when he gave the vote. For what 
purpose, then, could they be wanted? Experi- 
ence had already shown that the old establish- 
ment was quite sufficient in time of peace. In- 
deed, a very considerable part of that was raised 
soon after the affair of the Chesapeake, and un- 
der an expectation that war would follow, and 
not for a regular peace establishment. 

The.same gentleman told us, that impressment 
by the British Government was no new thing. 
This is certainly true as far as regards her own 
subjects; and from her own vessels; but the sys- 
tematic impressment of foreigners from foreign 
ships, is a new thing; and that, too, when the 
men and the ships both belong to the same na- 
tion. That Government never attempted to im- 
press Spaniards, Duteh, French, Swedes, or 
Danes, from vessels belonging to the same nation 
with the person; and it is this new doctrine, 
which operates solely on us, of which we com- 
plain. The question between us and England 
has nothing to do with the doctrine that free 
ships shall make free goods, or free men, if gen- 
tlemen please. And why draw that into the de- 
bate on the impressment of American citizens 
from American vessels? No law or precedent 
can be produced for this abominable and wicked 
practice. It was never attempted to be justified, 
notwithstanding impressment is no new thing 
with her. Every Sovereign, said the gentleman, 
has a right to the service of all his subjects in 
time of war. But this right is like some others 
which Sovereigns elaim ; it is without a remedy. 
Of what avail is the proclamation of the Prince 
Regent in this country, ordering the British sub- 
jects home? None. Many of them are still here, 
and, probably, will remain until the termination 
of the war, and the British Government will 
never dream of punishing one of them for diso- 
bedienee. But, admit this right in Sovereigns to 
its fullest extent, and it does not give one Sover- 
eign the right to impress the citizens or subjeets 
of another; nor does it justify such an aet; of 
course it does not touch the act of which we com- 
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plain: that is, the impressing of American sea- 
men from American vessels. 

It is curious that, throughout this whole debate, 
there seems to have been drawn a distinction be- 
tween the rights of a man who cultivates the 
soil, and of him that follows the sea, and that 
this distinction should have been drawn by those 
who claim to be the champions of commerce and 
of a navy, and who have told us that agriculture 
and commerce were inseparable. Ought it not, 
then, to follow, that the rights of those employed 
on land or water should also be inseparable ? 
This strange doctrine, as was observed by the 
gentleman from Louisiana, (Mr. RosERTSON,) 
may dust the eye, but cannot stagger the under- 
standing of any one. 

The same gentleman said, that we had taken 
no measures to exclude British seamen from 
American vessels. For what purpose were protec- 
tions given to American seamen? Surely to 
protect them against impressment, and to show 
that we had no desire to protect others; and 
what more ought to have been done, he did nor 
tell us. I ask, did any nation ever do more? 
Besides, has not the United States, over and over 
again, offered to make an arrangement with Eng- 
land on the subject of sailors, which should be 
satisfactory to both, by securing to each the use 
of their own sailors? and has she not always re- 
fused to make any arrangement about them? 
And it may be fairly asked here, what measures 
Great Britain has taken to prevent her officers 
from impressing ourseamen? None that I have 
heard of, and she is the aggressor. We have not 
injured her, while she has been impressing our 
sailors whenever she wanted and could find them. 
If the United States wanted sailors ever so much, 
they could not impress one of hers, and she 
knows this; and she would not suffer one of them 
to be impressed by any foreign Power; and we 
must determine to defend the rights of ours, or it 
will be idle to talk about navigation, commerce, 
anda navy. Indeed, if commerce and agricul- 
ture be inseparable, you must defend the rights of 
the persons concerned in both, or both must be 
injured. ` There are no neutrals able to carry our 
products to market, and if you will not protect 
your seamen they will not carry them. 

It is worthy of remark, that, for twenty years 
past, the Government of the United States has 
been trying to settle the question of sailors with 
Great Britain, and that every attempt has failed, 
and that it is just now discovered that we have 
always begun wrong. My colleague (Mr. Pear- 
gon) and the gentleman from Connecticut, (Mr. 
Prrxin,) it appears, could settle this great ques- 
tion without much diffieulty. If they can, I wish 
most sincerely they would. I am, however, ap- 
prehensive that they area little mistaken, because 
General Washington, when President, having 
Major Pinckney, now Major General Pinckney, 
for Minister at London, tried without effect. Mr. 
Adams renewed it with Mr. King for Minister; 
Mr. Jefferson with Colonel Monroe, and Mr. 
Pinkney, now the Attorney General; and Mr. 
Madison, with the last named Pinkney. All 
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these Presidents and Ministers, with the aid of 
every Cabinet, have failed. Every description 
of political opinion, with the greatest talents, 
have been employed and done nothing. At the 
end of twenty years we have gained nothing, 
and lost our labor ; the question is as unsettled as 
ever; and we have been worsted in this way, 
that, while we were negotiating, they were im- 
pressing seamen. 

We have been told by my colleague, that it is 
not the right, but the abuse of impressment of 
which we complain. It is true, sir, that we do 
not complain of Great Britain impressing her own 
subjects; she may do as she pleases with them, 
that is no concern of ours; all we ask of her 
is to keep her hands off our people; and we deny 
her right to impress American citizens; and if 
the abuse be the impressing them, of that we do 
complain, and not without just cause, because 
she has impressed many.of them, and compelled 
them to fight her battles; and I have understood, 
after we had declared that war existed between 
her and us, that she detained those she had before 
impressed as prisoners of war, and this may be a 
part of her public law. Indeed we have heard 
much about universal law and public law, neither 
of which from the statements made seem to have 
much regard to right or justice, which ought to 
be the foundation of alllaw. One universal law 
seems to be, that Sovereigns can command their 
subjects to return home in case of war; another, 
that no person can expatriate himself; and Great 
Britain is no doubt willing to acknowledge an- 
other, by which she might impress sailors from 
all the world. As to the first, we need not trouble 
ourselves about it; and the second, the United 
States have not acknowledged; and we are now 
contending against impressment ; and permit me 
here to observe, that ihe Republicans havealways 
considered the impressment of citizens a more se- 
rious injury than the spoliation of property. 

Is it not strange, sir, that some of the gentle- 
men should talk so much about public law, and 
that others should say there is now no public 
law, that the Emperor of France had destroyed 
it? That he and the British navy together have 
destroyed it, was certainly true; in the work of 
destruction they were united; force with them 
now constitutes reason, and they are each of them 
endeavoring to make their will a new law of na- 
tions; and 1f we suffer American citizens to be 
impressed from American vessels, to serve on 
board the British navy, we ought never to talk 
aboutlaw again. If ever there was a universal 
law, it was that of expatriation; the right to live 
in the country men preferred. In every age and 
in every nation men have left their native coun- 
try and settled in others, and so expatriated them- 
selves; and from the days of Joseph to the pres- 
ent time all nations have naturalized foreigners. 
If Iam mistaken in this, I will thank any gentle- 
man to put me right; but it would seem by the 
present debate that sailors had not the right to 
expatriate themselves which other men had; if 
this be true, it would follow that they could not 
be naturalized; and yet the Constitution of the 


United States does not except them from the 
general rule. I should really like to hear how a 
man lost his rights by going to sea. 

But does Great Britain admit that she cannot 
naturalize? Certainly not; she naturalizes sailors 
by hundreds and thousands, while she denies that 
any of her subjeets can expatriate themselves and 
be naturalized in another country. Nay, does 
she not naturalize by impressment, provided the 
person impressed serves a certain time on board 
ber navy? And does not every Government in 
Europe naturalize? Prince Eugene was not a 
German; Marshal Saxe was not a Frenchman; 
and the celebrated Keith was not a Prussian: 
there is no end to examples which might be pro- 
duced. The very man who now commands in 
Canada is believed to be the descendant of a 
naturalized Swiss. We all recollect D'Ivernois, 
who has written so much against this couatry 
and France; he was not only naturalized, but 
also knightified, if I may make a word; Dumont 
and others might be mentioned, but it is useless. 
we have examples enough in our own country: 
the Germans in Pennsylvania and the Carolinas, 
when provinces; the Greeks in Florida, when 
Great Britain owned thatcountry. And has she 
not naturalized citizens of the United States in 
Canada; and is she not indebted to the Huguenots, 
whom she naturalized, for much of her pros- 
perity ? With respect to naturalization, she may 
be compared to a gulf, which takes everything in 
and lets nothing out. We have been told that 
France does not admit the right of expatriation. 
We all know that some years past she was very 
anxious to naturalize the fishermen of the United 
States; and very lately she has naturalized Irish- 
men: indeed, at one time, she seemed willing to 
naturalize or fraternize with all the world. The 
truth is, they are both willing to get subjects by 
naturalizing, but unwilling to lose one by ex- 
patriation. The Irish have gone into the service 
of almost every Government in Europe, and we 
have not been informed that the English Gov- 
ernment punished them for it. But the sailors 
of all countries are poor, though liberal and gen- 
erous, and it may be added almost friendless ; 
they appear even to want friends on the other 
side of the House: their poverty and want of 
friends is no doubt the reason why the universal 
law, or publie law, or some other law, forbids 
them the rights of expatriation and naturaliza- 
tion. But admit all we have heard about Eug- 
land and France not permitting their subjects to 
expatriate themselves, and it only proves that 
they have municipal laws to that effect, which it 
is impossible to execute; and their having laws on 
the subject shows plainly that they do not consider - 
them deprived of the right by the law of nations. 
While on the subject of universal law, permit 
me to notice another which has not been men- 
tioned, and which, like the others, is not regarded. 
It is this: that no Government shall assist rebels; 
to assist those whom monarchs deem rebels is 
with them the sin not to be forgiven, Each of 
them is always willing to have it enforced in his 
own case, and generally willing to aid those that 
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another may deem rebels. The Governments of 
Great Britain and.France have both acknow- 
ledged this law, and have both violated it when- 
ever an opportunity-offered, and they thought it 
their. interest to. do.so. Great Britain assisted 
the Dutch and Vendeans; France the Scotch 
and the United States. Monarchs are not apt to 
be very nice about their actions, though they may 
make a great fuss about their principles; except 
Francis the First of France. They have gene- 
rally been willing to benefit themselves by taking 
advantage of any commotion in a neighboring 
kingdom, or any other cireumstance which may 
happen. England and France have been remark- 
able for taking part in the rebellions which have 
existed in each other; and if one existed in either 
at this. moment tbe other would be as willing to 
take part as ever. I have brought this subject 
into view to show that the notions about univer- 
sal law are illusory, to say the least of them, and 
that the great Powers of Europe have never 
in their acts respected them, and we shall always 
find ourselves mistaken if we look for public law 
anywhere but in the actions of nations. Treaties 
are only law between the persons which make 
them. Indeed public law can only be collected 
from facts, that is, from what nations have done. 
But, admit [am mistaken in this, and that it is a 
settled code derived from reason, the result will 
not be changed; because reason would justify the 
right to expatriate and to naturalize; and the 
facts prove that all nations have naturalized, and 
no one more than England, who, we have been 
told, never gives up her pretensions; so that, let 
us do as we will, she will continue to naturalize 
and to declare that her subjects cannot expatriate 
themselves. But this same England has yielded 
the point in the case of Napper Tandy; and 
France did not punish the great Condé or Mar- 
shal Turenne; and she has in a case very similar 
yielded to the United States, I mean the case of 
General Charles Lee; he was saved from her pre- 
tensions; and. the same energy, decision, and 
unanimity, which saved him, would now save 
our seamen from impressment. 

My colleague has stated that the Orders in 
Council were repealed in six days after the decla- 
ration of war. The fact is undoubtedly so, if 
their modification, as I understand it, be a repeal. 
However, be this as it may, it is easy to discover 
the cause of the change in the British policy. 
This will be best done by going back to the em- 
bargo; there can be no question but that produced 
the arrangement with Mr. Erskine, which she 
refused to carry into execution, notwithstanding 
we now hear so much of her good faith. The 
non-importation, together with the Message of 
the President to Congress, at the last session, and 
the act to raise 25,000 men, whieh passed the 11th 
of last January, produced the modification of the 
Orders in Council. Having mentioned the non- 
importation act, it is due to truth to say, that it 
has produced effects on Great Britain which I did 
not expect. Can it be supposed that the Orders 
in Council were modified without a cause? No 
one will suppose so, who is the least acquainted 


with the plundering which took place under them; 
as long as we would suffer ourselves to be plun- 
dered under them, so long they would have con- 
tinued in force; and so long as we suffer her to 
impress American citizens, so long she will con- 
tinue to impress them. Is she not acting towards 
us, in the modification of the Orders in Council, 
in the same spirit that she did during the Revo- 
lutionary war, when she attempted to tamper 
with us and divide us; first offering one thing 
and then another, and at last. everything but in- 
dependence, and that was eonquered. Observe 
her now, as soon as circumstances convince her 
that we intend to defend our rights, which she 
had so long violated, she modifies her orders, but 
does nothing to prevent impressment, and we 
must conquer the rights of. sailors and free trade, 
or never again talk about being a great maritime 
power or a free people. 

We have been told that we might shortly have 
peace, and that this House was the place to begin 
the good work; though I do not know how it is in- 
tended to begin. I will heartily join in any meas- 
ure which may produce so desirable an end, and at 
the same time maintain our rights. I rejoice, sir, 
that these gentlemen now think we can legislate 
on foreign affairs, and not violate the Constitu- 
tion or usurp the Executive authority ; nay, it 
seems we may now begin a treaty here without 
injuring the Constitution; we may judge from 
the documents before us what would suit Great 
Britain, and we know that would not suit us ; of 
course it will not be very easy to suit both ; yet I 
am perfectly willing to make the trial, and must 
add, that I never expected to hear the gentlemen 
talk about settling an affair with a foreign nation 
by paper measures. I had thought they consid- 
ered them not only ridiculous, but absurd also, 
and that their way was powder and ball. Great 
Britain knows as well as any man in this nation 
that she can have peace, under her present regu- 
lations, whenever she will quit the vile practice 
of impressing the citizens of the United States. 
Our sincere desire of living in peace with all the 
world, the many and honest attempts we made to 
settle our disputes with her, and the laws we 
passed to avoid war, induced her to believe that 
we could not resist ; and, now that we have re- 
sisted, we hear it said that under no other Ad- 
ministration would we have been at war. Can 
it be doubted that General WasuiwaTON would 
have resisted had not Mr. Jay have made a treaty? 
or can it be doubted, when he demanded Com- 
modore Barney, that he made the demand with 
an intention to enforce it if refused? His charac- 
ter forbids a doubt ; he would not have sacrificed 
the rights or property of hiscountrymen. Permit 
me here to state what a F'ederal friend of mine 
said in Carolina, who served in the American 
Army during the Revolutionary war: A friend 
of his said to him, after Hull’s surrender, that we 
must now make peace. Never, he replied, till 
that disgrace is wiped away ; my country is at 
war, and I will go with her; take away the dis- 
grace before we talk of peace. "This is F'ederal- 
ism in the district which I represent; it is the 


755 


HISTORY. OF CONGRESS. 


756 


H. or R. 


Additional Military Force. 


January, 1813. 


sentiment of all parties in that part of the country. 
All the gentlemen from Massachusetts who have 
spoken, except one, (Mr. Wivcery,) have de- 
clared the war to. be immoral and unjust on our 
part. If it be immoral.and unjust in us, what 
must it be in Great Britain, who has for years 
violated our dearest rights? They did not teil us; 
I wish they had. But some of these gentlemen 
voted at the last session to raise the 25,000 men; 
for what purpose could they be raised, unless for 
war? I have before endeavored to show that they 
were not wanted for the Peace Establishment ; 
and surely they could not be wanted only for the 
purpose of paying them. Not one of the gentle- 
men who oppose this bill, and who voted for the 
act to raise the 25,000 men, have told us the pur- 
pose for which they wanted them ; and have not 
these gentlemen, at this session, voted honorary 
rewards to those who have most distinguished 
themselves in this immoral and unjust war, as 
they call it? This vote, while it was a just re- 
ward to merit, was also an incitement to others 
to do the like, and was encouraging the war. I 
am no navy man; but I gave the vote, approving 
the conduct of those who fought in the Navy, 
with as much sincerity asI ever gaveone. These 
brave men know that the war is neither immoral 
or unjust; and they know also that they are de- 
fending and supporting the rights of their injured 
country. 

One of the gentlemen from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Qcincy) could not miss the opportunity, 
which this general debate afforded, to mention 
the negroes in the Southern States. I had sup- 
posed, after former debates, they would not have 
been drawn into questions where there was no 
necessity for it. The names of many persons 
could be mentioned who were slave owners, 
whose memory will be dear to the nation, as 
long as virtue and patriotism shall be respected ; 
I will only name one—and he nota native of the 
Southern. States, but of New England, and no 
man from that part of the Union was more dis- 
tinguished during the Revolutionary warthan he 
was—I mean General Greene, who commanded 
the Southern Army. The Carolinas and Geor- 
gia acted towards him in a way that no States 
acted towards any other man. After the war 
he settled among them, and, if Iam rightly in- 
formed, became a slave-owner. A regard to his 
situation in thal respect might have induced the 
gentleman to have spared his observations; but 
they were also mentioned by a gentleman from 
Virginia, (Mr. Suerrey ;) it was not expected 
from that quarter, and if his observations were 
intended to warn us, he ought to have considered 
that others might notice them ; but more of this 
hereafter, when I shall attempt to answer some 
of his observations. 

The gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. Prr- 
KIN) said, that if we carried on the war till Great 
Britain relinquished the right of impressment, it 
would last as long as the war in Europe. He, 
like all other gentlemen who have spoken against 
the bill, or rather the war, gives the real question 
the go-by. The question is not, that she shall 


relinquish any right she may have to impress, 
but that she shall not impress American citizens, 
which she has no right to do; and I sincerely 
wish the question could be fairly put to every 
man in the nation. . Iam confident the answer 
would be, she shall not impress one. I should be 
very glad to hear some of the gentlemen state 
the difference between Algerine capture and 
British impressment. What situation can be 
more degrading than to be taken by force from 
your own vessel, and put on board her's to fight 
her battles, and probably against your own coun- 
try. Tripoli had not done usthe hundredth part 
of the injury which Great Britain has done, and 
all.as well as I now recollect, were willing to com- 
pel her to respect our rights—and she was compell- 
ed. The same unanimity now would have the 
same success. This same Great Britain, and 
France her rival in wickedness, while at war, have 
acted as if by concert to injure us; they each in- 
terdict our trading with their enemy, and establish 
a license trade between themselves; but, strange 
to tell, we have British seamen in our service, 
Then the British service is not quite as agreeable 
as ours; but they are not impressed, and I ima- 
gine not in the public ships. The merchants 
when they want sailors generally take the first 
they can get; but there is a great difference be- 
tween the merchant service, which is voluntary, 
and impressment on board an armed ship. Be- 
sides, the British Government refuses to make an 
arrangement, by which her sailors could not be 
employed in American vessels; her present sys- 
tem is mpre convenient; it enables her officers 
to get men wherever they want them; if they 
can only find them, no matter whether native, 
naturalized or foreigner, a sailor is a sailor with 
them. The gentleman also said, we had done 
nothing to protect our seamen, and that we ought 
pass a law, that a certain proportion of every 
crew should be citizens. This I have long been 
willing to do, but that would only be a paper 
protection, and the British officers would not re- 
gard it, more than they do the present protec- 
tions; nay,if we had the right to brand ours, 
and were to do it, I do not know but they would 
put thesame brand on theirs, for the sake of mak- 
ing them so much alike that they could not be 
distinguished, and then under the plea that they 
could not tell one from the other, continue the 
convenient mode of getting men in every part of 
the world by impressment. Butare we not now 
trying to protect them, by carrying on the war 
for sailors’ rights and free trade ? 

The same gentleman, when he described the 
flourishing state of the country before the war, 
forgot to mention that more than thirty millions 
of the publie debt had been paid during the last 
twelve years, and Tripoli compelled to respect 
our national rights, and that too without internal 
taxes or a tax on salt. . 

He also told us, in the first part of his speech, 
that we could not contend with Great Britain on 
the ocean, and, as he sat down, I understood him 
to say, we ought to carry the war on there. It 
appears very strange to me, that we should make 
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our effort where we are not able to contend with 
her. lregret that the gentleman and others who 
have spoken, are not in the House—the cause of 
their absence is known to every one. 

The gentleman from New York, (Mr. BLEECK- 
ER,) read to usa letter. written by Mr. Russell 
from Paris, that contained what he believed to 
be true, and his duty to communicate to the Ex- 
ecutive—and his letter from London appears to be 
written under the same impressions; in both 
cases he had done his duty, and nothing more. 
It is however, remarkable, that the letter from 
Paris is precisely what it ought to be, and that 
from London precisely what it ought not to be. 
As.the gentleman seems fond of examining the 
documents, I will remind him of one, which was 
published some years past, and obtained the name 
of the X, Y, Z,communicatiop; in that he will find 
related conversations, not with authorized agents 
of the Government, but with every man and wo- 
man (none it is believed were refused) who 
would say a word about a French party in this 
country; and who these people were, is not known 

` to the public to this day,except one, whose name f 
do not recollect, and he denied the correctness of 
the statement concerning himself. These good 
men, the Envoys Extraordinary, thought it their 
duty to send the Executive a statement of the 
conversations which they had with these unau- 
thorized people, and a very large edition of the 
communication was printed for the information 
of the nation. And pray what has Mr. Russell 
done? Related a conversation which he had 
with the Chief Minister of the Prince Regent. 

` When the arrangement made with Erskine was 
announced, what a fine fellow the President was; 
he was truly the President of the people; what a 
misfortune he had not been sooner elected; every- 
thing would have been right; he was quite a dif- 
ferent man from his predecessor; though in my 
opinion his predecessor would gladly have made 
the same arrangement at any time. But how was 
it when the British Government refused to ratify 
the arrangement? The tone was changed ; the 
man in the White House had taken the young 
Minister in; he had made the arrangement with- 
out peeping behind the scene, to examine the au- 
thority under which the young man acted ; and 
in some part of the correspondence it was then 
discovered that an insult had been offered to the 
King, which his Minister here nor nobody else 
could discover till after the arrangement was re- 
jected, and which no man can believe to be an in- 
sult or intended for one. 

'The same gentleman told us, weought to make 
war on France, or acknowledge that we are wrong 
in making war on Great Britain. With respect 
to making war on France, it will be recollected 
that a gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. McKes,) 
at the last session, made a motion in a Committee 
of the whole House, to include France in the de- 
claration of war; that it was seconded by myself, 
and I believe some other member; only ten voted 
for it; three on that side of the House and seven 
on this. As for acknowledging that we were 
wrong in the war with England, that can hardly 


be expected.. I believe it. cannot be. shown that 
we are, and it certainly has not yet been ‘done. 

The gentleman said we ought to insist on Great 
Britain to abandon the practice of impressing; I 
suppose he meant American seamen; but the man- 
ner in which this ought to be done he did not in- 
form us. He is too high-minded to think of an- 
other mission, to beg that justice which she has 
so often refused to our supplicating Ministers; in 
fact we are insisting that she shall abandon the 
wicked practice inthe only way not tried before, 
that is, force. If we were to send another Min- 
ister in the present state of affairs, we may fairly 
conclude that he would return, as all the others 
have done, with his finger in his mouth. 

Canada, he said, is not worth conquering; it is 
a curse to Great Britain, and we cannot conquer 
it. I believe we may conquer it, and that it is 
worth conquering, if it was only to get clear of a 
meddling and bad neighbor, who is always will- 
ing to make a strife in our family. It cannot be 
forgotten, that it has been stated in this House, 
that more produce went down the St. Lawrence 
than the Mississippi, and the greater part of it is 
understood to be the produce of the United States. 
It would appear, from this, that it is not a curse 
to Great Britain, and certainly she does not eon- 
sider it one. Whether it be obtained tliis war or 
not, it will be had some time or other. Notwith- 
standing all that has been said to the contrary, it 
is absolutely necessary, in my opinion, to the 
peace and happihess of the nation, as much so as 
the mouth of the Mississippi was. These two 
great rivers seem to have been intended by 
Providence for an inland navigation from North 
to South ; and their waters (1f I am correctly 
informed) can be more easily united than some 
of the canals already projected be finished. 

I understood the same gentleman to say, there 
was no patriotism in the ranks of the Army. My 
opinion is very different; because I believe that re- 
spectable and patriotic men have enlisted, though 
not wealthy. In every country, there is more 
patriotism among tbe middling and poor people, 
than among the rich and the avaricious. The 
middling and the poor are contented ; the rich and 
avaricious are never satisfied. And this is pecu- 
liarly the poor man’s country, because it is the 
only one in the world where he is equal to the 
rich. The history of the Revolution will satis- 
factorily prove that there was patriotism in the 
ranks of the Army which achieved the indepen- 
dence of the country :: and the ranks are no doubt 
filled with the same sort of men now that they 
were then. It is not long since we were told, and 
told again, of the patriotism of the tars—that a 
seventy-four could be manned in an hour—and 
now, it would appear asif all countries were alike 
to them. He also informed us that the militia 
were good for nothing, and that an army could 
not be raised. If it is so, the war must be at an 
end, and we must beg for peace, as we have here- 
tofore begged for justice. The militia of the 
Western country is the best answer to this charge; 
they are at this time performing a duty never 
surpassed. Bunker’s Hill and King’s Mountain 
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are lasting monuments of the exploits of the mi- 
litia; they were equal to those at Thermopyle 
and Marathon. : ] 

The gentleman appeared to console himself with 
the recollection that Napoleon must die. Can 
he or any other man living tell what will be the 
consequence of his death on the civilized world ? 
Can he tell whether it would produce peace among 
the belligerents, or new wars? Europe is now 
in that state, that it is impossible to foretell now 
how it will settle down, whether he live or die. 
The Greeks thought the death of Philip of Mace- 
don would put an end to their troubles; but they 
‘were sadly deceived. Alexander added to them; 
and no doubt the countries which he conquered 
thought his death would relieve them; but it was 
a signal for new wars and new troubles. If we 
calculate that the death of Napoleon would change 
the conduct of the European Governments to- 
wards us, we shall be deceived. No Government 
in Europe can wish well to ours: it is formed on 
a plan which they do not like. We must depend 
on ourselves—on our own means and resources ;— 
any other dependence would be like an idle man 
sitting in the shade and calculating to grow rich. 

The gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. TALL- 
MADGE) regretted that party names had been in- 
troduced among us. No man regrets it more than 
I do; but it is more to be regretted that love of 
party should prevail over love of country. It 
must be recollected, by every man acquainted with 
the history of the nation for the last twenty-five 
years, that the gentleman's political friends began 
party names; that they had their choice ; and, 
while they were in power, Federalism and energy 
were their words. Republicanism, then, meant 
anything or nothing. They had not, however, 
been long out of power, before they began to talk 
about Republicanism and the rights of the people, 
and now every Federalist claims to be a good Re- 
publican ; and if they are kept out of power twelve 
years longer, I have no doubt they will be as fond 
of being called Democrats as they are now desir- 
ous of being called Republicans, The gentleman 
mentioned his Revolutionary services. No man 
respects them more thanI do. He is one of those 
whose names are honorably recorded in the Jour- 
nals of the old Congress. He also told us that 
he would not vote men or money. I cannot for- 
bear regretting that he did not tell us what he 
would do, because, while I have the Journal fresh 
in my memory, I cannot make a single comment 
on this, to me, strange declaration ; which, if he 
will pardon me, I will say, appears to differ widely 
from the record. God be praised! I have never 
said anything against the patriots of the Revo- 
lution. 

The same gentleman, and some others, have 
said, that the war is now carried on for naturalized 
citizens alone. This, I apprehend, is a mistake. 
It would puzzle him to show, when the British 
officers wanted men, that they paid any regard to 
the fact whether the men were native or natural- 
ized citizens. Their want was the only rule which 
regulated their conduct in impressment. The 
Constitution of the United States makes all citi- 


zens equal, except that a naturalized citizen can- 
not be elected President. It is true, as has been 
before stated, that the great point now in contest 
is the impressment of American citizens. 

We hear so much about foreigners, that a stran- 


get might suppose we were contending for their 


rights. The fact is not so; but the time has been, 
when the United States would have contended 
for their rights when in her service. Does not 
every man recollect some of them, who have been 
in her service, whose names are still dear to the 
nation ? 

I come now, sir, to the question which has been 
forced in the debate. From my heart, I wish we 
may never again have another discussion about 
foreign influence. It ought not to contaminate 
our walls. I hate to name it, or to hear it men- 
tioned; the very idea is degrading to the House, 
and disgraceful to the nation. Why the idle 
charge of French influence should have been in- 
troduced, I cannot conceive, nor can I persuade 
myself to think that the gentlemen themselves 
believe it. What, in the name of God, is there 
in the administration of our Government, or in 
the known principles and characters of the men 
who administer it, like the administration of the 
French Government, or the principles and char- 
acters of the men who administer that! The 
principles of their abominable Government are 
not more unlike ours, tban the men who admin- 
ister it are unlike the men who administer ours. 
It was at one time apprehended by certain men, 
that our Constitution would be destroyed for want 
of energy in those whom the people had elected 
to administer it; and a want of energy in the 
Freneh Government has never been suspected. 
Having already stated my opinion about foreign 
influence, I will now state a few facts to remind 
the Committee how much more noise would have 
been made about French influence, if France, 
bad asshe is, had only have done that which Eng- 
land has done. And Ido not mean to say that 
she would have done it, had she been able, Sup- 
pose a French officer had treated Captain Phil- 
lips of the Navy, and his crew, as a British officer 
did; which was, to have the crew mustered on 
deck, and take two or three men from it: what a 
cry would have been made about French inso- 
lence and cruelty! Itis due to Mr. Adams, to 
say, that he very properly dismissed the Captain 
from the service. Had the Chesapeake been wan- 
tonly attacked, almost on our shore, by a French 
ship, all the moderation of the late President 
could not have prevented a declaration of war 
against France, for so unheard-of an insult and 
outrage. You will, sir, recollect my having said, 
that the attack on the Chesapeake was as much 
an act of war as the attack on Copenhagen. So 
much was said about this observation, that I was 
almost induced to think that I might be expelled 
for it; and if I had continued to repeat it, I do 
not know but I might have been. Had France 
continued for twenty years to impress American 
citizens to fight her battles, espectally under the 
flag of the great Napoleon, should we have borne 
it? No; man, woman, and child, would have 
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united in war against her... Henry, who has been 
brought into the debate: had: France sent him 
amongst us, who would not have given any price 
for the papers, to prove the object of his mission, 
especially if, about the same- time, her Minister 
here had received seven hundred thousand pounds 
sterling, in bills of exchange? What a mighty 
noise would have been heard from one end of the 
Continent.to the other! ‘Had France, in time of 
peace, have blockaded our ports and killed one of 


our sailors, the public mourning and weeping for. 


the death of the unfortunate and innocent Pierce 
would have been ten times as great as they were. 


Vengeance for the murder would have resounded | 


through every State and family; and would we 
not have declared against her? That it was ex- 
actly as Napoleon treated the rest of the world, 
and that we must resist him by force? Had it 
have been believed that a French Consul inter- 
posed, in our elections, he would have been kicked 
out of the country, and told we wanted none of 
his fraternizing. 

I will now notice a newspaper which was 
known to be edited by a foreigner, and one who 
declared he never would become a citizen. The 
editor made a great noise in the country by the 
number of papers which he circulated, and by his 
having been fined, in a State court, five thousand 
dollars for a libel, which he tried to make the peo- 
ple believe was wrong—I mean Peter Porcupine. 
Suppose that he had been a Frenchman, avowed 
openly. his determination to remain a subject of 
France,and that in his paper he constantly abused 
the Federal party and called them the English 
faction. That the second man the nation ever 
produced was dead before the paper was establish- 
ed, the venerable Franklin; that he abused him 
in his grave, and endeavored to bring his name 
into contempt by ridicule, nay, he called him no- 
thing but old lightning-rod. That he had advised 
the Democrats to put on the black cockade, 
(which they did,) and all that would not put it 
on, ought to be considered inimical to the coun- 
try. That he constantly declared the Govern- 
ment of Napoleon to be the best in the world; and 
that this paper, which it is believed never had its 
equal for scandalous publications, wassupported by 
the party then in power, the Democrats. Would 
there not have been as good ground to talk about 
French influence as any which has been stated ? 
Again: suppose, about this time, it had been said 
by an influential Democrat, that the Constitution 
was good for nothing; that parchment Constitu- 
tions would not do; that one ought to be made 
at the point of the bayonet; that no Government 
would last which was not sealed with blood; and 
about the same time a publication appeared in a 
Democratic newspaper in favor of fixing a dynas- 
ty to govern the nation from their own party; 
and in another, one favoring a division of the 
States. Could not those who now think they see 
French influence in everything which is done, 
have easily suspected that all this was connected 
with French intrigue? That the Constitution 


give any power, and that under ita sedition law 
was passed to operate only on the Federal party, 
by which the editors of the ablest Federal news- 
papers and others were punished for publications 
defending their opinions ; and that every Feder- 
alist, no matter what his Revolutionary services 
may have been or his qualifications and respecta- 
bility, was turned out of office, because they were 
Federal, and that was their only fault. Would 
not these doings have furnished some ground to 
suspeet thatit was tinged with French Demo- 
cracy ? 

Itis worth while to examine what causes are 
most likely to give one nation influence with an- 
other, and how far they may support the opinion 
of the great influence which France is suspected 
to have in this country. Language may be con- 
sidered the first—people who speak the same, 
cannot easily believe that those with whom they 
talk in their own tongue can be foreigners ; they 
intermix in company without any difficulty, and 
without knowing or thinking that they live in 
different countries: the French having been the 
language of most. ofthe Courts of Europe, has un- 
doubtedly been a means in aiding them to get the 
secrets of other Governments, and of overrunning 
so many countries. Ihave long regretted that so 
many of our people were anxious to learn French. 
I hope it will never be naturalized in the United 
States. We have difficulties enough to encoun- 
tec by speaking the same language with her rival: 
the inconvenience of both speaking the same was 
felt during the Revolutionary war, and gave rise, 
as I have heard, to a conversation between a Mr. 
Ellery of Rhode Island, and a friend of his. The 
friend thought it would be advisable for us to 
learn Greek, and make it a national language; 
Mr. E. replied, that as we had declared indepen- 
dence, he could not consent to give up any part 
of it, not even the language, but that he was will- 
ing to compel the English to speak Greek. The 
sameness of language must give the British an 
influence in this country, which no other nation 
can possess. Marriages identify the people of 
different countries—in the. United States more 
British subjeets marry than the subjeets of any 
other Power. Commerce between countries— 
where people of both join the same company; 
aud more of such companies are formed between 
the Americans and English than the Americans 
andany other people. Seeret service money— 
England and France both have the character of 
knowing how to use it to advantage; it would 
seem that it was necessary for people to be able 
to talk together to carry on the nefarious bargains 
and doings which grow out of thisfund. The 
sameness of language affords England opportuni- 
ties for intrigue in this country, which no nation 
ever did or will have; they, France and Eng- 
land, are both willing enough to have such men 
as Henry amongst us; and if France had sent 
him, we should have heard ten timesas much about 
him in this debate as we have; his communica- 


tion would then have been a good bargain at 


had been considered almost unlimited in their | twice the sum which is stated to have been given 


hands. under a clause which was not intended to 


for it; what sum was actually given I do not 
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know, but if it was fifty thousand dollars, as sta- 
ted, I am content, Places of amusement—the 
plays and players of our theatres are generally 
English, and almost everything connected with 
them tends to give us a good opinion of an Eng- 
lishman, and a bad opinion of a Frenchman; 
everything there makes the Englishman the de- 
lightofthe company, and the Frenchmen the con- 
tempt of it. And do you not recollect, sir, (Mr. 
NeLson was in the Chair,) if you do not, your 
venerable and respectable father would, was he 
living, that, when we were boys, the old men 
took great delight in telling us that one English- 
man could beat three Frenchmen at sea, and two 
on land; nay, we. were taught to consider the 
French the meanest people in the world, and to 
confirm it were told they eat frogs; and the Eng- 
lish the greatest, and were told they lived on roast- 
beef.and pudding. Our early prejudices were all 
enlisted against France—and everybody knows 
they are not readily got clear of. 

It must appear strange to the people, that in 
this debate the justice of the war should have 
been questioned, after so many useless attempts 
on our part to settle every dispute we had with 
England by negotiation, not one of which origi- 
nated in any wrong we had done. We had acted 
honestly and fairly to all nations; our forbear- 
ance had been so great, that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts said, some time past, that the then 
majority could not be kicked into war; and how 
often has it been declared in this House, by men 
of both parties, that we had just cause of war 
against Great Britain and France both, and that 
war ought to be preferred to any restrictive sys- 
tem ; and now that we are at war, it seems that 
anything would be better than war. The restric- 
live system would have produced the desired ef- 
fect, had it been continued and enforced ; and our 
long forbearance and anxiety to live in peace had 
no other effect than to produce new insults and 
new wrongs. 

While I think of it I will state a fact to the 
Committee, which is this, that as far as I am ac- 
quainted with naturalized citizens in North Caro- 
lina, they almost all agree in polities with my 
colleague, (Mr. PEARsoN,) though some of them 
are among the number of my friends. He ap- 
pears not to be friendly to naturalization, and I 
am willing to continue the law as it is. This 
fact proves the sincerity of us both. 

I must return to Porcupine's paper, which, as 
well as I now recollect, never contained a sen- 
tence in favor of the Revolution, or much in 
praise of the Constitution, if it was praised at all ; 
no outrage was committed which it did not ap- 
probate; a few of the outrages of that time shall 
be stated: The Rogue's March was played under 
the window of the man who drew the Declara- 
tion of Independence. The man who first took 
up arms after the fall of Charleston, and whose 
body had been almost riddled in defenee of his 
country, was a member of Congress, and was in- 
sulted at the eireus. Another member, of no com- 
mon cast of mind, was insulted at the theatre; a 
man who will do his duty in whatever situation 


he may be placed. Another, returning home with 
his family, was insulted and almost mobbed ; he 
is now one of the Cabinet, mentioned by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. Quincy.) IfI 
was. not almost exhausted I would give some of 
the details of these then fashionable transactions. 
I will only add, it was nothing in those days for 
a few men to whip a printer whose publications 
they did not like. All these outrages and viola- 
tions of law, it is believed, were not only approved 
by the editor of the before-named paper, but other 
Federal papers also. This same editor claimed 
to have more subscribers for his paper than any 
other editor in the Union. And after he returned 
to Europe, he wrote and published about some of 
his former supporters. Had this have been a 
French editor, and acted toward the Federal 
party as he did toward the Republican, and the 
subscribers to his paper Republicans, could not 
those who look at everything now done to find 
French influence, have had as good a field to 
hunt in as any they have yet found? At the very 
time these events took place, the majority talked 
as much about French influence as the minority 
now does; they had clues, tub-plots, ocean mas- 
sacres, and a hundred other equaily ridiculous 
and unfounded tales, which circulated for a day. 
I have mentioned these things not with an intent 
to wound the feelings of any man living, but with 
a view of trying to persuade those who talk so 
much about French influence to look at both 
sides of the question about foreign influence; and 
if they will I hope we shall never hear of it again 
in this House. 

Mr. Genet, when he was Minister of Franee, 
hegan to intrigue, for which he was dismissed. 
Mr. Liston, when he was Minister of England, 
began the same work, for which he was not dis- 
missed. If the Republicans had then been in 
power, and Liston a French Minister, could not 
a strict examination of the documents have placed 
it as easily as many other acts have been to 
French influence? 

While all these things were doing, and many 
others quite as strange, the gentlemen call them- 
selves the followers of General Wasuinaton. If 
they be truly his followers, they ought to adhere 
to his principles and attend to his last advice. 
Every act of his went to perpetuate the Union 
and to attach the States to each other. I fearthe 
sentiments contained in his farewell address to 
the nation are getting out of fashion with those 
who claim to be his exclusive followers; or why 
do we hear within these walls, the foundation of 
which he laid for union, union, union; disunion 
spoken of, “peaceably if we can, forcibly if we 
must;”? and why listen to idle and unfounded tales 
about foreign influence, which can never injure 
us as long as we stick to the old maxim—united 
we stand, divided we fall? Straws show which 
way the wind blows! What has become of the 
newspaper called the Washington Federalist ? 
The name was, I have understood, changed to the 
Independent American; out of that, I believe, 
was raised the Federal Republican—all good 
names; but why lose the name of Washington to 
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a paper supported by his exclusive followers? | 


And this is the first time to my recollection that 
they have adopted Republican in their calendar. 

Ihave heard that Federalism is not now the 
same that it was when. Mr. Adams was Presi- 
dent: we shall know more about this if ever they 
get into power again; be this as it may, every 
man has a right to change his opinion; it is a 
right whieh no Government can take from him, 
and when convinced that he is wrong, it is liis 
duty to change. But I had thought, when Mr. 
Adams was President, we were told that he fol- 
lowed the plan of General Washington, and that 
he was then a favorite with the party who elect- 
ed him, but a great change has taken place in 
regard to him. I always thought him an honest 
man, and I think so still. After Mr. Adams got 
out of fashion, Colonel Burr became so great a 
favorite with the Federal gentlemen who were 
then in Congress, that they voted thirty-five times 
for him to be President, when they must have 
known that not one elector who voted for him 
intended him for President. Afterwards, Mr. 
Madison was a favorite; but, after the refusal of 
the British Government to ratify the arrange- 
ment made with Mr. Erskine, they examined 
the matter, and discovered lie bad not done right, 
and hegotoutof fashion. Then thelate worthy and 
venerable Vice President and Colonel Monroe be- 
came favorites. . Colonel Monroe gotout of fashion 
about the time he was appointed Secretary of 
State; and, lastly, Mr. De Witt Clinton became 
a favorite. I hope he will not be injured by it, 
but he seems to be losing ground, as we have 
been told, it-was not his merit that induced the 
Federalists to support him for President, but the 
demerit of Mr. Madison. This does not appear 
to be a good reason, because they might have se- 
lected a man from their own party, who they 
thought had merit. But all these things may be 
the doings of those who, a former member of this 
House called ultra Federalists; and it will be 
recollected that all these men became favorites, 
on the old doctrine of, “divide and conquer ;” 
and it ought not to be forgotten that, when 
Messrs. Ellsworth and Davie returned from 
France, their political friends were a little shy 
of them ; indeed, I should not be surprised if 
Messrs. Jay, King, Wolcott, and Dexter, should 
not much longer be favorites. If we may judge 
from the public prints, Commodore Rodgers is no 
longer one, though he, like the others, is under- 
stood to be a Federalist; but these men will never 
say, “ peaceably if we can, forcibly if we must.” 
J would really thank any gentleman to tell me 
what is now meant by the party name, Fed- 
eralist. 

It is a fact on record, that General Washington 
did not approve of self-created societies, aud I 
have understood that some of the people who 
claim to be his exclusive followers, have their 
self-created Washington Benevolent Societies, 
wherever they can establish them, and that they 
are political societies, and they were intended to 
oppose some other society; perhaps the Tamma- 
ny. This could not justify the proceeding. As 


to myself, I do not care if there was one in every 
three miles square in the nation, so that I am left 
free not to be a member. : 

We naturalize, without hearing a complaint 
from any quarter, emigrants from Great Britain, 
of every trade and profession, merchants, law- 
yers, doctors, and even divines; to which may be 
added tradesmen and mechanies; they all go 
where they please, live among us, and take part 
in the politics of the day. If foreign influence 
could be introduced into the country by natural- 
izing, we should have more of British than of 
French; but naturalizing seems well enough for 
everybody but a sailor, but do not permit him to 
become a citizen; he will be in the way of na- 
tive sailors, who want encouragement; besides, 
we know that Great Britain will impress him, 
and we know as well, when her officers want 
men, they care not whether they are American 
or English. The native American has never 

complained that the naturalizing of foreigners of 

his trade or profession, injured him; nor has a 

complaint been heard from a native seaman 
against naturalizing foreign sailors; and we 
| have had experience enougli to know that our 
merchants could complain, and complain almost 
against their own complaint. Lettheir property 

be captured, or expected to be captured, under a 

new order in France or England, and more com- 
1 plaints will be made about it, than the impressing 

of a dozen citizens. The situation of the mer- 
chant, when plundered, is bad enough, but his 
property is not taken away, without a trial of 
some sort before a judge learned in the law, whose 
duty it ought to be to decide according to law; 
| he also employs lawyers to have justice done him. 
Not so with the sailor; when impressed, there is 
no learned judge to decide his case, or lawyer to 
have justice done; force is law to him, and his 
| Oppressor judge; he is put on board ships, and 
| compelled to fight battles, in which neither he or 
his country have any concern: deprived of the 
right to complain or petition; he is poor, friend- 
less—Great God ! can it be possible, that we shall 
yield the point of impressment, for the sake of 
carrying on a little trifling trade by hook or by 
crook! i . 

All agree that we ought to fight for the rights 
of native seamen, and all agree that some of them 
have been impressed; why not all, then, join, 
heart in hand, to maintain their rights? Is it be- 
cause the British officers impress from our ves- 
sels others besides natives? This cannot lessen 
their just claim to the protection of their coun- 
wy. We have, however, been told that only 
ninety-three persons were impressed in one year 
from American vessels; if only three of them 
had been the sons of the gentleman (Mr. EMoTT) 
who gave the information, I ask, would he have 
been contented with the long investigation of 
documents, to ascertain if any of the diplomatic 
meanders turned towards French influence? No, 
sir, he would not; he would have demanded of 
the National Government to have his children 
restored to his arms; he could demand this in a 
way to be heard. Far different is the case with 
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these unfortunate parents, who have had their 
sons impressed ; they are too poor and friendless 
to be heard ; therights ofthe nation may be aban- 
doned by little and little, until none be left; ex- 
actly as you may take a cent at a time from one 
thousand dollars, until none be left. All must 
determine to protect American seamen on board 
American vessels, or not hereafter pretend to 
claim any jurisdiction over the vessels when they 
are out of the limits of the United States. If a 
single citizen should be impressed on American 
land, the whole nation would be in a flame; the 
right to protection is the.same, whether on Ame- 
rican land or an Amercan vessel. 

It has been said, that we do not act justly; 
that we encourage British seamen to run away, 
because we do not apprehend them and send them 
back, when they have run away from their ves- 
sels; they run away before our people see them, 
of.course there is no encouragement to the run- 
ning away. As to the sending them back, we 
are not bound to do it; and if it depended on me 
one should never be sent back, until the British 
ceased impressing and plundering our citizens, 
and I would agree that every man who engaged 
in the war on our side should have the right to be 
naturalized, though he fled from British naval 
tyranny. 

It is remarkable that, while we hear not a word 
said to justify England for impressing and plun- 
dering the people of the United States, that so 
much should have been said to prove that we 
ought not to have gone to war with her, and that 
we were wrong in doing so. "This is the best 
way that could have been devised to keep her 
aggressions out of view ; not to say a word about 
them, and talk a great deal about the hardships 
of war, and the taxes which must be imposed to 
carry it on, winding up all their lamentations for 
the state of the country, with, if it was not for 
the war, a little trade could be carried on. Im- 
pressment, then, is a mere trifle, compared with 
this trade, and 1t may be that Great Britain un- 
derstands it so, and is willing to gratify us with 
this trade for kin-sake, as long as we are content- 
ed to be impressed for kin-sake. The citizens 
who areimpressed would tell her, if telling would 
release them, that nations are no kin. 

This surely has been the most unfortunate 
Government from its establishment to the present 
time that ever existed ; almost eveything that has 
been doneis wrong: It was wrong to fix the seat of 
Government here; it was wrong to place this 
House and the houses for the offices so far from 
each other; it was wrong to give paper protec- 
tions to American seamen; it was wrong to have 
a little mercy in the revenue laws; it was wrong 
to repeal the internal taxes; I believe that was 
called oppression—though I am no prophet, I ven- 
ture to predict, that to lay them to carry the war 
on will be wrong also; to take Canada would be 
wrong ;—indeed it would be difficult to find any- 
thing which has been done right, according to the 
modern Federal creed. How are we to get things 
right? Give up the Chair you are in to one, the 
White House to another, and they will soon give 


you a sedition law which will putall right. The 
great discovery which thesegentlemen have made, 
that so much has been wrong under every admin- 
istration, would surprise the people, were they 
not this moment astonished at the discovery of 
perpetual motion by Redheffer—two such great 
discoveries must add vastly to the character of 
the nation. 

The attempt to take Canada is so wicked that 
some of the gentlemen are quite alarmed at it. 
We hear of the unoffending Canadians, but not 
of the unoffending sailor; at one time they are 
the most unoffending and loyal people in the 
world, at another they are French, and not fit to 
be united in our Government. We have heard 
much of the same sort formerly said about the 
people of Louisiana, and they have become a 
State, without any trouble to themselves or the 
Union. What has become of that high Federal 
spirit which disdained to buy Louisiana ? where 
is it when Canada is mentioned? The Federal- 
ism which desired to conquer Louisiana and 
keep it by force of arms, is changed when Canada 
is the question. "Theoutrageous conduct of Great 
Britain is as much worse than that of Spain, as 
her impressment and plundering were worse than 
the refusal of the right of deposite. For one, lam 
willing to have Canada and Florida, and have 
them you must before many years. The situa- 
tion of Mobile is such as to compel you before 
very long to take possession of it. Canada and 
Florida would rid us of bad neighbors, and make 
us more happy. 

It has been said by a gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. Suerrey) that it was a favor conferred on 
a sailor to be naturalized by England, because 
then he had a right to go on board her vessels; I 
really wish the gentleman would tell me whether 
he ever heard that an American sailor had applied 
for the favor; sad experience has taught him 
that he can get on board some of her vessels with- 
out being naturalized and without his consent. 
If it be a favor to be naturalized there, it is no favor 
here where there is no authority to get him on 
board without his consent. Though we have 
this day for the first time heard it said by the 
gentleman from New York, (Mr. Euorr,) if we 
mean to be a maritime nation, we shall have to 
come to impressment or something like it, I hope 
he is mistaken, and that there never will be an 
authority in this Government to impress the citi- 
zens into its service. I have long expected that 
the navy men would some day or other think and 
talk of impressment, and it has been an objection 
with me tothe buildingofanavy. The difference 
of the situation between an American and Brit- 
ish sailor is beyond all comparison. 

The same gentleman told us, what he had be- 
fore told us, that the Canadians were not fit for 
our Government. From the observation, I suppose 
he meant those who may be called French Cana- 
dians; Ihaveso often heard this asserted of them 
and the Louisianians, that fatigued as I am— 
though I do not believe that the blood of one na- 
tion is better than that of another—I must say, 
that the English was scarcely a second rate Power 
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before William the Conqueror; and that from his 
time they have been a first rate one. 
liberty which that nation has enjoyed, is owing 
to the descendants of the Norman. barons. 

The gentleman also told. us, that the army 
might turn their arms against the country. It is 
possible that this may be done, though I do not 
believe that it will. This is however going on 
the ground, that there is no patriotism in the offi- 
cers or privates. I see men who were in the Revo- 
lutionary army ; I ask them if there was no pa- 
triotism among. them? It was to be found in 
every grade. The Pennsylvania line was once, 
during the war, highly agitated. At that very 
time.they convinced the world that there was 
patriotism in the ranks; they convinced the emis- 
saries who got among it, as well as everybody 
else; and what mightnow be thought strange by 
some people, there was a good many Irish in it. 
They neither thought of turning their arms against 
the country or of joining the enemy ; they wanted 
only the pay which was due them. The New- 
burg letters have been alluded to in the debate. 
Does the conduct of the army at that time fur- 
nish a fact on which to ground an opinion, that 
it would have turned its arms against the coun- 
try it had defended, and the independence it had 
maintained? The case of André proves, that 
it is not necessary for men 1o be rich, to be patri- 
otic; every effort which was made to induce the 
honestand patriotie farmers to let him go, was 
an inducement to them not to let him go. The 
argument that the army might turn their arms 
against the country, is no stronger against the 
present army than it would be against any other, 
and ends in this; that we must never maintain 
our rights by force against foreign nations, because 
the army which maintains them may turn their 
arms against theirown country. Only settle this 
point, that you will not defend your rights by an 
army, and England and France will immedi- 
ately make more free with our people and pro- 
perty than they have done. The officers to this 
army have not been appointed by the same rule, 
by which those for the army of 1798 were. In 
ihe present, men of every political opinion have 
been appointed. In that, no one who was not be- 
lieved to be of the ruling party wasappointed. It 
"would seem from this that there was not thesame 
reason to apprehend danger to the liberties of the 
people from this army as there was from that. It 
was about that time declared in the House of 
Representatives, that no Administration ought 
ever to appoint a man to office who did not agiee 
with it in politics. I then thought the doctrine 
wrong, and think so still. Thisis nota question 
about d standing army in time of peace. No man 
is more opposed to one than I am in time of peace ; 
and whenever it shall come, if I should then have 
aseatin the House, I shall be willing to reduce 
the number to as fewas any other member. But 
we are at war, and that war ought to be car 
ried on by regular soldiers: if you attempt to 
carry it on by militia, and. it should last a few 
years, you will destroy the agriculture of the 
country, and that would be wrong. This war is 
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like everything else which has been done—to be- 
gin it was. wrong,to continue it was wrong, to 
make a bad treaty to get peace will undoubtedly 
be wrong; and can we expect a fair and equal one 
without we are in a situation to enforce our 
rights? We have been told that the Adminis- 
tration ought to insist that Great Britain should 
abandon impressment—insist how ? not on paper, 
because that had been sufficiently tried before the 
war. To insist with effect, must be by force. 
Oaly let a treaty be made, in which the rights of 
the nation shall not be secured, and you will then 
hear a noise about wrongs, The war is not ap- 
proved by the people. There is no fact to prove 
this within my knowledge. The President, un- 
der whose administration it was determined to 
defend our rights by force, has, it is believed, been 
re-elected. After all, I verily believe, had the 
gentlemen been in the majority they would have 
voted for war. I could lay my hand on him 
who is too magnanimous to deny it. 

The gentleman commented very largely on an 
expression used by me some time past respecting 
the patriotism of the people of the Western coun- 
try. I repeat it again, that the patriotism of the 
Western country was never surpassed by Greece 
or Rome in their best days. The gentleman him- 
self did not deny it, in his eloquent argument to 

rove that we ought not to conquer the world. 

here is no danger of our attempting it, if we can- 
not get men or money to maintain the rights of 
the nation. I have no more desire than the gen- 
tleman himself to conquer the world, though Lam 
willing to get elear of a bad neighbor or two, by 
adding Canada and Florida to the United States. 

The gentleman also told us, that as long as we 
remained free, we should be feeble. I never heard 
before that freedom made a people feeble. This 
is the strangest of the strange things which I have 
heard during this debate. [had thought that the 
little freedom which England enjoyed had made 
her a full match for France; that it was the. 
freedom of Holland, Venice, and Genoa, which 
made them able for so many years to maintain and 
defend their rights ;~-the Greeks and the Romans 
were not feeble when free. I had thought that the 
strength of the nation depended in a great meas- 
ure on its freedom, when the governors had en- 
ergy enough to bring its resources into operation, 

He, like many others, told us that England 
would have accommodated. Neither he nor any 
one else has proposed to offer her more than has 
been offered, and which she sarcastically refused. 
It would require a Redheffer to discover: what 
project could have been offered without yielding 
the point in contest. No accommodation couid 
be more agreeable to her than her system of im- 
pressment and plunder. It is out of my power to 
notice more of the gentleman’s observations, 
though I had intended to do it. 

The idea of possessing Canada appears to 
alarm some of the gentlemen as much as the ex- 
pectation that the world would be at an end last 
year did many good people; and the attempt to 
fix French influence on the Administration is 
not better founded than the old tale of the tub 
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plot, and if a serious charge could be made 
against it we should never hear of this. 

If we mean to be respected as a {nation we 
must determine never to relinquish the point we 
are now contending for. Let us imitate the ex- 
ample of our fathers, who determined to be inde- 
pendent, and not to think of peace without it. 
Let us determine not to think of peace until the 
rights of American seamen are secured, and let 
us convince England and France that we can 
be free, united, and maintain ourrights. Icannot, 
sit, finish what I intended to say—I must sit 
down or sink in my place—we must maintain 
ihe rights we are contending for, or the nation 
will sink! 

The Committee then rose and reported the bill. 

The several amendments made in Commit- 
tee of the Whole were agreed to by the House. 


Mr. Fırcu again moved to strike out the 4th 
section, giving the President exclusively the ap- 
pointment of all officers under the rank of field 
officers. 


The question was decided in the negative by 
yeas and nays. For the motion 34, against it 74, 
as follows : 


Yxas—Jlohn Baker, Abijah Bigelow, Harmanus 
Bleecker, Adam Boyd, Elijah Brigham, Epaphroditus 
Champion, Martin Chittenden, Thomas B. Cook, John 
Davenport, jr., William Ely, James Emott, Asa Fitch, 
Edwin Gray, Jacob Hufty, Richard Jackson, jr., Philip 
B. Key, Lyman Law, Joseph Lewis, jun., Archibald 

. McBryde, Jonathan O. Moseley, Timothy Pitkin, jr., 
Elisha R. Potter, John Randolph, William Reed, 
Henry M. Ridgely, William Rodman, Richard Stanford, 
Silas Stow, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Ben- 
jamin Tallmadge, Laban Wheaton, Leonard White, 
and Thomas Wilson. 

Naxs—Willis Alston, jr., William Anderson, Stev- 
enson Archer, Ezekiel Bacon, David Bard, William 
Barnett, Burwell Bassett, William W. Bibb, William 
Blackledge, Robert Brown, William A. Burwell, Wil- 
liam Butler, John C. Calhoun, Francis Carr, Langdon 
Cheves, Matthew Clay, James Cochran, William Craw- 
ford, Roger Davis, John Dawson, Joseph Desha, Sam- 
uel Dinsmoor, Elias Earle, William Findley, James 
Fisk, Meshack Franklin, Thomas Gholson, Isaiah L. 
Green, Felix Grundy, Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, John 
A. Harper, Aylett Hawes, John M. Hyneman, Richard 
M. Johnson, Joseph Kent, William R. King, Abner 
Lacock, Peter Little, William Lowndes, Aaron Lyle, 
George C. Maxwell, Thomas Moore, William McCoy, 
Alexander McKim, Arunah Metcalf, Samuel L. Mit- 
chill, Jeremiah Morrow, Hugh Nelson, Anthony New, 
Thomas Newton, Stephen Ormsby, Israel Pickins, 
James Pleasants, jr., Benjamin Pond, Samuel Ring- 
gold, Thomas R. Robertson, John Rhea, John Roane, 
Jonathan Roberts, Ebenezer Sage, Lemuel Sawyer, 
John Sevier, Adam Seybert, George Smith, John Smith, 
William Strong, John Taliaferro, George M. Troup, 
Charles Turner, jt, Robert Whitehill, David R. Wil- 
liams, William Widgery, and Richard Winn. 

And the bill was then (half past six o'clock) 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, with- 
out a division. 


And on motion, the House adjourned until to- 
morrow. 


WzpNzspAY, January 13. 


Mr. Newron, from the Committee of Com- 
merce and Manufactures, presented a bill to im- 
pose a duty on the importation of iron wire; 
which was read twice, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Friday next. 

Mr. Gnorson, from the Committee of Claims, 
presented a bill for the relief of John Thompson ; 
which was read twice, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Monday next. 

The Speaxer laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
statements of the annual revenue of the United 
States, from the commencement of the Federal 
Government until the 30th of September, 1812, 
with an account of expenditures within the same 
period, made in obedience to a resolution of the 
94th ultimo; which were read. 

The bill from the Senate “ giving further time 
for registering claims to land in the Eastern dis- 
trict of the Territory of Orleans, now State of 
Louisiana,” was read twice, and committed to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. Stow, after observing that it was the pecu- 
liar province of this House to provide the ways 
and means for the support of Government, and 
that in the commencement of an arduous con- 
flict with a powerful nation, it became them to 
lay a secure foundation for its adequate support ; 
offered the following resolution, with a view, to 
its lying on the table: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be instructed to prepare, and lay before this House, 
with all convenient despatch, such bills as may be best 
calculated, in their opinion, for providing, with cer- 
tainty, means commensurate with the national expen- 
diture, and to preserve, unimpaired, instead of abusing 
the public credit, on which the public resources 80 
eminently depend. 

The House having agreed to consider the reso- 
lution— 

Mr. Cueves, after observing that the subject 
of taxation had not been agitated in the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, at the present ses- 
sion, remarked, that he should fail in his duty at 
this time, when a resolution calculated to impair 
the public credit was introduced, if he did not 
couple with it the facts connected with the ways 
and means of the present year. It would be re- 
membered that, previous to the declaration of 
war, the House had passed certain resolutions, 
founded on a detailed report of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, accompanied by a report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. The principle 
of the report was, that a revenue adequate to the 
current expenses of the year, and to defraying the 
interest of the old debt, as well as the new debt 
to be created within that year, ought to be pro- 
vided. This principle, however, on which the 
war was commenced, had been more than at- 
tained without the aid of additional taxes, which 
therefore were not necessary for the year 1813. 
The revenue for the year 1814 must be provided 
for; and this subject might be acted on at the 
present session, or at such session as might be 
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thought expedient by the proper authority. He}. 


had risen, he said, merely to do away the impres- 
sion that the public credit would suffer in the 
year 1813 from the omission to impose ‘taxes. 
His opinion was that the subject could not be too 
soon acted on, although without it the credit of 
the country would be supported. . 

Mr. Srow disclaimed any intention to impair 
the public ‘credit. He had no such view. 

The resolution was ordered to lie on the table. 

MOUNTED RANGERS. 

On motion of. Mr. Jennines, the House, took 
up the resolutions moved by him a day or two 
since; one of which proposed to require the Mili- 

_tary Committee to inquire into the expediency of 

' raising twelve companies of mounted rangers; 
'and the other, to inquire into the proper mode of 
compensating the mounted volunteers who had 
lately gone into service. 

The first of these resolutions being under con- 
sideration— 

Mr. WiLLiAM8 remarked, that the act author- 
izing the raising of seven companies of mounted 
rangers would not expire before the end of the 
next session of Congress. The real question, 
therefore, was, seven having been already pro- 
vided, whether five additional companies were 
necessary for the protection of the Western fron- 

tier? He conceived not; and more especially, 
when, by the bill now on its passage through this 
House, twenty regiments were proposed to be 
raised for precisely the term which was contem- 
plated in the resolution. 

Mr. Jennines said, that he had not been aware 
that the law authorizing the raising seven com- 
panies of mounted volunteers, did not expire 
until the next session. But the gentleman was 
mistaken in supposing the twelve months’ infan- 
try would answer the purpose he had in view. 
Mr. J. described the nature of the service on the 
frontier, the rapidity of motion which was neces- 
‘sary either in advancing or retreating. By the 
‘time Spring arrived, Mr. J. said, the Indians 
would pour in on every quarter of the frontier, 

. and other force was necessary to protect its pop- 
ulation than infantry. 


The first resolution was negatived, as was the 


second. 

The third, respecting the pay of the mounted 
volunteers, was agreed to, amended as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means inquire into the expediency of making 
provision for compensating the militia or volun- 
teers who may have been called out, or whose 
services may have been accepted by the Execu- 
tives of either of the States or Territories of the 
United States. 

ADDITIONAL MILITARY FORCE. 

The bill, in addition to the act passed at the 
last session “ to raise an additional military force? 
—the object of which is to raise twenty regi- 
ments of men for one year, if deemed necessary 
by the President to the public service— was read 
a third time, and the question stated, “Shall the 
bill pass ?? 


Mr. Currs spoke in reply to former remarks 
of Mr. Quincy, in support of the bill. 
‘Mr. Kent.—Mr. Speaker, it is with great re- 


:luctance I rise to trouble the House with any 


remarks of mine, at a time when their patience 
must be so completely exhausted, by the unusual 
length of the debate which has already: taken 
place upon the subject before you. The bill on 
your table proposes to raise an additional military 
force of twenty thousand men, and it has been 
objected to on account of its expense, and the 
consequent danger growing out of it to the lib- 
erties of our country. We are, sir, in a state of 
war; and what is evidently the course which we 
should pursue whilst in that situation? We 
should advocate and support such measures as 
are calculated to bring that war, justly made on 
our part, to a speedy, honorable, and successful 
conclusion. Viewing the bill on your table as a 
measure of that description, I shall give it my 
support, regardless of that additional expense, 
which gentlemen so emphatically dwell upon. 
Nay, sir, it is better to expend the thirty millions 
of dollars (even if that sum was necessary) so 
repeatedly spoken of on the other side of the 
House as the cost of the war for two years, to 
accomplish our object, than to expend the same 
sum in five years, even if we could effect our 
object with equal certainty. 
owever commendable economy may be in 
every other situation of life, in war itis inadmis- 
sible; it loses its character; it becomes parsi- 
mony: you might as well attempt to unite pro- 
fusion and avarice as war and economy. All 
that the utmost prudence can require of you when 
in a state of war, is to make your means ample ; 
lay your plans well; and to the judgment and the 
skill in these particulars only can you look for 
economy or for savings; for the want of an in- 
considerable supply of men or money, a campaign 
might prove disastrous, to recover which would 
require animmense sacrifice of blood and treasure. 
The Army has been represented as dangerous 
to the liberties of the country. At one moment 
we are told that, when it shall be completed, it 
will be unequal to. the conquest of a petty prov- 
ince adjoining us, and not exceeding in popula- 
tion the State of Maryland; the next moment 
we are told that it will endanger the liberties of 
seven millions of freemen, Arguments thus par- 
adoxical need no refutation. Sir, I do not pre- 
tend to have any military experience, and I am 
willing to concede the point to those possessing 
it, that men enlisted for three or five years are 
preferable to those enlisted for one year as pro- 
posed by the bill; yet I feel confident that every 
object will be accomplished by this bill that is 
intended. Itis not proposed to rely solely on an 
army of this description to carry on the war ; you 
have nearly a sufficient military force authorized 
for five years, and you want the men to be raised 
by this bill only as auxiliaries, till the ranks of 
that army can be filled. With these observations 
on the bill before you, I shall proceed to make a 
few remarks upon what has fallen from gentle- 
men on the otherside of the House; in doing 
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"which. I shall endeavor to confine myself to what 
has not been noticed by others, or, if attended to, 
not sufficiently so. 

If I understood an. honorable gentleman from 
Connecticut correctly, who addressed you the 
other day, (Mr. Pirxin,) he said-we were con- 
tending for the employment of. foreigners. We 
contend, sir, for nothing which, as an independ- 
ent nation, we are not entitled. to, and which the 
laws of nations do not guarantee to us. What 
have been the propositions heretofore made by 
our Government to Great Britain upon this sub- 
ject? I find, by a recurrence to the correspond- 
ence of Messrs. Monroe and Pinkney with that 
Government, in 1806, that we nade the following 
propositions, the most material of which were 
omitted yesterday (not intentionally I hope) by 
the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Emorv.) 
Here Mr. K. read the following proposals from 
the public documents of 1807 and 1808. We 
offered— 

1. To afford no refuge or protection to British 
seamen. 

2. To deliver them up if they took refuge 
among us. 

3. 'To make laws for restoring them. 

4. To aid in searching for, seizing, and restor- 
ing them. 

5. To keep them in our prisons when re- 
quested. 

Ed To prohibit our citizens from carrying them 
oil. 

7. To prohibit their employment. 

8. To make penal laws for punishing their em- 
ployers. 

9. 'To make it our duty to restore them. 

10. To extend the foregoing provisions, not 
only to deserters, but to all sea-faring people. 

These propositions went completely to secure 
to Great Britain the services of all her sea-faring 
subjects, except such as were naturalized under 
our laws, which amounted to but few, indeed ; 
thirteen hundred British seamen only having been 
naturalized since the commencement of our Gov- 
ernment, and, in all probability, an equal num- 
ber of our seamen have been naturalized by Great 
Britain during the same period. Yet, to my as- 
tonishment, have I heard it stated, during this 
debate, that our Government had made no seri- 
ous propositions to secure to Great Britain the 
services of her seamen. 

But equitable as these propositions were, they 
were rejected. Notwithstanding, sir, our Gov- 
ernment, anxious in their pursuit after peace, 
have gone still further; they have, through our 
late Chargé d’Affairs in London, (Mr. Russell,) 
proposed to Great Britain to exclude from our 
naval service, as well public as private, all her 
seamen, including those which may hereafter be 
naturalized, and notwithstanding the liberality 
and justice of this proposal, it, like all others. bas 
been made without producing the desired effect. 
And what more, sir, could have been asked of us, 
required, or granted, than is contained in these 
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requisition, we had granted it. When an Ame- 
rican vessel is at sea, it is amenable to no laws 
but those of its own country and the laws of na- 
tions; and where, in either of these, will the ad- 
voeates for impressment find their justification ? 
Sir, had not the practice of impressment been 
treated as a casual, a trivial circumstance, dur- 
ing this debate, I should not have presumed to 
trouble the House with my desultory remarks; 
and my principal object in addressing the House, 
was to ask their attention to a document which 
appears to have been overlooked, and which, if 
necessary, will place the abomination of that prac- 
tice in colors too strong to be mistaken. 

Here Mr. K. read the following extract of a 
letter from the Secretary of State to Mr. Monroe, 
dated January 4, 1804— 

“The whole number of applications made by im-. 
pressed seamen to our Consul in London, between the 
month of June, 1797, and September, 1804, were two. 
thousand and fifty-nine. Of this number, one hun- 
dred and two seamen only were detained as British 
subjects, which is less than one-twentieth of the whole 
number impressed. Eleven hundred and forty-two 
were discharged, or ordered to be so, and eight hun- 
dred and five were detained for further proof, with the 
strongest presumption that the greater part, if not 
the whole, were Americans, or other aliens, whose 
proof of citizenship had been lost or destroyed.” 

It is, then, evident, from this document, that, 
for every British seaman obtained by this violent 
proceeding, a number of Americans, or other ali- 
ens, with whom Great Britain has no right to 
meddle, not less than twenty for one have been 
the victims to it. Sir, have we become so lost to 
the real independence and sovereignty of the 
country, that we are prepared to yield to this de- 
grading, debasing, and humiliating badge of vas- 
salage! 

The Romans, of old, had a practice of making 
the Governors of those countries they conquered 
pass annually beneath their yoke, as a mark of 
submission; but we, doomed to humiliation far 
greater, are made to pass daily, nay, hourly, be- 
neath one much more galling. Some gentlemen 
object to the propositions made by Mr. Russell, 
and assert that he was not authorized. They 
should recollect that Mr. Russell’s letter, contain- 
ing this final offer to the British Government, 
was communicated to this House by the Presi- 
dent, and, had it not met with his concurrence, 
it is presumable he would, in his communication, 
have expressed his disapprobation towards it. 
Nay, a similar offer has been made by the Seere- 
tary of State to Admiral Warren. 

1 know not whether the feelings of shame or 
indignation predominate in my breast, when I 
see gentlemen constantly laboring to place their 
own Government in the wrong; and, in contra- 
diction to the official records of this House, in- 
sist that we are contending for the employment 
of foreigners. 

The language of our Government upon that 
subject, is this, sir: that, if the oppressed and un- 


offers? Nothing more, unless, indeed, they had | fortunate inhabitants of Europe, escaping from 
asked for our independence, and, yielding to the | their tyranny and panting after their long-lost 
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liberty, seek a refuge in. our happy. country, upon 
their compliance with our naturalization laws, 
we are willing to extend to them those blessings 
we enjoy; but should they become dissatisfied 
with the advantages which the interior of the 
‘country afford them, and they think proper to de- 
part from our shores, we say to them, we will not 
risk our' peace for their proteetion beyond our 
territorial limits. So far from our contest with 
‘Gréat Britain being for the employment of her 
subjects, it isa contest for shielding a large and 
valuable portion of our fellow-citizens from Brit- 
ish thraldom, under the lash of which they have 
too long labored ; and who will dare discriminate 
in that protection which is equally due to all, that 

is due to the meanest individual in the commu- 
- nity, and withhold it from a class of men who 
have done honor to the American character, and 
‘covered themselves with glory ? 

What American citizen is so lost to a sense of 
his duty as to abandon the freedom of commerce 
for a pittance of trade, to be held only at the suf- 
ferance of a jealous and implacable foe? Who 
isit that is willing to see one of his fellow-men 
placed in one scale, and balanced with a cent in 
the other? for that is the real contest. War was 
‘declared under circumstances that left us nothing 
to hope for from the justice or magnanimity of 
our enemies, and the abandonment of the high 
ground vauntingly assumed by the Prince Re- 
gent in April last, and reiterated by his Minister 
` here, at the moment when the declaration of war 
was under discussion, can be attributed only to 
AR appre henson of war; for, whatever might 
have been the effects of our restrictive system 
upon them, they never attempted any modifica- 
tion or relaxation of their Orders in Council, 
(which went to regulate our foreign intercourse,) 
until the act laying an embargo, and avowed as 
a preliminary measure to war, reached that 
country. 

We made war, not for dne particular injury, 
but for a long catalogue of wrongs, and until 
there is a final adjustment of the most prominent 
-of those différences, that peace which can be pro- 
cured without it must be precarious, indeed, if 
not dishonorable. The gentleman from Massa- 
-chusetts (Mr. Quincy) said, the other day, “ that, 
‘ whenever propositions for a reconciliation with 
* Great Britain had been made, they had been in- 
* variably preceded or accompanied by some mea- 
* sure calculated to insure their rejection.” I can- 
not account for such an assertion, unless, in the 
Janguage of the poet, I should say: 

“ Trifles, light as air, : 
Are, to the jealous, confirmation strong 
As proofs of holy writ.” 

Was not the arrangement with Mr. Erskine 
proof positive to the contrary? What unfriendly 
measure accompanied that arrangement? None. 
Did not good men of all parties rejoice at it? 
"Was not the restoration of a friendly intercourse 
between the two countries hailed as a national 
blessing from Maine to Orleans? Nay, was there 
not a contest on this floor among gentlemen about 
who should be the first to attest their approbation 


‘of the President’s conduct on that occasion? Yet 
‘the arrangement was rejected on the ground that 


Mr. Erskinie.was not authorized. It was imma- 
terial, sir, whether he was authorized or not, as 
respects the disposition of the Government or the 
people of this country towards Great Britain; if 
he was authorized, the arrangement should have 
been fulfilled; if he was not, all they had to do 
was to authorize him or some other agent; and hdr- 
mony and friendship,so much to be desired, would 
have been instantly restored between the two 
countries. i 

A gentleman from New York (Mr. Emotr} 
observed yesterday, “that we had no cause of war 
when it was declared.” | [n order to refute that 
remark, [ will ask the attention of the House for 
one moment to what were the sentiments of that 
gentleman and his friends at a former period, 
when the differences between this country and 
Great Britain first assumed a seriousaspect. Here 
Mr. K. read the following extract from a memo- 
rial from the town of Boston, similar ones to 
which had been presented from every seaport 
town in the country— 


* While your memorialists have witnessed with 
mingled feelings of indignation towards the perpetra- 
tors, and of commiseration for their unfortunate coun- 
trymen, the insults and barbarities which the com- 
merce of these States have sustained from the cruisers 
of France and Spain, it is their object in the present 
memorial to'confine.their animadversions to the more 
alarming, because more numerous and extensive de- 
tentions and condemnations of American vessels by 
Great Britain, and to advert to the principles recently 
avowed and adopted by her courts relative to neutral 
trade— principles which, if admitted or practised upon 
in all the latitude which may be fairly inferred to be 
intended, would be destructive of the navigation, and. 
radically impair the most lucrative commerce of our 
country." 


Shall I remark to the House, that to this me- 
morial is attached the respectable signature of 
James Lloyd, now a Representative from the 
State of Massachusetts, in the other branch of the 
Legislature? 'The language and sentiments of 
these memorialists were just, and were correctly 
pointed at that time against Great Britain alone, 
and met the approbation of both Houses of Con- 
gress and of the nation. It was, sir, the publica- 
tion of these papers which first attracted the at- 
tention of the American people, and pointed their 
indignation against the Government of Great 
Britain for intolerable aggressions, which, to this 
day, are unatoned for. 

Sir, I should be glad to know in what subse- 
quent act of the British Government the gentle- 
man and his friends found a mitigation of those 
indignant feelings so justly and ably portrayed 
in those memorials; by what subsequent act of 
aggression were they reconciled to those destruc- 
tive “principles adopted by the British courts,?~ 
and spoken of by them with so much abhorrence? 
Were those acts of unrepaired violence converted 
into innocence by the attack on the Chesapeake 
frigate the June following; by the degradation of 
our flag; the murder of our citizens, and the seiz- 
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ure of four of her crew, one of whom they hung, 
another they flogged to death; and, changing the 
scene from tragedy to farce, as a reparation for 
this injury, (for the pittance of a pension offered 
the wounded and the friends of the slain never 
should be taken into consideration,) the other two 
were restored after five years imprisonment ? 
"Was the wrath of the gentleman and his friends 
appeased by her Orders of Council of November, 
1807, less than one year after the date of these 
memorials, by which we were required to send all 
our produce into her ports, there to pay whatever 
duties His Britannic Majesty’s Government might 
think proper to impose upon it, and they would 
then permit us to proceed to a market, upon the 
condition that we would on our return pass again 
through her ports and pay a similar duty on our 
return cargo? : 

Sir, the history of the world does not furnish 
an instance of equal audacity, of equal outrage, 
offered to a free people; and that was the mo- 
ment when we should have arrested the progress 
of her injustice; the whole nation would have 
been with us. But inasmuch as war was not de- 
elared against Great Britain at that time, I re- 
joice at the marked disapprobation of the people 
of my native State towards such an invasion of 
their rights. The momenta cargoarrived, which 
had been contaminated by the payment of such 
a tribute, it was carefully collected and consigned 
to the flames, and their detestation of such an at- 
tack upon the sovereignty of the country con- 
veyed to the skies in ‘‘curling smoke.” 

could proceed, and step from aggression to 
aggression, committed upon us by Great Britain, 
from the date of these memorials until the mo- 
ment war was declared, but I will forbear; the 
inconsistency of the gentleman, and the unsound- 
ness of his remark, is too obvious to require it. 

I am as anxious for peace as any gentleman in 
or out of this House, and would willingly make 
any sacrifice consistent with the honor and inte- 
grity of the country to obtain it; but I know of 
no mode by which you can come at it but by a 
successful application of the bayonet; for every 
overture for a reconciliation before or since the 
declaration of war has been rejected. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
Quincy) appears to think his own Government 
capable of everything treacherous and dishonor- 
able; but considers our enemies incapable of 
any act that is not loyal and honorable. I do 
not envy the feelings or patriotism of any gen- 
tleman that could for a moment permit him to 
make such a comparison. 

Great Britain has had it repeatedly in her 
power to place us in the situation towards her 
enemy, which repeated acts of injustice on her 
part has placed us towards her; but every occa- 
sion has been contemptuously rejected, and if 
she suffers in the conflict in which we are en- 
gaged, the sin will be with her, not with us; and 
if the gentleman from Massachusetts, and those 
who think proper to act with him, would make 
the same exertions to serve their country which 
they make to serve a party, we should be the 


most happy and prosperous people under the sun. 
The gentleman from New York (Mr. Bupeck- 
ER) the other day observed, “that since the de- 
claration of war the constant cry has been that 
all opposition must cease.” I know of no act of 
the Government, sir, or of those connected with 
it, that will bear the gentleman out in such a re- 
mark. Where in this happy country can be 
found one instance of oppression or persecution ? 
And I feel confident that, should the Govern- 
ment err, it will be on the other. side. But I 
would ask that gentleman, when in a state of 
war, forced upon us by the aggressions of a for- 
eign Power, what would be the course pointed 
out by sound discretion and real patriotism? 
The first inquiry would be, has the Government 
been administered agreeably to the Constitution ; 
was war declared by the constituted authorities 
of the country? Being answered unquestiona- 
bly in the affirmative, the proper course to be 
pursued in such a situation then is, to invite har- 
mony and union among the people, to put down 
our common enemy; this being done, if abuses. 
exist in the Government, correct them; if there 
should be corruption in the body politic, cleanse 
it; and I pledge myself to go as far as any.gen- 
tleman in measures thus salutary. 

During this debate, repeated reference has 
been mand to what passed between Messrs. Mon- 
roe and Pinkney, and the British Commission- 
ers, pending their negotiations in England in 
1806; and it has been supposed by some gentle- 
men that some concession was made at that time 
by the British Government relative to impress- 
ment. 

Sir, I positively state that the British Govern- 
ment conceded nothing upon that subject, and 
the practice of the British naval officers, and 
the correspondence of the parties support me in 
this declaration. The British Commissioners in 
their letter to Mr. Canning, dated August 10, 
1810, state that they did not, in what passed be- 
tween them and the American Ministers, * pledge 
‘their Government to abstain in future from the 
‘practice of impressing from American mer- 
‘chant vessels, but did mean to pledge the Brit- 
‘ish Government to make its cruisers observe 
‘the utmost moderation, caution, and forbear- 
“ance in the exercise of that practice.” 

Sir, the treaty was silent upon the subject of 
impressment, and the British Commissioners say, 
“ the treaty was in itself complete and uncondi- 
tional, and subject to no reservation on either 
part, except what was expressed in the note of 
the 30th December,” wherein Great Britain re- 
served the right, notwithstanding the treaty, to. 
chastise us, if we did not resist France in the 
way and manner most agreeable to her. 

Again, sir, the British Commissioners, in their 
note of November 8, to Messrs. Monroe and 
Pinkney, and which contains all the concession, 
if it can be called concession, upon the subject of 
impressment which was made, they remark-“ that 
instructions had been given, and shall be repeated 
and enforced for the observance of the greatest 
caution in the impressing of British seamen from. 
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American merchant vessels.” ‘The treaty made 
with the British Government (and connected 
with the discussions pending its negotiation was 
the promise to be eautious in the exercise of the 
practice of impressment on board American ves- 
sels) was concluded in England on the 27th of 
December, 1806, and delivered to our Govern- 
ment the 15th of March following, and in the 
month of June next, three months only after the 
receipt of the treaty, so cautious and moderate 
were the British officers in the practice of im- 
pressment, that they attacked one of our public 
vessels before alluded to, and impressed four of 
her crew. I mention this, sir, as one instance 
only of the melancholy proof of that “ caution” 
in the practice of impressment, promised by the 
British Commissioners, and which was all the 
concession made by them.to Messrs. Monroe and 
Pinkney relative to impressment, the practice of 
which, when extended to the vessels of the Uni- 
ted States, reduces us to a species of vassalage, 
which we are bound successfully to resist or sink 
in the attempt. 


Mr. RaNporPH rose, apparently laboring un- 
der the effects of a serious indisposition, and ad- 
dressed the Chair. 

I rise (said he) with a heart saddened by the 
disgrace of our common country, and sickened 
by the way in which the business of the State 
has been managed. 

- Of the temper and virulence which have man- 
ifested themselves in this debate, I shall not have 
any oceasion to divest myself in the course of 
the very few remarks which I fear I shall be 
enabled to make, because towards them I have 
no purpose. Indeed, when I look around me, I 
am exceedingly sad ; and I know not now if it 
will be in my power to go on. 

J had intended, if time and health permitted, 
to address to this Assembly some few observa- 
tions, confined principally to the change which 
has taken place in the relations of our country 
since the declaration of war, not only respecting 
that belligerent with whom we are engaged in 
hostilities, but her adversary also. But the course 
that this debate has taken imposes upon mea pain- 
ful duty, which I trust God will give me strength 
to discharge: the duty of reviewing past trans- 
actions in the Government, which, from my 
heart, { would, instead of bringing them up on 
the present occasion, gladly discharge from my 
memory. But self-defence is the first law of 
nature. The merest reptile, the worm itself, 
will turn when trod upon. Nor is the force of 
the blow lessened by its being dealt, as in the 
present case, by the hand—I will not say under 
the garb and circumstances—of Friendship. 

It was my lot, sir, and I may assuredly say my 
misfortune, to take some little share in those 
transactions which brought about a civil revolu- 
tion in the Government of this country. 1 hope 
that I am understood. I feel I shall be under- 
stood, when I speak of this, by all wise and good 
men; and it is with them only that I wish to 


good opinion alone that I am ambitious, if indeed 
ambition dwell anywhere in my heart. 

‘Let me endeavor to recall to recollection the~ 
state of things about the period when I had the 
unhappiness to dedicate myself to political life. 

Through the opposition, bold but just, which 
was made by myself, and those associated with 
me to the measures of that Administration, an 
entire change was effected in the control of the 
Government. One Administration was ejected 
from power, and another took its place. Is it 
necessary for me to descant upon the topies of 
difference which then separated the two great 
parties in the Government? Is it necessary for 
me at this time of day to make a declaration of 
the principles of the Republican party? Is it 
possible that süch a declaration could be deemed 
orthodox when proceeding from lips so. unholy 
as those of an excommunicant from that church? 
It is not necessary. Those principles are on 
record; they are engraved upon it indelibly by 
the press, and will live as long as the art of print- 
ing is suffered to exist. It is not for any man 
at this day to undertake to change them. It is 
not for any man who then professed them, by 
any guise or circumlocution, to conceal apostacy 
from them, for they are there—there in the book. 
What are they? They have been delivered to 
you by my honorable colleague— what are they ? 
Love of peace, hatred. of offensive war; jealousy 
of the State Governments towards the General 
Government, and of the influence of the Execu- 
tive Government over the co-ordinate branches 
of that Government; a dread of standing armies; 
a loathing of public debt, taxes, and excises; 
tenderness for the liberty of the citizen; jealousy, 
Argus-eyed jealousy, of the patronage of the 
President, From these principles what deser- 
tions have we not witnessed? Will you havea 
list of them? I shall not undertake it; but I 
will state to you in one word one of them. Ido 
pronounce, and I challenge any man to prove to 
the contrary, that the vote which was taken last 
evening, to strike out the section of the “Addi- 
tional Ármy Bill? which gives exclusive power 
to the President to appoint all officers of that 
army under the grade of field officers, was the 
test, the touchstone, of Republican and Anti-Re- 
publican principles. And, had that clause been 
in a Military Bill at that day before this House, 
not one of the supporters of the then President of 
the United States would have failed to vote for 
expunging it. Ifyou can bring me a single in- 
stance in which the party then calling itself Re- 
publican did vote for enlarging the patronage of 
the President of the United States—especially 
his military patronage, where it was then brought 
into question—I will give you my life. There 
is no instance of it. I say that the vote taken on 
that question last night is a test of strength of 
parties in this House. 

Principle does not consist in names. Federal- 
ism is a real thing—not a spectre, a shadow, a 
phantom. It is a living addition to the power of 
the General Government, in preference to the 


hold intercourse—to commune. It is of their | power of the States; partiality for the Executive 
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The Commander of that Army was retained 
in his position. I have not leisure, health, or 
strength, to go into the details; gentlemen will 
remember them. Meanwhile, peace with this 
country was negotiated in France by the Com- 
missioners sent by Mr. Adams, and was followed 
up very soon afterwards by the short respite that 
the truce of Amiens gave to European comba- 
tants, wearied rather than satiated with slaugh- 
ter. These events placed this country in the hap- 
piest condition. Of the proceeds of the direct 
and internal taxes voted by the predecessors of 
the administration of Mr. Jefferson, one moiety 
at least came into the Treasury after their dismis- 
sal from office. But these proceeds were not ne- 
cessary to give an overflow of money into the 
Treasury, which we never ceased to have until 
we departed from those principles of government 
and that policy which brought us into power. 
We sailed on for some time in the full tide of suc- 
cessful experiment, unobstructed by squalls or 
adverse gales, if we except only the Yazoo breeze. 
That question was, if I forget not, the first cause 
of a breach between those persons who had a 
direct lead in the Government of the country. 
There were men who did not hesitate, in opposi- 
tion to all the heads of your Departments, to throw 
themselves into the breach at that time attempted 
in the Constitution of the country, to defend it, 
and to defend it with success. It appears, from 
some documents that have lately been laid upon , 
our table, that errors of that day have been per- 
ceived, and that tender consciences which at that 
time revolted, are now entirely reconciled to the 
compromise which was then stamped with the 
reprobation of almost every honest man from 
Georgia to Virginia. There were considerations 
of personal feeling which gave to other parts of 
the Union, and to certain individuals therein, a 
bias on that subject; and 1 should be extremely 
sorry to be considered as passing anything like 
general censure upon the advocates of that meas- 
ure in or out of this House. I refer only, of course, 
to those who were not parties concerned in the 
fraud. : 

At that time, sir, all was prosperity and joy. 
At that time were accumulated in the Treasury 
those surplusses which, in one year, nearly equal- 
led the sum for which, in the present year, the 
revenue is deficient, notwithstanding the loan of 
last year, and to make up which deficiency the 
head of the Treasury has been able to devise no 
other means than a resort to new loans. Yes. sir, 
there were then those surplusses in the Treasury, 
the ghosts of which lingered along its vaults for 
a time after their corporeal bodies departed, and 
were then heard of no more. 

But to proceed. The expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment, during the first four years of the Jeffer- 
son Administration, exclusive of payments on 
account of the public debt, averaged only eight 
millions of dollars a year. In the four last years 
of the Jefferson Administration, those expendi- 
tures were very greatly increased, amounting in 
the year 1808, (the last of the four,) without any 
increase of Army and Navy expenditures, to up- 


power, in distinction to that of the co-ordinate 
Departments of the Government; the support of 
great military and naval force, and of an " ener- 
getic” administration of the Government. That 
is what is called Federalism. Yes, an energetic 
Administration, not in its real, but technical sense; 
for it has a sense as technical as any in our laws. 
That is Federalism. And, when I am opposing 
the course which looks toward the rearing up of 
great Military and Naval Establishments, of an 
extent not only incommensurate with the neces- 
sity but the ability of my country, I care not with 
whom I vote; I will be true to my principles. 
Let any man lay his finger upon a vote in which, 
since I have had the honor (if, indeed, it be an 
honor) of a seat in this House, I have departed 
from those principles, and I will consent that, 
quoad hoc, I am a Federalist. But it will be in 
vain to search for such a vote. 

So strenuous, sir, had been tlie eontest—so hot 
the spirit of rivalship between the two contend- 
ing parties—that, after the Revolution of 1801, 
a curious spectacle was presented to this nation 
and to the world—a spectacle which, I am bold 
to say, never did before make its appearance in 
any Government, and never will appear again. 
It was this: that, as if the character that each 
party had borne when in collision with one ano- 
ther was indelible, the two parties, after power 
was transferred from one to the other, did actu- 
ally maintain the same character which they had 
derived from impressions received during their 
late conflict: and the admiring world saw with 
astonishment the case of an Opposition minority 
attempting to force upon a reluctant Administra- 
tion patronage and power, which that Adminis- 
tration put by, and sternly refused to accept. Yes, 
sir; for a time, so completely had the Republi- 
cans been imbued with the principles which they 
professed whilst in a minority, that, after becom- 
ing the majority, the Federalists pressed on their 
old adversaries power and patronage, to which 
they absolutely opposed themselves, repelling for 
a season every project of the kind. Is it neces- 
sary for me to allude to the reduction of the Army 
—to say by whom it was made? Sir, the prop- 
osition for it was originally made by the person- 
age now addressing you; it came from what was 
then considered the Governmental side of the 
House. And by whom was it opposed? By gen- 
tlemen who had so long fought under the banners 
of a Government of “energy,” that they were not 
content to submit to the diminution of its patron- 
age or its power, even in the hands of their polit- 
ical opponents. I speak of facts. Sucha case 
will never occur again. Nay, indeed, in a little 
time, the sweets of power had their effect on one 
side of the House, as the frowns of adversity had 
upon the other; and, after a while, the court and 
country parties as easily changed sides as right 
and left. do when a man turns upon his heel. 

Yes, sir, the tone of this House was soon chang- 
ed. We succeeded, however, in the reduction 
of the Army; but I will trust to the recollec- 
tion of gentlemen, upon all sides of the House, by 
what instrumentality this change was effected. 
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wards of sixteen millions of dollars—rivalling 
the expenditures of any one year of Mr. Adams’s 
war, and amounting to one-half as much as was 
expended by the Father of his Country in his 
eight years of the Presidency, during which he 
was called upon-toestablish publie credit, to main- 
tain a bloody Indian war, and to lay the founda- 
tion of that character of integrity which the Gov- 
ernment has so long sustained abroad, notwith- 
standing the’ misconduct of its rulers. Yes, sir, 
it is a curious but notorious fact, that in 1808 and 
1809—and I speak of 1809, for. although the pres- 
ent incumbent came into office on the third of 
March of that year, expenses were incurred and 
voted in his predecessor’s time—the expenditures 
of the Government outraged all belief when com- 
pared with the objects on which they were lav- 
ished. And here, Mr. Chairman, let me put it to. 
you, and tothe gentleman on my right, if it be 
within the compass of any man's powers to de- 
tract more from the merit of an administration of 
the Government of the United States in man- 
aging at least one branch of the revenue than has 
been done by that honorable gentleman? What 
has he said? I will not repeat his words; to do 
so would be odious, invidious; but I well know, 
if what he did say had come from the other side 
of the House, it would have been set down to the 
rancor of party spirit; to personal spleen; or to 
want of respect for the White house, or the Red 
house, or some other house. What has become 
of that vast amount of money? No man knows; 
and, to the best of my knowledge and belief, so 
help me God, no man will ever know. 

I find, as I anticipated, a difficulty in dragging 

„along my miserable body, and my feeble mind in 
this diseussion ; a difficulty not less, perhaps, than 
that of dragging along with me the attention of 
members of this House; I ask its patience, its 
pardon, and its pity. 

But to continue. In this prosperous state of 
our eountry, the war in Europe was renewed, or 
about to be renewed. The Government of the 
United States would naturally, from the situation 
of affairs in that quarter of the world, experience 
a temporary diminution in its revenue, which it 
need not feel or regard, because it had been ena- 
bled to make that noble provision for a sinking 
fund, for lessening the national debt, for paying 
off the mortgages on the estate of every mau in 
the country and of those who are unborn. It had 
made that noble provision, which was attempted 
to be diverted to the necessities created by the 
policy of the last four years of Jefferson’s Admin- 
istration, and the actual diversion of which, I 
believe, was the first act of this Administration. 
it had made that appropriation of eight millions 
of dollars for a sinking fund, not to be touched 
for any other purpose, and which, at the time of 
the appropriation, no man dared to believe would 

4 be gambled away. 

The war in Europe brought to this country, 
among other birds of passage, a ravenous flock of 
neutralized carriers, which interposed the flag of 
neutrality, not only between the property, but 
even between the persons of the two belligerent 


Powers; and it was their clamor principally, aided 
by the representations of those of our merchants 
who saw and wished to participate in the gains 
of such a commerce, that the first step was taken 
in that policy of restriction, which it was then 
foreseen would lead to the disastrous condition in 
which we now find ourselves. Yes, it was then 
foreseen and foretold. What was then prophe- 
sied is now history. It is'so. “ You,” said the 
prophet, “are -prospering beyond all human ex- 
ample. You, favorites of Almighty God, while 
all the rest of the world are scourged, and rav- 
aged, and desolated by war, are about to enter 
into a policy called preventive of war; a poliey 
which comes into this House in thé garb of peace, 

but which must end in war.” And in war it has 
ended. Yes, sir, we have been tortured, fretted, 
goaded, until at last, like some poor man driven 

from his family by discord at home, who says to 

himself, “anything, even exile, is better than 

this? we have said that we will take war; we 

will take anything for a change. And when war 

came, what said the people? They said, *any- 

thing for a change!" 

At that time circumstances occurred, and I 
hope the House will pardon me for alluding to 
them. It is absolutely necessary that [ should 
do so. They have been spoken of by others be- 
fore me; they were at the time, and have been 
since detailed in the most solemn manner on the 
floor of this body. A denial of them has been 
challenged and never received. At that time, I 
repeat, circumstances occurred, which made it 
my duty to oppose the projects of the Executive 
Government of this country in its relations with 
foreign Powers. ; 

At that time nothing that the Spanish Govern- 
ment could do, not even the invasion of our own 
territory, not even the capture and carrying off, 
not from our decks, but our soil, a portion of our 
citizens, could rouse this House to a spirit which 
would, in my judgment, have comported not only 
with its honor, but was absolutely indispensable 
to its dignity. We were wanting in the asser- 
tion of the rights of our own country over its soil 
and jurisdiction, by which assertion, then, we 
might have averted the calamities which have 
since befallen us; but a project for that purpose, 
recommended by the committee to whom that 
subject was referred, did not meet the approbation 
of the House. And from that day and date, the 
black cloud has thickened over us; has become 
more and more dense. From that day and date, 
have we departed from those counsels—in my 
humble judgment, at least—from those princi- 
ples, adherence to which had induced the people 
of the United States to clothe us with their 
power and confidence. _ 

What have we done since? From that day, 
with a short interruption, the policy of this Gov- 
ernment has actually subserved, as far as it could, 
the purposes of France. Ispeak of facts; of facts 
susceptible of proof, which may be felt, seen, 
touched, heard, and understood by all except those 
too indolent to examine them, or too ignorant for 
the light of truth to have any effect upon their 
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of one of its first decrees. It was in consequence 
of the more recent decrees of France, and not of 
the British Orders in Council, that the embargo 
was recommended and laid. And yet, in the dis- 
cussion which came off on that measure, it was 
represented as à weapon against England, which 
would be more efficient than any war, and must 
bring her to our feet: it would give effect to the 
object, which Bonaparte had in view, of destroy- 
ing her by consumption, by cutting her off from 
the commerce of the world. Although I state 
these faets, I know that it may be proven—and I 
am sorry that it can—by reference to the Jour- 
nals of this House, and by a report, too, of an hon- 
orable and respectable committee of this House, 
that the embargo was designed to obviate the 
effects of the Orders in Council. 

But, sir, it is indisputably true, that there was 
no mention in the embargo Message of those 
Orders in Council—no allusion to them in debate 
upon it—no knowledge of them at the time that 
the embargo law was passed, that can be proven 
by any document whatsoever entitled to the least 
respect; and I will even go so far as to allow as 
evidence the authority of any newspaper. The 
members of that committee had heard so much of 
the Orders in Council, and the effect that it was 
pretended that the embargo would have upon 
them, that in their report, speaking of them, they 
absolutely transposed cause and effect. It is un- 
fortunate that it should be so; but it is neverthe- 
less true. Events subsequent to the period to 
which I have now brought myself have been de- 
tailed in this debate in a manner so clear, so lucid, 
so convincing, by two honorable gentlemen from 
New York, that there is no need of my repeating 
the narative: but I must be permitted to say that 
the statement made yesterday by a gentleman 
from New York, (Mr. Emorr,) will be refuted 
when Euclid shall come to be considered a shal- 
low sophist, and not before. My honorable friend 
from the same State, who spoke a few days ago, 
called upon gentlemen to handle that part of the ` 
subject—the revocation of the Berlin and Milan 
deerees, and the inveiglement thereby of this 
country into a war with England—in a manner 
more able than, he was pleased to say, he himself 
had done it. The attempt to do this would, in- 
deed, be to gild refined gold, to paint the lily, to 
add to the perfume of the violet—in all cases a 
most ridiculous and wasteful excess. And yet, 
sir, the situation in which I unhappily stand, and 
in which it was my lot to stand at the conclusion 
of the last session of Congress, compels me to say 
a word on this subject. You will remember, sir, 
that it was my misfortune, during the first session 
of this Congress, to oppose the attempt to impress 
upon this House and the nation certain most pre- 
posterous, absurd, and false propositions ; for the 
temerity of which effort I came under the cen- 
sure—implied, at least, if not to say direct—of 
this honorable body. "The contrary propositions, 
which I undo to maintain, were, first, that 
the Berlin and Milan decrees were not repealed 
on the first of November, 1810, and that the only 
evidence of any such repeal, up to that date, was 


understandings. I say, sir, that the policy of this 
Government has, from that time, subserved the 
purposes of France, And how do I prove it? 
Why, sir, by way of meeting the French decrees, 
which prohibit to us all intercourse with Great 
Britain, we cut off the intercourse between us 
and the whole world. We virtually held out to 
our great commercial cities—to Boston, New 
York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, and Charleston— 
the same language as Bonaparte had held to his 
own cities: “I know that you are suffering, and 
‘unhappy; that the grass is growing in your 
‘ streets; that the ships at your wharves are rot- 
* ing, until they are fit only for fuel; that your 
* trade is dwindling to nothing ; but what is all that 
‘to my Continental system? What are a few 
‘ seaport towns—enterprising, wealthy, and pros- 
* perous, as indeed they are—what are they, com- 
‘pared to my Continental system?” And, sir, 
what was our “restrictive” system? Similar in 
point of effect—certainly cotemporaneous in point 
of time—to Bonaparte’s “Continental system.” 
Sir, it isa matter susceptible of demonstration, if 
I possessed the physical power to go through with 
it, that the system recommended by the then Pre- 
sident of the United States, of laying an embar- 
go on all ships and vessels in our ports, for the 
purpose of “keeping in safety these essential re- 
sources,” took place in consequence of a commu- 
nication from our Minister in Paris to this Gov- 
ernment, transmitting certain correspondence of 
his with the French Government. And although, 
in his Message.to both Houses of Congress, rec- 
ommending the measure, the President does use 
the term “ belligerent Powers,” I do attest the fact, 
and I call upon other gentlemen, who know it, to 
attest it also, that, while the Message purposely 
referred to both “ belligerents,” not one scrip of 
manuscript relating to the other “ belligerent” 
accompanied that Message; nor was there any- 
thing contained in that Message relating to that 
“ belligerent,” but a scrap from an English paper, 
about the size of a square of its columns, contain- 
ing some speculations of a London editor; and I 
say that there did not exist in this House, nor in 
this nation—if there did, let the evidence be pro- 
duced—any knowledge of the existence of the 
Orders in Couneil, whieh have been put forward 
as justifying the embargo. If their existence had 
been known at the time, would the President in 
his Message recommending an embargo have 
failed to notice the fact? Would he not have 
used it as one of the strongest inducements to the 
adoption of this system? Would those * orders? 
not have been published in the National Intelli- 
gencer, which is considered—and certainly not 
without cause, in view of certain things which 
we have lately seen in it—to be the Court paper? 
Produce the National Intelligencer of that date; 
there is not one syllable to be found in it concern- 
ing the Orders in Council. No, sir; in his Mes- 
sage on the occasion referred to, the President did 
not produce any acts of the “ belligerents? refer- 
red to, but only the correspondence between Gen- 
eral Armstrong, our Minister at Paris, and that 
Government, on the subject of the construction 
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the President's Proclamation of.the second of 
that month ; and secondly, that the British Or- 
ders in Council did, in point of fact, establish no 
serious insurmountable obstacle. to negotiation 
between that Government and the United States. 
Why, sir, I shall not here go into any argument 
on this point ; if I had theability, I have not the 
will; and, if I had the will, I have not the abil- 
ity. Nor can it be necessary, when the Emperor 
of France himself comes into court, and cannot 
reject his own authority, as borne in his own 
laws. Yes, sir, he did come forth, and, in his an- 
tedated decree of the 28th of April, 1811—though 
it unquestionably. ought to bear date full twelve 
months later—does, in the most offensive of all 
possible ways, establish the fact, not only that 
the Berlin and Milan decrees were not repealed 
(as all the world knew except the President of 
the United States) on the first of November, 
1810, but that they were in his mind when he 
issued his decree, dated 28th April, 1811. They 
were repealed, finally, in consequence—of what? 
Of your doing that which for years he had been 
attempting, by menace and blandishment, to in- 
duce you to do—that is to say, embark in war 
with England, taking sides with France, * caus- 
ing," as the phrase was, “ our flag to be respect- 
ed:” And this, too, after your having posted up 
in the ledger of. this House that war with one of 
the “ belligerents” was equivalent to submission 
to the other! 

My other proposition was, that the Orders in 
Council constituted no insurmountable obstacle 
to negotiation between this country and Great 
Britain. And what was the fact in regard to 
them? Why, that almost at the time that this 
position was taken on this floor—a few weeks 
only thereafter—the Orders in Council were re- 
pealed. 

I put it to you, sir, and to the great mass of the 
people of this country—to the lionest, laborious, 
unsuspecting, kind-hearted, confiding, generous, 
and just people—had the fact been known that 
the French decrees were not repealed, and that 
the Orders in Council were repealed, whether any 
man, in any station, would have had the con- 
fidence to propose a declaration of war against 
England, taking part against her, and siding with 
France in the conflict in which those nations are 
engaged ? 

And, whilst I am upon this subject, permit me 
to say, suppose the proposition which was re- 
peatedly made—in more than one instance by the 
person who is now addressing you, and supported 
with the greatest ability by gentlemen on the 
other side of the House—to postpone our decla- 
ration of war against Great Britain until the au- 
tumn, when we might be in some state of prepa- 
ration and readiness for it—had succeeded, what 
would have been theconsequence?  Atthis time 
we should have been at peace; we should have 
been lying secure in that snug safe haven of neu- 
trality, in which the good sense of the greatest 
and best men of this country have always at- 
tempted to moor the publie ship. Now, where 
are. we? And shall this war be called a pop- 


ular war; a war of the peoplé; a war called 
for by the publie voice, into which this coun- 
try has been plunged, not more by the agency: 
of the friends of Government than of its ene- 
mies, in the hope of the latter that this Admin- 
istration would sink and founder in it, and they 
rise to power thereupon? Is it possible that. 
that can be deemed a war of the people, a popu- 
lar war, which has enabled a gentleman known 

to be of the most respectable connexions, and pos- 

sessed, I believe, of considerable talent—but who, 

put in competition with the veteran politician 

now at the helm of Government, is but a boy in 

polities—a person whose pretensions are so ex- 

tremely inferior, to rival the present Chief Magis- 

trate in the confidence of the people, aad for a 

time, as you know, make him tremble for his re- 

election ? It is, however, some consolation to 

reflect that, in all free Governments, the public 

voice will sooner or later be heard upon all their 

measures, and in condemnation of those which 

the opinion of that public detests and execrates. 

This is a great law of polities; it is to the politi- 

cal what gravitation is to the physical world; 

it cannot be counteracted. Statesmen know it, 

feel it; they do not reason to it, but from it; they 

never lose sight of it, but are guided by it in all 

their measures, And those of us who live to see 

the next Congress, will live to see the effects of 

that law in this House. 

Sir, we have passed so many laws, we have had 
so many objects for enticing the belligerents on 
the one hand and coercing them on the other, and 
enticing and coercing them together, that I feel 
some little difficulty, in the present state of my 
brain, in referring to them by title or date; but 
it is the law passed on this subject, in conse- 
quence of which the celebrated letter of the 1st 
of August of the Duc de Cadore was written, to 
which T desire most particularly to refer. If, 
after the proclamation of the President of the 
United States of the ist of November thereafter, ` 
issued in consequence of that letter, revoking so 
much of our non-intercourse law as related to 
France, an unbroken warfare being kept up by 
France on our commerce—a fact as notorious as 
the existence of any fact in nature—was it not 
good cause for reinstating the law in relation to 
France, and putting her on her ancient ground ? 
Then I would be glad to know, for one, whether 
our continuing at war with England was any bet- 
ter cause for keeping up the interdiction in rela- 
tion to her, after she had revoked her Orders in 
Council? In other words, it being admitted by 
gentlemen on one side, as it has been contended 
by gentlemen on the other, that the revocation of 
the Orders in Council by Great Britain was such 
a one as did satisfy the terms of the non-inter- 
course act, what was the reason that the, procla- 
mation required by our law jn such ease did not 
issue? Why, sir, the state of war between the 
United States and Great Britain being offensive 
on our part—being of our own making—was held 
to be a cause why we cannot execute our law as 
relates to her. Now, whilst the continued war 
upon us by France, by seizures of our merchant 
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vessels and their cargoes, is not considered an ob- 
stacle to its execution in regard to her, is it not 
as clear as the noon-day sun, that if the making 
of wat by France on the United States did not 
constitute any good cause for withholding the 
revocation as to her, when she professed to have 
repealed her Berlin and Milan decrees, there was 
no reason why it should not have been extended to 
Great Britain also, when she actually repealed 
her Orders in Council? 

I am extremely at a loss to say whether my 
judgment, my memory, my imagination, or my 
command of words, fit me for the expression of 
the few scattered ideas I have on this subject; I 
fear that they may fail me. But I believe it will 
be conceded, on all hands, that if, after the revo- 
cation of the British Orders in Council, the Pres- 
ident of the United States had, as he honorably 
might have done, made that repeal the basis of 
negotiation with Great Britain, there is not a man 
in this country—certaioly there is none among 
his admirers and adherents—who would not have 
hailed him as the restorer of the peace and pros- 
perity of the country, which had been so idly 
(1 had almost said so wickedly) disturbed. But, 
regardless of every consequence, we went into war 
with England as an inconsiderate couple go into 
matrimony, without considering whether they 
have the means of sustaining their own existence, 
much less that of any unfortunate progeny that 
should happen to be born of them. The sacrifice 
was made. The blood of Christians enjoying the 
privileges of jury trial, of the writ of habeas cor- 
pus, of the freedom of conscience, of the blessings 
of civil liberty, citizens of the last Republic that 
ambition has left upon the face of a desolate earth 
—the blood of such a people was poured out as an 
atonement to the Moloch of France. The Jug- 
gernaut of India is said to smile when it sees the 
blood flow from the human sacrifice which its wor- 
ship exacts: the Emperor of France might now 
smile upon us. But no, sir, our miserable offer- 
ing is spurned. The French monarch turns his 
nose and hiseyes another way. He snuffs on the 
plains of Moscow a thousand hecatombs, waiting 
to be sacrificed on the shrine of hisambition ; and 
the city of the Czars, the largest in the world, is 
to be at once the altar and the fire of sacrifice to 
his miserableambition. And whatinjury has the 
Emperor of Russia done to him? For what was 
he contending? For national existence; for a 
bare existence; for himself and the people who 
are subject to his sway. And what, sir, are you 
doing? Virtually fighting the battles of his foes; 
surrendering yourself to the views of his adver- 
sary, without a plea—without anything to justify 
your becoming the victims of his blasting am- 
bition. 

Yes, sir, after having for years attempted to 
drive us by menace into war with England, when 
he has seen us fairly embarked in it, and the cham- 
pions of human rights bleeding in his cause, the 
Ruler of France has turned with contempt from 
your reclamations; he has left your Minister, 
Who was charged with those reclamations, to fol- 
low him ia his Russian campaign, to whip up his 


jaded Pegassus, and, travelling at his heels, to 
overtake him if he can. 

For these injuries and insults what atonement 
has been made? What satisfaction has been re- 
ceived for your plundered property? And what is 
the relation in which you stand to France? At 
this moment, when it is well known that itwould 
not require one additional man in the Army or 
Navy to make good, in the eye of nations, your 
character as an independent and high-spirited 
people, you are prostrate at the feet of your's and 
the world's Undoer. Is thereanything yet want- 
ing to fill up the full measure of injustice you 
have sustained? Gentlemen on all sides are ob- 
liged to admit that the provocation which we 
have received from France is ample; that thecup 
of it is overflowing. And yet, what is our situa- 
tion in relation to that destroyer of mankind— 
him who, devising death to all that live, sits like 
a cormorant on the tree of life; who cannot be 
glutted, nor tired, with human carnage; the im- 
personation of death; himself an incarnate death ? 

All this, I say, does prove—and if it does not 
I call on gentlemen to disprove the fact—that 
there is a difference in the standard by which we 
measure French aggressions and the aggressions 
of any other people under the sun. When Spain 
was the ally of France she was—what? She was 
secure from our indignation. There was not a 
murderer, a barbarian, in all our Western wilder- 
ness that was not safe under the Spanish cloak. 
For why? Because the King of Spain, such as 
he was—for he wore only the semblance of a 
crown—was in alliance with France; and he 
must not be touched. 

But what has Revolutionary Spain done? 
What offence has she committed against France? 
That she is not only helpless, destitute of re- 
sources, unable to return a blow, but, above all, is 
coveted by France, are considerations which can- 
not justify, on the part of France, conduct to- 
watds her more infamous than that of the Eng- 
lish at Copenhagen—conduct cowardly as it is 
unprincipled. But, sir, I forewarn gentlemen of 
the Southern country—I do beseech them, with a 
sincerity which no man can have a right to ques- 
tion—to beware how they transfer the theatre of 
war from the rocks and snows of Canada to the 
sand-hills, the rice-fields, the tobacco plantations 
of the Southern States. For them to think of 
voluntarily consenting to make that region the 
theatre of the war would compel me to believe 
that they are on the verge of that madness which 
precedes the destruction of all doomed by Heaven 
to perish. 

Sir, E have just touched, with trembling and 
faltering hand, some of the preliminary observa- 
tions which I had intended, at some time or other, 
to make, into which I have now been prematurely 
forced to enter, not more unexpectedly than un- 
avoidably, by the strange turn which this debate 
has taken. 

There are two other points—for, in respect to 
the Orders of Council, I shall not say a word 
about them—upon which I am very anxious to 
offer myself to your attention: the one the cele- 
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brated point of impressment, which, though it 
has been very ably handled, is not yet exhausted: 
the other the Indian war on our Western border. 
And I also wish to say something on the subject 
of negotiation. In the midst of a war with one 
of the greatest Powers of Europe, why should the 
gleam of the tomahawk. and the scalping-knife, 
the cries of massacred women and children reach- 
ing our .ears—why should. these fright us from 
our propriety 2. Why, we are told the Indians of 
the West have been stirred up to war. with us by 
British agents. But what is the fact? That we 
have no Indian war but a war of our own seek- 
ing, as I have already, in the course of this ses- 
sion, read to you certain proofs; and I will now 
give you another. It is this: It is agreed on all 
hands—no man has attempted to dispute it—that, 
in the affair of the battle of Tippecanoe, the com- 
mander and the officers distinguished themselves 
by the greatest gallantry. How has it happened, 
then, that while we have been freely voting 
medals to those gallant officers of our navy who 
have distinguished themselves on the ocean—and 
I hope we shall vote them something more sub- 
stantial—not a whisper has been heard in relation 
to those who have been engaged in this expedi- 
tion against the Indians? The subject. has not 
been even inquired into. 

Do we know, at this moment, as a Legislature, 
the causes of that disastrous business—I call it so 
from its consequences—or by whose authority 
this war was made? Or, is it come to this: that 
Governors of our Territories are to consider them- 
selves as'so many Hastings and Wellesleys of our 
country, and that, while they do not involve us 
in war with Christians like themselves, they may 
go to any extent in exterminating the Red Bar- 
barians here as in the East Indies Governors and 
Proconsuls of the British Government do there 
in regard to uncivilized Powers of that quarter of 
the globe? Is it discovered that our Territorial 
Governors may at pleasure invade tbe territory 
of other nations—for, inconsiderable and con- 
temptible though they be, the Indian tribes are 
nations—in like manner that the British author- 
ities make war upon those nations of the East? 
Yes, sir, not only is this a war of our own seek- 
ing—not only we had it in our power to keep the 
peace—but in the country which was the scene 
of the battle, and in the adjacent country, it was 
the most popular war ever waged. The frontier 
people. of. this country have been in the habit of 
driving the heathen before them; and to them 
the chase of the deer, the elk, and the antelope, is 
not so grateful as that of the red men they hunt. 
I believe that it is the cause of serious regret to 
inany of the people of the West that there is now 
no longer any motive to drive them from their 
lands. As to the Red Men, the Big-Knives have, 
without any foreign prompting or instigation, 
driven them off from a country more extensive 
than that over which the Emperor of France 
wields his sceptre. So I put aside this item of 
Indiaa war altogether as a matter of account in 
the list of our grievances against the British Gov- 
ernment. There is not a shadow of foundation 


for believing that these Indians were or could 
have been instigated to take up the hatchet against 
us until hostile arms had been takén up against . 
them. When driven to the wall they must fight 
or die—thelast alternative left to them—for which 
nobody can blame them. l 

It was, sir,a saying of one of the best men who 
ever wrote, in correspondence with a friend, that 
he had not time to writea shorter letter; and I can 
truly say that [ have not time to deliver a shorter 
speech. I know that this question will be taken 
to-day, for I have been so admonished; and my 
own very severe and sudden indisposition, which 
I am almost ashamed to name, will compel me 
to detain your attention much longer than under. 
other circumstances would have been the case. 

A word, now, on the subject of impressment. 
Our foreign trade had grown beyond the capacity 
of either our tonnage or seamen to manage. 
Our mercantile marine was an infant Hercules ; 
but it was overloaded beyond its strength: the 
crop was too abundant to be gathered by our 
hands alone. The consequence was, and a natu- 
ral one too, that not only the capitalists flocked 
into our country from abroad to share in our 
growing commerce, but the policy also of our 
Government was adapted to it, and a law was 
passed to enable us to avail ourselves of the ser- 
vices of British seamen and seamen of other coun- 
tries. And,in doing this, we availed ourselves 
of the pretext—which, as long as the countries to 
which they belonged winked at it, was fair for us 
to use—of taking these British seamen for Amer- 
icans. It was in 1796 that commenced the act, to 
which reference has been made, and that system 
of “ protections,” as they were called, the very 
mention of which, at this day, causes a burst of 
honest indignation in the breast of citizens whose 
situation enables them to ascertain their true 
character. If these “protections,” so termed, 
have not been forged all over Europe, it is 
only for the reason that the notes of a cer- 
tain bank of which I have heard have not been 
forged, viz: that, the bank being broke, its notes 
were so worthless that people would not even 
stealthem. The “ protections” are attainable by 
everybody; by men of all ages, countries, and 
descriptions. They are a mere farce. The issu- 
ing of them has gone far to disgrace the charac- 
ter of the country, and has brought into question 
and jeopardy the rights of real American citi- 
zens. This question of impressment, delicate as 
it has been said to be—difficult as in one view it 
certainly is—is, of all others, in my judgment, 
the most compact. With the gentleman from 
New York, I will say that the tide of emigration 
has brought tothe shores of our country many 
most valuable characters; some of them persons 
with whom I have the honor of being in habits, 
not only of intimacy, but friendship. I believe 
there does not exist one man of this description, 
who comes bona fide to this country to settle 
himself and children here, that would require 
you to go to war on his account. And, sir, I be- 
lieve that the belligerent position itself in which 
you now find yourself will relieve you in a great 
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degree of this evil, for many séamen who have 
so long, by virtue of these “ protections,” passed 
themselves off for American, will find it to be 
very convenient to be Portuguese or Swedish 
seamen, or seamen of some other State than the 
United States—some State that is not at war 
with England. Sir, there is a wide difference 
between the character of American seamen and 
seamen of every other country on earth. The 
American seaman has a home on the land, a 
domicil, a wife and children, to whom he is at- 
tached, to whom he is in the habit of returning 
after his voyages ; with whom he spends, some- 
times, a long vacation from the toils of maritime 
life. It is not so with the seamen of other coun- 
tries. For the protection of men of the first de- 
scription, I am disposed, if necessary, to use the 
force of the country, but for no other. I know, in- 
deed, that some gentlemen who have spoken much 
on the subject of the principle of impressment, will 
tell you that the right to take from a neutral ves- 
sel one seaman, if carried to its extent, involves 
a right to take any, or all seamen. Why, sir, in 
like manner it might be argued that the taking 
illegally of one vessel at sea involves the right to 
take every vessel. And yet, sir, who ever heard 
of two nations going to war about a single case 
of capture, though admitted not to be justified by 
the laws? Such a case never didand never will 
occur. 

Of one thing we are certain: it rests upon no 
doubtful ground: that Great Britain, rather than 
surrender the right of impressing her own sea- 
men, will nail her colors to the mast, and go down 
with them. And she is right, because, when she 
does surrender it,she is Sampson shorn of his 
strength: the sinews of her power are cut. I say 
this openly in the House of Representatives ; and 
Tam not communicating to the enemy a secret 
of any value, because she has herself told us that 
she can never surrender it. She has told us so, 
not when she stood in the relation of an enemy 
toward us, but in the friendly intercourse of the 
British Ministry with our late Commissioners at 
London. Turn to the book: I wish the honor- 
able gentleman, if he has it, would for a moment 
let me have the use of it, You are told in that 
book that every effort was made by the American 
Commissioners to effect a relaxation of this right; 
that the British Ministry evinced the sincerest 
desire to give satisfaction to them on this point: 
but what? The Admiralty was consulted ; they 
waked up out of their slumbers the Civilians at 
Doctors Commons to deliberate upon it; and 
they eame to the conclusion that the Government 
of Great Britain could not give up that right. 
Messrs. Monroe and Pinkney, the Commissioners 
of the United States to negotiate a treaty with 
the Government of Great Britain, in their cor- 
Tespondence with their own Government, give 
this fact to excuse themselves for failing to ac- 
complish their object, and to prove that every- 
thing had been done that could be on their part, 
and everything conceded on the other side that 
the most friendly disposition could warrant— 
and here Ido not speak of masked friendship, 


but of real friendship. Although everything pos- 
‘sible had been done, this right of impressment of 
her own seamen was a Sine qua mon on the part 
of Great Britain—one which would not, could 
not,must not, be surrendered. And, sir, if this 
question of the right of impressment was one on 
which we were to go to war with Great Britain, 
we ought to have gone to war then; because we 
were then told by the highest authority in that 
Government that this was a peint which never 
would be given up. 

I find, sir, that I cannot trust my broken voiee 
to read the book, now that it is in my hand, but 
must rely upon my recollection for facts. 

Now, this question lies as I have said, ina 
very small compass. The right of Great Britain 
to take her own seamen from your merchant ves- 
sels, (if it be aright,) is one which she has ex- 
ercised ever since you were a People, wherever 
occasions for its exercise have occurred. Will 
you not only go to war, but wage a bellum ud 
anternecinum for it? Will you wage an endless 
war of extermination for this right, which, you 
have known for two and twenty years of your 
national existence, she will not relinquish? A 
gentleman from 'l'ennessee, of whose capacity 
few men have more respectful opinion than my- 
self, has quoted the diplomatic correspondence as 
far back as 1792, to show what General Wasu- 
INGTON'S opinions were on this question of im- 
pressment, and this opinion of the Father of his 
Country is now held up to the people of the Uni- 
ted States for the purpose of enlisting their pre- 
judices in the conviction that, by involving the 
country in warfare, we are at this moment tread- 
ing in the footsteps of that great man, and acting 
upon hís principles. Nothing can be more un- 
true. To say that the Treaty of Louisiana was 
negotiated two years after the letter of instruc- 
tion quoted from the WasuiuaToN Administra- 
tion, and that that treaty contained no provision 
on this point, is a reply in full to this course of 
argument. But what does the correspondence 
referred to prove? "What every treaty, what 
every negotiation, has proven: that England 
would not give up this point, although she made 
offers for guarding against abuse—offers more 
favorable to us than ours to her. And yet the 
Administration of this Government have had 
the hardihood or the folly to plunge the nation 
into a war for it—for a point on which General 
Washington, Mr. Adams, and Mr. Jefferson, men 
differing from each other as much as may be in 
every aspect, had been content tonegotiate, rather 
than go to war for its assertion. 

What was the offer made to our Government 
by the British Ministry ? If I do not forget, their 
offer was that they would not impress American 
seamen if our Government would not employ 
British seamen. Their offer to us was not ac- 
cepted, but it was beyond question, in my opin- 
ion, more beneficial than the proposition which 
we on that occasion made to them. 

But it may be said that the right of search 
cannot be endured; that the protection of our 
flag must be held inviolate; that if a search of 
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our ships be permitted for British seamen, they 
may actually take American seamen. Sir, there 
is no doubt of the fact that by mistake, sometimes 
perhaps by wilful misconduct, on the part of offi- 
cers engaged in the search, such a thing may 
happen. But, should we not think it exceedingly 
strange that the misconduct of an officer of the 
American Government, in one case in twenty 
if you will, should be a cause of war for any na- 
tion against us? Jt is one of these cases which 
does oceur, and will forever occur, to a neutral 
Power, whenever a general warislighted up. It 
is one.of the prices which this country has to 
pay. for. its rapid accession of wealth; such as is 
‘unheard of in the annals of any other nation but 
And this, sir, is the state of things in 
which we have undertaken, in children’s language, 
to quarrel with our bread and butter; and to 
identify ourselves with one of the belligerents in 
a war in which we have no proper concern. I 
will not touch at all the abstract question of the 
right of impressment: it has been so much more 
ably handled by others that I shall not say a word 
about it. I address myself to the common sense 
of the planter, the farmer, the agriculturist of our 
country—are you willing upon such grounds as 
these to continue this war? I have no doubt 
what will be their answer. 

On these subjects I have delivered my senti- 
ments more than once before in this House. I 
think of them with horror as the accursed cause 

‘of this war. Not that the men who arein power 

are worse men than other people, but that they 
have brought upon this land of peace and freedom 
issues the end of which it would be impossible 
for any human being to divine. 

One thing is certain, that the right of search 
does practically exist, and has been acknowledged 
by all nations. 'The President of the United 
States and his Seeretary of State, as great mas- 
ters of the Law of Nations, will be among the 
first to acknowledge it; they have acknowledged 
it, and, by our treaties with foreign Powers, this 

. country has heretofore acknowledged it, so far as 
concerns the right to search for contraband goods 
and enemy’s property. Suppose that there are 
notorious abuses under this right: should we 
be justified in declaring that no search whatever 
of our merchant vessels shall beallowed? There 
is no doubt that, under the color of the right of 
search—for I am advocating its lawful purposes 
only—abuses have been committed on neutrals; 
and as long as men exist it will be so. The 
liability to abuse of this right is the price. which 
neutrals pay for the advantages which they derive 
from their neutrality ; and I should like to know 
whether it would be for me to join in the contest 
in which these belligerents are engaged for the 
recovery of my neutral rights. Where are those 
rights when great maritime Powers become bel- 
ligerent? "There are neutral rights undoubtedly, 
but there are also neutral duties. And shall a 
neutral nation, a nation which has in that char- 
acter prospered and flourished more than any peo- 
ple on the face of the globe, sacrifice those rights 
and those advantages, and resort to war against 


one of those bellizerents—and for what? For 
a point of honor! Yet, whilst in this Quixotic 
spin we. have gone to war with England; al- 
though we have been robbed, reviled, contemned 
throughout by the Emperor of France, we can 
see no cause of war with him! U 

What shall wesay of the French doctrine in 
relation to this subject of impressment? If that 
has been dwelt upon in this debate by any honor- 
able gentleman of this House it has escaped my 
notice. .What is the French doctrine on this 
subject—established at the time when the United 
States stood in relations of peace and amity to 
that Power, when every heart beat high with 
sympathy for the successof French freedom; when 
some of those who have since transferred their 
admiration, I will not say their love, to the pres- 
ent Head of the French Government, to the enemy 
of French freedom, and all freedora, to all com- 
merce, and right, and religion—at the time when 
some of those who have since so lamentably 
changed on this subject felt an interest for free- 
dom and France scarcely inferior to that which 
they felt for freedom and America? What 
were then the doctrines of the French Govern- 
ment? Thatall whospoke the English language 
should be treated as Englishmen, unless they 
could give proof to the contrary; the onus pro- 
bandi lying on those who spoke the language of 
Locke, and Newton, and Milton, and Shakspeare. 
Yes, sir, whilst the English Government estab- 
lishes no such doctrine, the French Government 
acts upon the principle that speaking the English 
language is prima facie evidence of your being a 
British subject, and would justify their treating 
you as an enemy, the burden of the proof to the 
contrary being thrown upon yourself. 

Sir, I have nothing to say on the subject of 
the Presidential Election—I have nothing to say 
of your choice of an occupant for the House that 
stands half-way between here and my lodgings. 
On that subject I have taken a bond of faith that, 
let whosoever may be in authority there—if the 
principles which Í profess be such as the Govern- 
ment (the Administration) cannot practise upon, 
or at least such as they never will practise upon— 
and knowledge, experience, has taught me to dis- 
trust them—whensoever they desert the princi- 
ples they and I have heretofore professed, I will 
maintain them : I never will be ashamed of them. 
They shall lift up their heads in States if not in 
Courts. They shall not be disparaged; and we 
have them on record. And, more, in the same 
volume in which they are to be found is contained 
the record of the antagonist doctrines, against 
which at that day we held up our hands. But, 
sir, be any man at the head of an army, unless it 
be a very small and contemptible one in force; 
of an army such as that of which we are now 
engaged in augmenting the force—an army to 
fllup the ranks of which it will take at least 
every tenth man in the country fit to bear arms— 
any man so posted may at his will step into the 
Presidential Chair; the form of an election by 
the People may remain, but the substance has 
gone. Yes, sir, whilst we are talking of thirty- 


E 


. 799 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


800 


H.orR. 


Additional Military Force. 


January, 1813. 


five, or fifty, or sixty thousand men, we forget 
that the organization of such an army isa draught 
from that part of our population fit to bear arms, 
such as has been felt, and felt for half a century 
in succession, by some of the first countries in the 
world. In Europe. requisitions by Government 
for every tenth man fit to bear arms are considered 
enormous draughts. On paper such numbers 
make a formidable show. Many of them, how- 
ever, we know, are not fit to bear arms. The 
actual number of no. army in existence ever 
equalled the returns of that army. It isa fact 
exemplified in a manner not more curious than 
instructive, by a writer in the last century, that 

_ the number of men very rarely equals two-thirds 
of the number on the returns of an army: And 
justso itis with your militia. Is it supposed 
that all those men whose names are borne on the 
returns are in health, are in a situation to be at 
once capable and willing to bear arms? Unques- 
ticnably not. No, sir. Let me not, however, be 
understood to disparage the militia. Itis not the 
least of my objections to this bill that it passes 
sentence of degradation on the militia; it cashiers 
them—runs them out of the regiment of the na- 
tion. I am a poor militiaman myself, sir; and 
I do not really choose to disparage my vocation ; 
to consent that the militia of this country shali 
be degraded, held up to ridicule, have the finger 
of scora pointed at it—for what purpose? To 
raise, at their expense, a great standing, military, 
mercenary force. Yes, sir, mercenary—merce- 
nary. The militia are to be laughed at! And, 
why? Will you show mea militia officer or a 
militia private, who has gone as far in disgracing 
his country, whether we regard its reputation for 
courage or discretion—I do not mean that part 
of valor which consisés in discretion—as the com- 
manders of your armies of the centre, and your 
armies of the periphery.and of the circumference 2 
Can you show me an instance of the kind? Sir, 
I honor the militia. They may be jeered at on this 
floor, but they compose the Constitutional army 
of this and every free country ; and that country 
in which they are not honored, if already not in 
the jaws and gulf of despotism, is at the brink of 
that abyss. Honor, Í say, to the militia. 

I have another objection to the raising of this 
large additional army; that is to say, the finan- 
cial situation of this nation. I do not know 
whether it is expected of me or not that I should 
go into that subject: certain I am that it is not 
hoped: certain I am that the opening of this view 
of the questioa must be deprecated by every mem- 
ber within the reach of my voice, and by no one 
more than by yourself. I slur it over, therefore, 
observing only that the state of the finances of 
this country presents to the world, and not less to 
ourselves, a sort of libel upon the policy of the 
country; or, that the policy of the country isa 
libel upon its finances. A parallel between them, 
so far from running on all fours, has not even a 
Single leg to halt upon. What is the fact? When 
men of acknowledged ability—of acknowledged 
richness of invention—under the operation of 
every consideration that can operate on human 


passions and understanding; when such men, in 
their. conduct, present such! a picture as is pre- 
sented to this country and the world by the head 
of the American Treasury, it may require saga- 
city, penetration, to discover the cause, the object, 
the motive, of such an exhibition, but surely none 
to discover the fact—which I will not character- 
ize by the epithet which it deserves. For what 
is the fact? That, io the-last session of Congress, 
it was represented to us that it was indispensable 
to the financial credit of the country—to the 
prosecution of this just and necessary war—to in- 
fuse into it proper vigor and energy, to place the 
country in “an armor and an attitude,” and all 
that—that a monstrous mass and burden of taxa- 
tion should be imposed on the country. This 
was to eke out heavy deficits which might oceur 
under that system of borrowing so often tried, 
(and rarely failing when it is conducted as it 
should be,) but ever failing when it is not bot- 
tomed on punctuality and good faith on the part 
of the borrower. And yet, sir, at this session of 
Congress, the Treasury finds itself without any 
resources for carrying on the Government and 
the war; and we have had presented to usa fresh 
prescription of taxes, which we were asked to 
swallow, being, as we were told, all for our good. 
Well, sir, after having had piled up on your table 
your batch of new tax bills—not, to be sure, the 
result of any very great labor on the part of those 
who prepared them ; for, like most other bills of 
late presented to you, they are copied from the 
records of those very days of the Reign of Terror 
of which we sometimes hear—Mr. Secretary of 
the Treasury comes forward with his recom- 
mendation of a fresh resort to the resource of bor- 
rowing. He shows to you a beggarly account of 
empty boxes; and to fill them he proposes new 
loans, loans, loans! I know, sir, that in speaking 
of Mr. Secretary Gallatin it is necessary for every 
man. in this nation to observe an especial caution; 
and, perhaps, it is fortunate for me that it is not 
in my power at this time to speak of this matter 
in the feeling by which I am animated in regard 
toit. But I may allow myself to state the naked 
fact, that the Secretary of the Treasury, by whose 
influence these tax bills were reported and have 
been voted upon in committee of supply, and who 


„now tells you that they are not wanted, and, by 


fair inference, that they never will be, has, to say 
the least of it, trifled with the respect due from 
him to this body. He has trifled with the dig- 
nity of this House: I say so boldly—I say that he 
must show cause why, at the last session of Con- 
gress, these heavy taxes were represented to be 
indispensable to the carrying on of the Govern- 
ment, and now, forsooth, that there is not, nor 
has been, any occasion for them. How much 
must my respectable colleague on my right be re- 
lieved by this inforination, after having sacrificed 
himself for the good of his country by moving 
the reconsideration of the tax upon salt! Yes, sir, 
all this time the balance-master of the Treasury 
has really been trifling with the dignity of the 
House. He has been either false to himself or 
false to the nation; and, if he has not, let it be 
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shown that he has not, and I shall be the first man 
to make him the amende honorable—in the strict, 
true, dignified sense of that term. 

I must now say a word on the subject of Mr. 
Russell, and his overtures, his “negotiations,” so 
called, with the British Goverüment. I know, or 
at least believe, that he had no more power to ne- 
gotiate with the British Government than I had, 
because there is only one mode in which such a 
power eould' be conferred under the Constitution 
and the law. Now, sir, if he had been really 
nominated and appointed with the consent of the 
Senate in quality of Minister Plenipotentiary to 
London, he then would have had power to nego- 
tiate with the British Government; but not other- 
wise. While I state this, I hope I shall not be 
misunderstood to suppose that it was competent 
for Lord Castlereagh, or anybody else, to ques- 
tion his authority any further than as resulting 
from his instructions. It was competent for the 
English diplomat to call for his instructions and 
powers ; but I should forever lift up my hand and 
voice against the right of any foreign Govern- 
ment to question the mode by which this author- 
ity was devolved on the agent: I do not find that 
in this case it has been; but I have no hesitation 
in saying—broad as the declaration may be 
thought, fatigued as I am, and as little under my 
command as my judgment in such a ease may be 
supposed to be—that the proposition of Mr. Rus- 
sell to Lord Castlereagh, in regard to the point of 
impressment, was an insult, not upon him, Lord 
Castlereagh, but upon me, you, and the whole 
body of the American people. What was the 
offer? I cannot quote the words, but the sub- 
stance is impressed upon my memory. It was, 
that England should, in addition to forthwith re- 
pealing the Orders in Council, immediately con- 
sent to discontinue the impressment of persons 
found on board American vessels, with the un- 
derstanding that the British Government would 
assent to enter, as soon as may be, into definite 
arrangements to the same effect. This proposi- 
tion called upon her to yield—what? That which, 


in the letter of the American Commissioners of 


November 11, 1806, the gentleman told us Eng- 
land would never yield until she yielded the 
Tower of London, or words to that effeet—a point 
which she had announced to this Government, 
sub sigillo, that she never would yield. That 
very thing being yielded, Mr. Russell informed 
the British Ministry he was ready to commence 
a negotiation for the suspension of hostilities be- 
tween the (wo countries! It was an insult upon 
every man in the country, to call that a proposal 
for negotiation. The declaration in the year 
1806 (the very one to which I have referred) is 
contained in the letter in this book, in which our 
Government was informed, by our Ministers at 
London, that England would not, under any cir- 


cumstances, abandon this rizht; and that, even if 


the Ministers were to consent to do so, public 
opinion would not allow of it. Permit me, sir, 
in passing, while noticing this letter of the 11th 
of November, to call the attention of the House 
to a fact which I mentioned twice while the 
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House sat with doors elosed, but which I have 
never seen referred to in any of the public prints, 
and heard mentioned but by one gentleman in 
private conversation. It is this: We all know 
of the declaration of the British Commissioners, 
superadded to the rejected treaty, after the pro- 
mulgation of the French decree of November, 
1806; we all know the handle made of this note- 
as a ground for the rejection of that treaty ; and 
yet proof exists, in this volume, that, more than 
one month before the existence of the British 
Commissioners’ “note” of the 31st of December, 
and nearly six weeks before its existence was offi- 
cially known to the: President of the United. 
States, that treaty—the terms of which and au- 
thors of which have improperly been brought 
into question before this House-—that treaty of 
1806 was condemned, Condemned, how? I be- 
lieve that I can refer pretty readily to the evi- 
dence of the fact in this book, although I have 
not doubled down or dog's-eared it. 

[Mr. R. here read from a letter from Mr. Sec- : 
retary Madison to Messrs. Monroe and Pinkney, 
acknowledging the receipt of information from 
them, under the date of November 11, 1806; of ' 
the agreement of the Ministers of the two Gov- 
ernments upon the projet of a treaty, with a copy 
of the draught of it. In that letter the Secretary 
states the views of the President, (Mr. Jnrrerson,) 
as follows: à 

* The turn which the negotiátion has taken 
* was not expected, and exacts as much of regret 
‘ as of disappointment. * *  * The result of 
* his (the President’s) deliberations is, that it does 
* not comport with his views of the national sen- 
* timent or of the national policy, that any treaty 
* should be entered into with the British Gore 
‘ment which would include no article providing 
* for the case, (of impressment.) * * * The 
* President thinks it more eligible, under all cir- 
‘cumstances, that, if no satisfactory or formal 
‘ stipulation on the subject of impressment be at- 
* tainable, the negotiation shall be made to termi- 
‘nate without any formal compact whatever."] 

It was not known, at the time, to use a lawyer's 
phrase, that our Government was in the quo ani- 
mo of rejecting that treaty; and yet, strange to 
tell, the negotiators of that treaty of 1806 were 
put under the ban, not of the Emperor of France, 
but of faction at home, for having dared to ne- 
gotiate a treaty with the obnoxious * Note” of 
December 1, from the British Commissioners, 
attached to it. Strange as may appear the fact, 
it is nevertheless true, and is a lamentable proof 
of the weakness of poor human nature, never 
enough to be deprecated, that the admission of 
one of these Commissioners of the United States 
—these very missionaries of peace and concilia- 
tion—into the Executive Councils of this coun- 
try has been the signal of war with Great Brit- 
ain. I speak of facts: I have nothing to do with 
opinion on the subject of them. I will not trust 
myself on the subject of opinion. I speak of the 
fact. 

And, sir, is it nothing to the bill which we are 
now debating, for raising an additional army of 
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twenty thousand men—or is it a departure from 
order to hint on this floor at a cireumstance 
which all men are employed and occupied in dis- 
cussing at their fire-sides?—that this army, to 
constitute an aggregate of fifty-five thousand reg- 
ular troops, is about to be put under the control 
of the man who was the author of the Anonymous 
Letters at Newburg at the close of the Revolu- 
tionary war, inciting a handful of. men, the rem- 
nant of the old American army—perhaps not 
numbering six thousand altogether—to give a 
master tothe nation? Is that a consideration to 
have no weight upon such a question as this? 
With me, sir, itis conclusive. I will tell gentle- 
men on both sides of the House that a Govern- 
ment or a man may despise a calumny—that the 
arrows of slander will fall blunt and harmless 
upon them—provided that the Government and 
the, man be true to itself and himself. Yes, sir, 
ask yourself this question in regard to any man 
to whom you are about to confide important 
trusts: Does he pay his just debts? Is he a man 
of truth? Does he discharge as he ought the du- 
ties of a friend, a brother, in society ? After hav- 
ing done that, be his politics what they may, and 
his peculiarity of opinion in polities what it may, 
he is a good man ; he acquires the esteem of all 
who know him ; he is impenetrable to mere vul- 
garcalumny. This Government ought to employ 
men of real worth and capacity : it is notalways 
that those showing qualiues attracting attention 
in private life, or as companions, are of real ca- 
pacity. Do those who administer the Govern- 
ment make it a rule to employ in the publie ser- 
vice none but men of real capacity. or worth, of 
integrity, and of high character? Do they give 
their contracts and offices, without fear, favor, or 
affection, to men of responsibility and character— 
to such men as you would in private life give 
your own contracts to? Or do they bestow them, 
as is done in some Governments differently con- 
stituted from ours, where church preferment and 
military preferment arc sometimes made a dirty 
job of Parliamentary interest? Do they employ 
men of clean hands, with fair characters; or is 
every caitiff, without examination, welcome to 
their arms, provided he can bring with him the 
roof of his treachery to his former employers ? 
t depends on these facts whether confidence is 
due to any Administration of the Government. 

Sir, Y have much yet to say which appeared to 
me, when I rose, not to be unworthy your atten- 
tion; but Iconfess to you, with feelings some- 
thing like contrition, that my opinion on this sub- 
ject has undergone a change. 

There is one point, however, on which I do 
not know how to speak in this place with the 
reverence which is due to it. I cannot pass it 
over, and yet I know not how to touch it. Yes, 
sir, there is one reflection pressing itself as a 
crown of thorns upon my own head, which I am 
bound to present to the consideration of this As- 
sembly and this people. Is it fitting that the 
only two nations among whom the worship of 
the true God has been maintained with anything 
like truth and freedom from corruption; that the 


only two nations among whom this worship has 
been preserved unstained shall be the two now 
arrayed against each other in hostile arms in a 
conflictin which, let who will conquer in the fight, 
his success in one point, if that be an object, will 
have been attained: so much of human life, lib- 
erty, aud happiness, will have perished in the af- 
fray—in the service of this scourge with which 
it has pleased God, in his wisdom and justice, 
not in his mercy, to afflict mankind? Is it fitting 
that those hands which unite in giving to idola- 
tors and to the heathen the Word of God, the 
Book of Life—that those hands, and those alone, 
should be thus drenched in each other's blood? 
Will you unite as a Christian with your Protest- 
ant brother across the Atlantic for these noble 
purposes, and then plunge the dagger into his 
breast with whom you are associated in a cause 
so holy—one so infinitely transcending the low, 
the little, the dirty business we are called upon 
here to transact? I hope that the sacrifice may 
be stopped. We have nothing to expect from 
the mission of our Minister to the Ruler of France, 
whether at Moscow, or wherever else he may be. 
The Deity or Devil whom we worship is not to 
be mollified by our suppliant appeals. Let us 
turn from him—come out of his house—-and join 
in the worship of the true and living God, instead. 
of spilling the blood of his people on the abomi- 
nable altar of the F'rench Moloch. 

Sir, Ihave done. Icould have wished to con- 
tinue my remarks further, but I cannot. 

When Mr. RawporPH concluded, the House 
adjourned. 


Taurspay, January 14. 


A messaze from the Senate informed.the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill supplement- 
ary to the act, entitled ^An act for the more per- 
fect organization of the Army of the United 
States,” with amendments; in which they desire 
the concurrence of this House, 

A Message, received yesterday from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, was read, communi- 
cating copies of an act of the General Assembly 
of Maryland, passed on the 2d instant.—Referred 
to Mr. Ancnuzn, Mr. Rincgry, Mr. TALIAFERRO, 
Mr. Counicr, Mr. Anperson, Mr. GOLDSBOR- 
ouch, and Mr. BAKER. 

Mr. Troup stated that he had a communica- 
tion to make to the House which, in his opinion, 
required secrecy: When the House was cleared 
of all persons except the members and officers of 
the House, and the doors were closed; and, after 
remaining so for some time, they were again 
opened. 

The amendments proposed by the Senate to the 
bill “supplementary to the act, entitled ‘An act 
for the more perfect organization of the Army of 
the United States,” were read, and referred to 
the Committee on Military A ffairs. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill “providing 
Navy pensions in certain cases,” with amend- 
ments; in which they desire the concurrence of 
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this House. The Senate have also passed a bill 
supplementary to an act, entitled “An act to pro- 
* vide for calling forth the militia to execute the 
* laws of the Union, suppress insurrections, and 
? repel invasions, and to repeal the act in force for 
t those purposes; in which they desire the con- 
currence of this House. 


ADDITIONAL MILITARY FORCE. 


The House then resumed the consideration of 
the bill to raise twenty additional regiments of 
infantry for one year.—' The question being on 
the passage of the bill. ; : 

Mr. Stow said: Mr. Speaker, I am aware of 
the delicacy and novelty of my situation, as well 
from the indulgence of the House, as from the 
neutral course which I mean to pursue. He 
must have been indeed an inattentive observer 
of mankind who proposes to himself such a 
course without being exposed to difficulties and 
dangers from every side. Our country has ex- 
perienced them too long from the great belliger- 
ents of Europe, and an individual will quickly 
find them here. For even this House is not ex- 
empt from its great party belligerents who issue 
their conflieting decrees and Orders in Council; 
and, in imitation of the hostile Europeans, it is 
sometimes a sufficient cause of condemnation to 
have been spoken with by the adverseside. Yet, 
notwithstanding all these dangers, [ mean to 
launch my neutral bark on this tempestuous 
ocean, conscious of the rectitude of my intentions, 
and humbly hoping for the approbation of my 
country and my God. 

The proper extent of the discussion growing 
out of this bill seemed to be confined to these 
inquiries: Can the force contemplated be ob- 
tained? If obtained, will it accomplish the end 
proposed? And lastly, will the force be an econo- 
mical one? If the discussion had been confined 
to these limits I would have listened, and not 
have spoken ; but, sir, it has taken a wider range, 
and assumed a more important aspect. It has 
embraced the present, the past, and the future. 
The causes of the war, and the mode of conduct- 
ing it, have been investigated, and even confident 
predictions have been made as to itsend. The 
history and the state of our negotiations have 
been carefully examined—and the Presidential 
order of succession has been scrutinized by the 
light of experience as well as that of prophecy. 
We have sometimes been forced into the scenes 
of private life; and, at other times, we have been 
chained to the car of Napoleon. In short, sir, 
the discussion has ranged as wide as existence, 
and, not content with that, the speakers “have 
exhausted worlds, and then imagined new.” I 
do not pretend to censure this—it may be well 
for the people to have their political concerns 
thus splendidly dressed and passed in review be- 
fore them. But still I will attempt to call the 
attention of the House from the regions of fiction, 
of faney, and of poetry, to the humble, but I trust 
no less profitable, sphere of reality and prose. 
Passing by many of those things which have 
amused by their ingenuity, or surprised by their 


novelty, but which do not deserve a serious an- 
swer, L will endeaver to state distinctly the 
grounds taken by the opponents of this bill, or 
rather the opponents of furnishing the means 
of prosecuting the war: Firstly. It is alleged 
“ that the war was originally unjust.” Secondly. 
“That if the war was originally just, it has 
become unjust to continue it in. consequence of 
the revocation of the British Orders in Council.” 
Thirdly. “That it is inexpedient to prosecute 
the war, because we have no means of. coercing 
our enemy or enforcing our claims.” Fourthly. 
“ That we are unable to support the war.” And 
tifthly. “That, in consideration of all these cir- 
cumstances, the House ought to withhold the 
means of further prosecuting the war.” 

First, then, it was alleged that. the war was 
originally unjust. . Here let me call on the House 
to distinguish between unjust and inexpedient. 
Nothing can be more important than to have 
clear and distinct ideas about those words which 
lie at the bottom of a science, or inquiry. This 
is happily illustrated in mathematies—there every 
word, by the help of diagrams, is carefully de- 
fined; and the consequence is, that there are no - 
disputes among mathematicians, while their la- 
bors have done honor to mankind. A thing may 
be just and yet inexpedient: the justice of an act | 
relates to the conduct of another, the expediency 
to our own situation. It may be just for me to 
sue the man who withholds from me the small- 
est sum; and yet so inexpedient as to be even 
ridiculous. Thus a war may be perfectly just, 
and at the same time highly inexpedient. This, 
if I mistake not, was the ground generally taken 
the last year by the opponents of the war, par- 
ticularly by the gentleman from Virginia before 
me, (Mr. SurrrFEY,) who pointed out the dis- 
tinction which I have endeavored to do, though 
with more ability and success. I hope the House 
will bear this distinction in mind; because it is 
of the greatest importance in the investigation 
which I intend to make. Before I enter further 
on the argument, I ask the House to indulge me 
for a moment while I explain my views relative 
to the commencement of the war. I never saw 
any want of provocation on the part of Great 
Britain. I never foran instant doubted the justice 
of the war, while I urged its inexpediency with 
all my might. I considered man placed here by 
a beneficent Providence, on a fertile soil, and in 
a happy climate, enlightened by science, and 
protected by the wisest of laws. By our Revolu- 
tion cut adrift, as I may say, from the old world, 
before the storm which was about to desolate 
Europe arose, I fondly hoped that this new world 
would furnish one fair experiment of what sci- 
ence, liberty, and peace, might achieve, free from 
those corruptions which have eternally attended 
on war. I hoped to see the country improved, 
and bound together by roads and canals, to see 
it adorned by literary institutions, and by every 
establishment which reflects honor upon man. 
Nor do I yet believe that this was an Utopian 
vision, or an idle dream. I still believe it might 
all have been realized by a different course—but 
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the nation has determined on war, and, though 
it was not my choice, I still maintain that it is 
not unjust. 

Y will not go into a minute account of all those 
injuries, and outrages, the bare mention of which 
was last year declared sickening to the soul. I 
will only recall the most prominent to the recol- 
lection of gentlemen, who seem almost to have 
forgotten them. First, then the revival of the 
rule of 756, relative to the colonial trade, which 

roduced one universal burst of indignation, and 
called forth those unanimous resolutions in the 
Senate, not toendure it. Wasthat no just cause of 
war! The numerous blockades, against which 
all our Ministers in England, and every Adminis- 
tration, have remonstrated ; the repeated insults 
of our cities by their ships of war; the murder 
of one of our citizens in our own waters, (I mean 
Pierce;) the shameful trial, and subsequent pro- 
motion of the officer, by which insult was added 
to injury—in all this do gentlemen see nothing to’ 
render war just? I pass by numerous other in- 
juries, and come to the Orders in Council—those 
orders which have swept millions of American 
property from the ocean. But, sir, we have been 
told, that France was the aggressor—tbat if we 
had compelled France to do us justice, Great 
Britain would nave followed in due time the ex- 
ample, and thus war would have been prevented. 
What has tbis to do with the case, suppose it 
either true, or false? What has the justice of 
the war to do with the order in which we have 
received the injuries from France or England ? 
Have we not the right to resist the one, who in- 
jured us last,as well as the first? Who ever 
dreamed, that to determine whether it was law- 
ful to repel an injury, he must examine the his- 
tory of his life, and see if he had not been injured 
before? Have we lost the moral sense ? or have 
we been so long accustomed toreceiving injuries, 
that we have ceased to know them; that after a 

atient endurance of fifteen years, and after de- 
iberately resorting to war, we are gravely about 
to examine the chronology of our wrongs to see 
if we have the right to resist? I omit the sub- 
ject of impressment ; not but what it was one of 
the just causes of war, but because I intend to 
speak of itin another place. After a candid re- 
view of the past, can any person then maintain 
that America has no just cause of war? Sir, to 
my mind it appears impossible. 

I shall now examine the second proposition, 
“that if the war was originally just, its further 
prosecution is unjust.” On what ground does this 
rest? It is this, that the Orders in Council were 
the cause of the war; those orders having ceased, 
the prosecution of the war becomes unjust. Here 
again justice and expediency are confounded. It 
was never maintained, that the Orders in Coun- 
cil rendered war more just than many other out- 
rages, though they went farther to prove its expe- 
diency, and even necessity. It therefore follows, 
that their repeal does not affect the justice of the 
war; unless accompanied with compensation for 
the spoliations committed under them, and atone- 
ment made for other wrongs. Neither of these, 


is it pretended, has been done; except so far as 
relates tothe affair of the Chesapeake, and which 
I purposely left out of the catalogue of grievances. 
An injury which was a just cause of war, re- 
mains a just cause for its continuance, till atone- 
ment is offered, or till it is settled by negotiation. 
But, sir, an ample justification of war remains in 
the impressment.of our seamen. The claim on 
our part is not, as has been alleged, a claim to. 
protect British seamen—it is a claim to protect 
American citizens. Nay, more, as respects the 
justice of the continuance of the war, itis aclaim 
only, that they will cease from the practice dur- 
ing the truce, that it may be seen whether it is 
possible to arrange it by negotiation. Is it un- 
just to continue the war, till this demand is com- 
plied with? or does any American wish to see 
his country prostrated still lower ? 

Having thus far explained my ideas relative to 
the justice of the commencement and continu- 
ance of the war, I will now proceed to answer 
the third objection, namely: That it is inexpe- 
dient to carry it on, because we have no means 
of coercing our enemy—of compelling him—to 
what? barely to a just and honorable peace ; for 
that is all we demand. And have we no means 
of doingthis? Better then to surrender the char- 
ter of our independence, confess we are incapa- 
ble of self protection, and beg his most gracious 
Majesty to again take us under his paternal care. 
Such a doctrine, sir, is as unfounded, as it is de- 
griding to the American character. We have 
ample means of compelling Great Britain to do 
us justice ; they are to be found in the value of 
our commerce; in the enterprise of our priva- 
teers; in the gallantry of our ships of war, and 
the conquest of her provinces. Our custom (cou- 
sidering her in the light of a mechanic or mer~ 
chant who supplies) is of vital importance to 
Great Britain. It is not to be measured by its 
amount, in pounds, shillings, and pence, but by 
the strength and support she derives from the 
intercourse. For, while [ admit that Great Brit- 
ain does not send half her exports to the United 
States, I do maintain, that the custom of this 
country is of more importance to her, than that 
of the whole world beside. It is with a nation 
as with an individual, if he exchange luxuries 
for luxuries, or superfluities, such as ribands for 
ribands, which he consumes, he adds nothing to 
his wealth; but if he exchange his luxuries, or 
his ribands, for bread or for such materials as 
give scope to his industry, he is then benefited, 
and enriched by the interchange. Such is the 
situation of Great Britain with regard to Amer- 
ica. She, and her dependencies, receive more 
of provision, and raw materials, from America, 
than from all other parts of the world together. 
Our trade exactly gives effect to her industry, her 
machinery, and her capital. And it is this, which 
has, in a great degree, enabled her to make such 
gigantic efforts in the awful contest in which she 
is engaged. Our privateers; will they have no 
effect on Great Britain? Willshe learn nothing 
from the loss of three or four hundred ships? 
And will she be insensible to the efforts of our 
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little Navy? Can they touch rio nerve in which 
Britons feel? -Far different are my conclusions, 
from what I have seen in British. papers—they 
show, that she is tremblingly alive to that subject. 

Sir, I will now consider ‘her “provinces, about 
which so much has been said. I too will speak 
of that wonderful country, called Canada, which 
unites in itself all contrarieties! Which is so 
cold and sterile; as to be not worth: possessing ; 
and so fertile; that if, by any calamity it should 
become ours, it would seduce away our popula- 
tion;—whieh. is so unhappy under the British 
Government as not to lure our inhabitants; yet 
so happy, that it is eriminal to disturb their felicity; 
—whose inhabitants, if united with ours, would de- 
-strey us, because they have none of the habits of 
freemen ; and who, well: knowing the privileges 
of their free Government, will defend them to 
the last.: A country which is of no importance 
to Great Britain, and whose loss would not make 
her feel; a country which is so valuable to Great 
Britain that she will never give it up. A coun- 
try so weak,that it is inglorious to attack it; and 
a country so strong that we can never take it. 
But, sir, leaving these, and a thousand other con- 
tradictions, the work of faney or of spleen, I will 
present to the House what I believe to be a true 
view of the-subject, drawn from a near resi- 
dence and. much ‘careful examination. - Canada 
is of greatimportance both to Great Britain and the 
United States. It is important to Great Britain 
in the. amountand kind of its exports. In the 
dast year preceding war, its exports amounted to 
between seven and nine millions of dollars, :an 
amount almost as great asthe exports of the United 
States preceding the Revolutionary war. And 
had the most discerning statesman made out an 
order, he could not have selected articles bet- 
ter adapted to the essential wants of Great Brit- 
ain. It has been said that Canada is of less value 
than one of the sugar islands of the West Indies. 
Sir, in the. present state of the world, Canada is 
of more importance to Great Britain, in my opin- 
ion, than the whole West India islands taken to- 
gether. In danger, as she is, of being shut out 
from the Baltic, and fighting for her existence, 
she wants not the luxuries, the sugars, and the 
sweetmeats of the West Indies—she wants the 
provisions, the timber, the masts, and the spars of 
the North. 

Canada is also of the greatest importance to 
the United States, in a commercial and political 
point of view. I have in a great measure ex- 
plained its commercial importance already, by 
stating its exports; a large portion of which 
were the products of the United States. Let an 
attentive observer cast his eye for one moment on 
the map of North America; let him bear in mind, 
‘that from the forty-fifth degree of latitude the 
waters of Canada bound for a vast extent one of 
the most fertile, and which will become one of 
the most populous parts of the United States; 
&nd he will readily perceive that the river St. 
Lawrence must soon be the outlet for one third 
of all the products of American labour. The 
same circumstances will enable it to lay an 


-imposton one'third of our imported articles. Nor 


will the evil to oiir revenue end here. Great 
Britain ‘will be enabled to smuggle her goods 
through this channel into all parts of the Union. 
It will be in vain that you attempt to counteract 
her by laws; from the great length and contig- 
uity of her. possessions, she will forever evade 
them, unless by your laws you can change the 
nature of man. But its greatest importance is in 
a political point of view: for, although not as 
happy in its Government as the United States, it 
is sufficiently soto draw off multitudes of our new 
settlers, when the intermediate lands of the State 
of New York, which separate it from New Eng- 
land, shall be fully occupied. From this circum- 
stance it will divide the American family, and, 
by the commercial relations which I have pointed 
out, it will exert a dangerous influence over a 
part of our country; for the transition from com- 
mercial dependence, to political allegiance, is too 
obvious to be insisted on. Having endeavored to 
show the importance of Canada to both of the 
contending nations, I will only add that it is 
within our power. 

The fourth objection is, that we cannot support 
the war—that we have not the ability to carry it 
on. Before I proceed to answer this objection, 
permit me, sir, to notice a single inconsistency of 
the gentlemen by whom it has been urged. [t 
is this: in one part of their argument, they repre- 
sent the people as too happy to enlist, and in an- 
other part as too poor topay! Both of these pro- 
positions, I presume, cannot be true. Not to 
dwell longer, however, upon this contradiction, I 
do maintain, sir, that the nation is fully able to 
prosecute the war. On what does the ability of 
a nation depend? A person who will give him- 
self the trouble of examining things rather than 
words, will find that it is proportioned to the 
number of laborers and the productiveness of 
their labor. Wherever, from soil, climate, or im- 
provement, the labor of a country will produce 
more thana supply of the necessaries of life, it is 
evident that the surplus time may be devoted to 
idleness, to the production and consumption of 
luxuries, or to the carrying on of war. To illus- 
trate this farther—suppose the labor of a person 
for five days will support him six, then it is clear, 
that the labor of five men will support the sixth 
man in idleness or in war. Now, sir, there is no- 
where that the labor of seven millions of people 
will produce so much as in this country ; conse- 
quently, nowhere have seven millions of people 
so great an ability to carry on a war. The quan- 
tity of circulating medium, whether made of pa- 
per or of silver dollars, has very little to do with 
the subject. Ifitis made of paper, and to a great 
extent, it only shows, that the people are in their 
habits commercial ; and that the faith of contracts 
is well supported. The real ability of a nation 
lies in what I have stated; and he must be a weak 
politician who cannot call it forth. 

Mr. Speaker, I will now consider the last, and 
by far the most important objection of all; and 
one, without which, I certainly would not have 
spoken. It is, that in consideration of all the 
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circumstances in which we are placed, it is tbe 
: duty of this House to withhold the means of 
further prosecuting the war. It will not be de- 
nied, I trust, that this is a fair statement of the 
scope and object of most of the reasonings which 
have been employed; and that without this con- 
struction, they would be irreconcilable with com- 
. mon sense. This doctrine, in my opinion, goes 
not only to the overthrow of our Constitution, 
but to the destruction of liberty itself. The prin- 
eiple of our Government is, not only that the 
majority shall rule, but that they shall rule in 
the manner prescribed by the Constitution. So 
that if it could be proved that a majority of the 
people were in favor of certain measures, it would 
not be sufficient till they had pronounced that 
decision through the Constitutional organs. In 
short, it must have been a principal object with 
the framers of our Constitution to suspend, at least 
for a limited time, the effects of popular opinion. 
The Constitution has committed the Legislative 
power to three co-equal branches; and to the 
same hands has it intrusted the power of de- 
elaring war ; while it has expressly confided the 
treaty-making power (and which alone can make 
peace) to two only of those branches. The claim 
now set up, goes to invest that branch which has 
no authority in the matter, not only with the 
teaty-making power, but also with a complete 
- control over the other two branches. Thus one 
branch of the Government forcing the nation to 
desist from doing what three, including itself, 
had thought best to perform. Let us test the 
correctness of this principle by applying it to 
another co-equal branch of the Government. 
Let us suppose the President has made a treaty 
of peace, which is disapproved of by the Senate— 
and suppose upon this he should say, the war 
ought not to be further prosecuted, and refuse to 
employ the public force, would you not impeach 
him? Most unquestionably you would. I ex- 
pressly admit that cases may be imagined, where 
such a course would be proper—where it would 
be not only the duty of this House to withhold 
supplies, but where it would be the duty of an 
individual to resist the laws; but such are ex- 
treme cases, not provided for by any organization 
of Government. What, sir, has been the prac- 
tice of the British House of Commons? Have 
they ever refused supplies because a war was un- 
popular, since their revolution ? Did not the 
same Parliament, which resolved thatthey would 
consider any man as an enemy to his country 
who would advise his Majesty to the further 
prosecution of offensive war in America, still 
vote the means for carrying on the war? A 
similar ease oecurred when Mr. Fox came last 
into power—he disapproved of the commence- 
ment and conduct of the war, and yet he called 
for and received the necessary supplies. Let us 
examine our own history: Ín the case of the 
British Treaty, the House, by a call for papers, 
attempted to superintend thetreaty-making pow- 
er, before it would make the necessary appro- 
pritions. The encroachment was instantly re- 
sisted by the great man who then presided over 


‘by the nation. 


the Government, and his decision was approved 
Is not the duty of furnishing the 
necessary supplies stronger, now we are engaged in 
war? And that, too, declared by all the branches 
of the Government! Sir, these temporary sacri- 
fices of our own wishes to the Constitutional de- 
cisions of our Government, are the price we pay 
for liberty, and all-that isdearto us. Once with- 
held, anarchy and tyranny ensue! I am one 
who ardently longs for peace. I see in it not 
only the present prosperity of the country, but a 
long train of republican virtues; and I would 
spring to embrace it on the first fair occasion. 
But much as I desire it, I would not purchase it 
by submission to the enemy of my country, or 
by the smallest violation of the Constitution. I 
think the people of the North were against the 
war, and I think they have shown it by the 
change of many of their rulers; but I much mis- 
take their character if they would seek peace by 
disarming and prostrating themselves before the 
enemy. "They know how to practise the double 
duty of freemen, to select their rulers, and fight 
the enemy of their country. 

Much, sir, has been said about French and 
British influence. There isno such thing in this 
House, or in this nation—unless by British in- 
fluence is meant, what has been derived from an 
inheritance of her excellent laws, from her lan- 
guage and her writers, who have done honor to 
mankind. Who is there that feels in his own 
breast this French or British influence? And 
where is the man who dares to ascribe. to his 
respectable fellow-citizen, feelings which in him- 
self he would abhor? No, sir, the evil is of ano- 
ther kind; itis party! it is the magic of names, 
by which men of equal intelligence, who have 
the same ties to society, and the same interest in 
the welfare of their country, are torn asunder.. 
We take our sides like boys for a game; and 
in the ardor of competition too often forget our 
country. In the great contest which is now 
going on in the world we are all of one side—our 
country is the stake, and the last Republic on 
which the sun shines! Here man enlightened 
and free is placed as it were in a second garden 3. 
the fruit of life is union, and near it grows the 
fruit of disunion and death. The attempt to di- 
vide us must have been originated in Pandemo- 
nium by the great enemy of mankind; and his 
first efforts must have been to instigate us to call 
each other by opprobrious names. Should he 
at last sueceed in producing our downfall, and 
the expulsion of republicanism from America, 
“earth” would once more “tremble from her 
entrails as again in pangs, and nature give a se- 
cond groan.” But, sir, I will not indulge the 
melancholy idea: I will not anticipate a time 
when this splendid hall shall crumble into frag- 
ments, and this fair Republic, reared by the im- 
mortal Washingtons, Franklins, and Clintons of 
our country, shall itself become a more deplora- 
ble, a more melancholy ruin! I will hope that 
there is a redeeming spirit in the land, and that 
a guardian Providence will still watch over the 
destinies of our infant country. 
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Mr. CaLHoUN observed, that he could offer 
nothing more acceptable, he presumed, to the 
` House, than a promise-not to discuss the Orders 
in Council, French decrees, blockades, or embar- 
goes. He was induced to avoid these topics for 
several reasons. In the first place, they were too 
stale to furnish any interest to this House or 
country. Gentlemen who had attempted it, with 
whatever abilities; had failed to command atten- 
tion ; and it would argue very little sagacity on 
his part not to be admonished- by their want of 
success. Indeed, whatever interest had been at 
one time attached to these subjects, they had now 
‘Jost. They have passed away; and will not 
soon, he hoped, return into the circle of politics. 
Yes, sir, as reviled as has been our country’s cf- 
forts to curb belligerent injustice, as weak and 
contemptible as she has been represented to be 
in the grade of nations, she has triumphed in 
breaking down the most dangerous monopoly 
ever attempted by one nation against the com- 
merce of another. He would not stop to inquire 
whether it was the non-importation act, or the 
menace of war, or, what was the most probable, 
the last operating on the pressure produced by 
the former. The fact is certain, that the Orders 
in Council of 1807 and 1809, which our opponents 
have often said, that England would not yield, as 
they made a part of her commercial system, are 
now no more. The same firmness, if persevered 
in, which has carried us thus far with success, 
will, as our cause is just and moderate, end in 
final victory. A further reason which he had, 
not to follow our opponents into the region of 
documents and records, was, that he was afraid 
of a decoy; as he was induced to believe from 
appearances that their object was to draw our 
attention from the merits of the question. Gen- 
tlemen had literally buried their arguments under 
a huge pile of quotations; and had wandered so 
far into this realm of paper, that neither the vision 
of this House has been, or that of the country 
will be, able to follow them. There the bestand 
worst reasons share an equal fate. The truth of 
the one and error of the other, are covered with 
like obscurity. 

‘Before he proceeded further, he would make a 
few observations in reply to the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. RANDoLPH) who spoke yesterday. 
He complained of the desertion of his former as- 
sociates from the minority principles of 798. 
These principles, he said, consisted in an oppo- 
sition to the General Government in relation to 
the States, and to political rights in relation to 
individuals. . 

Mr. C. said he was at one moment almost in- 
duced to suspect the gentleman of a desertion of 
his own principles; for scarcely had he finished 
this part of his subject, before he passed a high- 
wrought eulogy on the Father of his Country—on 
that man whose whole life indieated the strongest 
leaning on the side of the Government of his 
country. He would beg the gentleman to reflect 
whether his definition of minority principles 
suited the character of WasniNcToN's Adminis- 
tration—and, if not, with what propriety both 


could be praised almost in the same breath. Whe- 
ther indeed the principles of '98 were such as the 
gentleman has represented them, he would not 
inquire; because not necessary to his argument. 
But if they are in truth those of the gentleman 
and his present associates, he would be happy to- 
know with what countenance they can request. 
the people of this country to put the Government. 
intotheir hands? Trust the Government to those: 
who are hostile to it! Who prefer their own 
interest and rights, to its interest and rights! 
If our opponents are in reality in favor of such 
principles, patriotism ought to persuade them to 
add one other, and that is, ever to remain ina 
minority. There they may perhaps be of some 
use, at least they will not be dangerous; but put 
them in power, and let them act up to what they 
profess, and destruction would be certain. If the 
gentleman from Virginia is anxious to know the 
real cause of the separation of his former asso- 
ciates from him, he must look for it in his present 
political creed, and that of those with whom he 
is now united. He will there find an article 
which had no place in his in '98, and which then 
as well as now was reprobated by those who con- 
stitute the present majority. This article is 
only an enlargement of the minority principles, 
as defined by the gentleman ; it is opposition to 
our country in relation to England. The proof 
of this article is of the same kind, and no less 
clear than the others. For what encroachment 
of England on our neutral rights, from the inter- 
ruption of our carrying trade down to the moment 
that war was declared, which one of the innume- 
rable insults and injuries which bursted in on 
us, has the opposition either not palliated or jus- 
tified—and what effort of our country to resist, 
which has not been reprobated and opposed ? 
Mr. C, said he would not multiply proof on 
a eourse of conduct the bad effect of which was 
too sensibly felt to be easily forgot, and the con- 
tinuation of which was but too apparent in the 
present discussion. For what was the object of 
the opposition in this debate? To defeat the 
passage of this bill? It has been scarcely men- 
tioned ; and contains nothing to raise that storm 
which has been excited against it. The bill pro- 
poses to raise twenty thousand men only,and that 
for one year; and surely there is nothing in that 
calculated to lay such strong hold of the jeal- 
ousy or fear of the community. What then is 
the object of the opposition? Gentlemen cer- 
tainly do not act without an intention ; and wide 
as has been the range of debate, it cannot be so 
lawless as to be without an object. It was not, 
he repeated, to defeat the passage of this bill; 
no, but what was much more to be dreaded, to 
thwart that, which the bill proposes to contribute 
to. the final success of the war; and for this pur- 
pose he must do the opposition the credit to say, 
they have resorted to means the best calculated 
to produce the effect. In a free Government, in 
the government of laws, two things are necessary 
for the effectual prosecution of any great measure ; 
the law by which the Executive officer is charged 
with the execution and vested with suitable pow- 
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ers; and the co-operating zeal and union of the 
people, who are always indispensable agents. 
Opposition to be successful must direct its efforts 
against the passage of the law; or, what was 
more common and generally more effeetual, to 
destroy the union and the zeal of the people. 
Either, if suecessful, is effectual. The former 
would in most cases be seen and reprobated ; the 
latter, much the most dangerous, has, to the great 
misfortunes of Republics, presented at all times 
a ready means of defeating the most salutary 
measures. To this point the whole arguments 
of opposition have converged. This gives a 
meaning to every reason and assertion, which 
have been advanced, however wild and inconsis- 
tent. No topic has been left untouched, no pas- 
sion unessayed. The war has been represented 
as unjust in its origin, disastrous in its progress, 
and desperate in its farther prosecution. As if 
to prevent the possibility of doubt, a determina- 
tion has been boldly asserted not to support it. 
Such is the opposition to the war, which was ad- 
mitted on all sides to be just ; and which ina man- 
ner received the votes even of those who now 
appear to be willing to ruin the country in order 
to defeat its success. For let it ever be remem- 
bered, that the bill to raise the twenty-five thou- 
sand men passed this House almost unanimously, 
though it was distinctly announced for what ob- 
ject it was intended. How will gentlemen re- 
lieve themselves from this dilemma? Was it 
their object to embarrass the Administration ? 
Will they dare to make a confession, which will 
so strongly confirm the motive which has been 
assigned tothem? A gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Euorr) felt the awkwardness of the situa- 
tion, and, in his endeavor to explain, has made an 
admission which ought ever to exclude him and 
his friends from power. He justified his vote on 
the ground that he was in favor of the force asa 
Peace Establishment. A Peace Establishment 
of thirty-five thousand men! [Mr. Emorr ex- 
plained that he did not mean as a Peace Estab- 
lishment, but that the posture of affairs at that 
time demanded it.] At any rate, said Mr. C., he 
hoped to hear nothing farther about the enormous 
expense of the war, since the principal expense 
ought to have been incurred in the gentleman’s 
opinion, even had it not been resorted to. Well 
might the opposition admit the justice of the 
war. For years the moderation of the Govern- 
ment, he might almost say the excessive love of 
peace, strove toavoid the contest. We bore all 
thatan independent nation could bear; not indeed 
with patience, but in the hopes of returning jus- 
tice on the part of our enemy. 

Mr. C. could not omit noticing the attempt 
made by the gentleman from New York, to pall 
ate the conduct of England, in relation to one of 
the causes of the war; he alluded to the block- 
ade of 1806. The genleman contended that it 
was a relaxation of the law of nations in our fa- 
vor; and of consequence must be considered by 
us in the light of a benefit. It surely cannot be 
necessary to trace the gentleman through his la- 
borious discussion on this point, to expose the er- 


ror of so extraordinary a conclusion. What, that 
an advantage to this country, which we have 
struggled so much to avoid! That, a relaxation 
on the part of England, which she has so obsti- 
nately refused to yield! Flushed with his sup- 
posed victory on this subject, the gentleman un- 
dertook. what might be considered even a more 
difficult task, to remove the Orders in Council as 
a cause of war. Mr. C. said he despaired of re- 
plying to such arguments. But it is objected that 
the report of the Committee of Foreign Rela- 
tions has stated the orders of 1807 as a caues of 
war, though repealed by those of 1809. It isa 
sufficient justification of the report that it has 
stated the facts on this, as well asall other points, 
precisely as they existed; and well might the re- 
port enumerate the orders of 1807 as a cause of 
war, when those of 1809 openly avow the princi- 
ples of the former, and only modify their opera- 
tion to the then existing circumstances. But, 
says another gentleman from New York, (Mr. 
BLeecker,) we were inveigled into the war by 
the perfidy of France. She did not fairly repeal 
her decrees. Be it so; and what, then? Were 
we bound to submit to England, because France 
refused to do us justice? Had we no power of 
election between the ruffians ? Where will the 
absurdity of such arguments end? The right to 
select was perfect in us; and, without reference 
to the conduct of France, the selection might 
and ought to fall on England. If, sir, the origin 
of the war furnish no sufficient justification for 
opposition to it, in vain will our opponents fly for 
refuge to its continuation. The Orders in Coun- 
cil, say they, are now no more, and why should 
the war be persisted in after its cause is removed ? 
Mr. C. said his reply to this question was, that it 
was continued from no project of ambition, or 
desire of conquest; but from a cause far more 
sacred, the liberty of oursailors and their redemp- 
tion from slavery. Yet the war is opposed, even 
attempted to be defeated, by the friends, connex- 
ions, and neighbors of these brave defenders of 
our national rights and honor. It is even asked, 
why should we feel so lively an interest in their 
fate? [n vain are such arguments urged, The 
country will not forget its duty, the first of poli- 
tical duties, that of protection. Our opponents 
may find no motive in connexion or neighborhood, 
but the country will, in its obligation. The friends 
of commerce may evince their attachment to ils 
profits and luxuries only; but the Government 
will not, on that account, cease to respect the lib- 
erty of the citizen, and the enlarged interest of 
commerce, by protecting from English slavery 
the sailors, by whose toil and peril it is extended 
to every sea. Provided they have commerce and 
profit, it seems the injury and insult go for noth- 
ing with the opposition. Such a commerce may, 
indeed, bloat the country, but it will not contrib- 
ute to its real strength. It subtracts more from 
the spirit, than it adds to the wealth of the com- 
munity. 

But, say our opponents, as they were opposed 
to the war they are not bound to support it; and 
so far has this opposition. been carried, that we 
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have been accused almost of violating the right 
of conscience, i denying the right set up by gen- 
tlemen. The right to oppose the efforts of our 
country, while in war; ought to be established be- 
yond the possibility of doubt, before it can be 
justly adopted as the basis of conduct. How con- 
science can be claimed in this ease cannot be very 
easily imagined. We oppose not by laws or pen- 
. alties; we only assert that the opposition experi- 
enced cannot be dictated by love of country, and 
1s Inconsistent with the duty which every citizen 
is under to promote the prosperity of the Repub- 
lic. Its necessary tendency is to prostrate the 
country at the feet of the enemy, and to elevate 
a party on the ruins of the public. Till our op- 
ponents can prove that they have a right which 
1s paramount to the publie interest, we must per- 
sist in denying the right to thwart the success of 
the war. "War has been declared by a law of the 
land; and what would be thought of similar at- 
tempts to defeat any other law, however incon- 
siderable its object? Who would dare to avow 
an intention to defeat its operation? Can that, 
then, be true in relation to war which would be 
reprobated in every other case? Can that be 
true which, when the whole physical force of the 
country is needed, withdraws half of that force? 
Can that be true which gives the greatest vio- 
lence to party animosity? What would have 
been thought of such conduet in the war of the 
Revolution? Many good citizens friendly to the 
liberty of our country were opposed to the decla- 
ration at the time; could they have been justified 
in such opposition as we now experience? To 
terminate the war through discord and weakness 
-is a hazardous experiment, But, in the most un- 
just and inexpedient war, it can searcely be possi- 
- ble, that disunion and defeats can have a salutary 
operation. In the numerous examples which his- 
tory furnishes, let an instance be pointed out, in 
any war, where the public interest has been pro- 
moted by divisions, or injured by concord. Hun- 
dreds of instances may be cited of the reverse. 
Why, then, will gentlemen persist in that course 
where danger is almost unavoidable, and shun 
that where safety is almost certain ? 

But, sir, we are told that peace is in our power 
without a farther promotion of the war. Appeal 
not, say our opponents, to the fear, but to the gen- 
erosity of our enemy. England yields nothing 
to her fears; stop, therefore, your preparation, and 
throw youself on her mercy, and peace will be 
the result. We might, indeed, have pardon, but 
not peace on such terms, "Those who think the 
war a sacrilege or a crime, might consistently 
adopt such a course; but we, who know it to be 
for the maintenance of the just rightsof the com- 
munity, never can. We are farther told that im- 
pressment of seamen was not considered a suffi- 
cient cause of war; and are asked why should it 
be continued on that account? Mr. C. observed 
that he individually did not feel the force of the 
argument; for it had been his opinion, that the 
nation was bound to resist so deep an injury even 
at the hazard of war; but, admitting its full force, 
the difference is striking between the commence- 


ment and the continuance .of hostilities. War 
ought to be continued until its rational object, a 
permanent and. secure peace, coiild be obtained. 
Even the friends of England ought not to desire 
the termination of the war, without a satisfac- 
tory adjustment of the subject of impressment. 
It would leave the root that must necessarily 
shoot up in future animosity and hostilities. 
America can never quietly submit to the deepest 


-of injury. Necessity might compel her to yield 


for a moment; but it would be to watch the 
growth of national strength, and to seize the first 
favorable opportunity to seek redress. The worst 
enemy to the peace of the two countries could 
not desire a more effectual means to propagate 
eternal enmity. 

But it is said that we ought to offerto England 
suitable regulations on this subject to secure to 
her the use of her own seamen; and because we 
have not, we are aggressors. He denied that we 
were bound to tender any regulations, or that we 
bad not. England was the party injuring. She 
ought to confine her seamen to her own service; 
or, if that was impracticable, propose such ar- 
rangements that she might exercise her right 
without injury to us. This is the rule that gov- 
erns all analogous cases in privatelife. But we 
have made our.offer; it is, that the ship should 
protect the sailor. It isthe most simple and only 
safe rule; but, to secure so desirable a point, the 
most liberal and effectual provisions ought and 
have been proposed to be made on our part to 
guard the British Government against the evil 
they apprehended, the loss of her seamen. The 
whole doctrine of protection heretofore relied on, 
and still recommended by the gentleman from 
Connecticut, (Mr. P.) is false and derogatory 
to our honor; and under no possible modifica- 
tion can effect the desirable objects of affording 
safety to our sailors, and securing the future 
harmony of the two countries. Nor can it be 
doubted, if governed by justice, she will yield to 
the offer of our Government, particularly if what 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. BLEECKER) 
says be true, that there are ten thousand of her sea- 
men in our service. She would be greatly the 
gainer by the arrangement. Experience, it is to 
be feared, however, will teach that gentleman that 
the evil lies much deeper. The use of her sea- 
men is a mere pretence. The blow is aimed at 
our commercial greatness. It is this which has 
animated and directed all of her injurious coun- 
cils towards this country. England is at the 
same time a trading and fighting nation; two 
occupations naturally at variance, and most diffi- 
cult to be united. War limits the number and 
extent of the markets of a belligerent, makes a 
variety of regulations necessary; and produces 
heavy taxes, which are inimica! to the prosperity 
of manufactories and consequently commerce. 
These causes combined give to trade new chan- 
nels, which direct it naturally to neutral nations. 
To counteract this tendency, England, under 
various but flimsy pretences, has endeayored to 
support her commercial superiority by monopoly, 
It has been our fortune to resist with no incon- 


819 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


820 


'"H.or R. 


Additional Military Force. 


January, 1813. 


siderable success this spirit of monopoly. Her 
principal object in contending for the right of 
impressment is to have, in a great measure, the 
monopoly of the sailors of the world. A fixed 
resistance will compel her to yield this point as 
she has already done her Orders in Council. 
Success will amply reward our exertions. Our 
future commerce will feel its invigorating effects. 
But, say gentlemen, England will never yield 
this point, and every effort on our part to secure 
it is hopeless. To confirm this prediction and 
secure our reverence, the prophecies of the last 
session are relied on. Mr. C. felt no disposition 
to disparage our opponents’ talents in that line; 
but he very much doubted whether the whole 
chapter of woes had been fulfilled. He would, 
for instance, ask whether so much as related to 
sacked towns, bombarded cities, ruined commerce, 
and revolting blacks, had been realized? 
' He was sorry to find a gentleman from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. Suerrey) not yet cured of his fears 
in relation to this last prediction. He would be 
glad to know what was his intention—his asser- 
tions give equal notice to the House, the enemy, 
and the country. If danger indeed existed, he 
has acted with such imprudence as ought to sub- 
ject him to the censure of any reflecting man; 
but he would acquit the gentleman, as he did not 
apprehend any danger. He would not admit an 
increased danger from a state of war, a state in 
which the public force and vigilance are of ne- 
cessity the greatest. But, to return to the point; 
our cause is not so hopeless as represented by 
our opponents; but, on the contrary, if we only 
persevere, we have every reason, under present 
circumstances, to anticipate ultimate success. 
The enemy is engaged in a contest in Europe 
which requires his whole power. We have al- 
ready compelled him to yield a point which but 
the last year it was prophesied that he never 
would. The Orders in Council are now no more; 
that system by which it was vainly attempted to 
monopolize our trade and to recolonize the Ameri- 
can nation. But if England will not yield, we 
can perish as well as she. Our Republican vir- 
tue is as obstinate as her Imperial pride, and our 
duty to our citizens as unyielding as her preroga- 
tive over her subjects. An attempt has been 
made to shake our fortitude by a cry of French 
alliance. It has been boldly said that we are 
already united with that country. We united 
with France! We have the same cause! No; 
her object is dominion, and her impulse ambition. 
Ours is the protection of the liberty of our sail- 
ors. But, say our opponents, we are contending 
against the same country. What then? Must 
we submit to be outlawed by England in order 
that she may not be by France? Is the inde- 
pendence of England dearer to us than our own? 
Must we enter the European struggle not as an 
equal, consulting our peculiar interest, but be 
dragged into it as the low dependant, the slave 
of England ? 

The gentleman from Virginia (Mr. RANDOLPH) 
hastold us that we are contending against re- 
ligion in the person of England—that she is, in 


a word, the patroness of Christianity. Unhappy 
country! Doomed to submissibn to preserve the 
purity of religion! Doomed to slavery that 
England may be independent! Because Bona- 
parte is not a Protestant you must surrender your 
rights! Because he is a despot you dare not re- 
sist! What does the gentleman intend? Is it 
his wish, by thus dragging into the heat of politi- 
cal debate the sacred cause of religion, to pro- 
mote its interest or that of a faction? If the 
former, let him point out an instance in ancient 
or modern times when the junction of religion 
and politics has not been fatal to the interest of 
both. It is this unnatural union that has engen- 
dered the foulest progeny of human woes. His- 
tory is full of its disaster, and the gentleman is 
too familiar with its pages to require a particular 
recital. If the gentleman’s intention is not to 
advance the cause of religion, but to promote the 
views of a party, words cannot truly describe its 
real character. It is a trick that has been, and 
still continues to be practised on the too easy 
credulity of our nature. Its frequency, however, 
does not change its nature; it may indeed furnish 
some apology that those who practise it are led 
into it without a due reflection on its character ; 
but, when understood, what can be more shocking 
than that the most sacred of all things, the me- 
dium of divine communion, our consolation as 
mortals, should be prostrated to the gratification 
of some of the worst feelings of the human 
heart! 

Such, then, is the cause of the war and its con- 
tinuation ; and such the nature of the opposition 
experienced, and its justification. It remains to 
be seen whether the intended effect will be pro- 
duced. Whether animosity and discord will be 
fomented, and the zeal and union of the people 
to maintain the rights and indispensable duties 
of the community will abate; or, describing it 
under another aspect, whether it is the destiny of 
our country ta;sink under that of our enemy or 
not. Mr. C. said he was not without his fears 
and his hopes. 

On the one hand our opponents had manifestly 
the advantage. The love of present ease and 
enjoyment, the love of gain, and party zeal, were 
on theirside. These constitute part of the weak- 
ness of our nature. We naturally lead that way 
without the arts of persuasion. Far more diff- 
cult is the task of the majority. It is theirs to 
support the distant but lasting interest of our 
country; it is theirs to elevate the minds of the 
people, and to call up all of those qualities by 
which present sacrifices are made to secure a 
future good. On the other hand, our cause is 
not without its hope. The interest of the people 
and that of the leaders of a party are, as observed 
by a gentleman from New York, (Mr. Stow,) 
often at variance. The people are always ready, 
unless led astray by ignorance or delusion, to par- 
ticipate in the suecess of the country, or to sym- 
pathize in its adversity. Very different are the 
feelings of the leaders; on every great measure 
they stand pledged against its success, and almost 
invariably consider that their political conse- 
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quence depends on its, defeat. "Ihe heat of de- 
- bate, the spirit of settled opposition, and the con- 
fident prediction of disaster, are among the causes 
of this opposition between the interest of a party 
and their country ; and in no instance under our 
own Government have they existed in a greater 
degree than. in relation to the present war. The 
evil is deeply rooted in the constitution of all free 
Governments, and is the principal cause of their 
weakness and destruction. It has but one rem- 
edy, the virtue and intelligence of the people— 
it behooves them, as they value the blessings ot 
their freedom, not to permit themselves to be 
drawn into the vortex of party rage. For if by 
sueh opposition the firmest Government should 
prove incompetent to maintain the rights of the 
nation against foreign aggression, they will find 
realized the truth of the assertion that govern- 
ment is protection, and tbat it eannot exist where 
it fails of this great and primary object. 'The 
authors of the weakness are commonly the first 
to take the advantage of it, and to turn it to the 
destruction of liberty. 

Mr. Key spoke in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. ArsroN said, although the debate upon 
the subject under consideration had been protract- 
ed to so great a length, he would make a few ob- 
servations in reply to the member from Maryland, 
(Mr. Kev.) He believed no gentlemen would 
disbelieve him when he told them he would not 
detain the House long. Mr. A. said, he always 
listened to the gentleman with attention, and as 
often admired his great ingenuity in covering his 
real designs and making that appear plausible and 
right which in fact. was not so; however, upon 
the present occasion, it was impossible to mistake 
the gentleman. : He began by saying that he 
would not vote to repeal the law declaring war 
against Great Britain—that would be prostrat- 
ing the dignity of this nation at her feet; and 
what was his argument? That no step ought to 
be taken to carry it on. Mr. A, asked the gen- 
tleman and the House, which would be the most 
dignified course, to repeal the law declaring war 
or to refuse the only means of carrying it on with 
anything like success. The gentleman says he 
will not vote for the bill on your table, offers no 
system for the immediate prosecution or carrying 
on of the war, yet the gentleman declares he will 
not submit. He would go on enlisting for five 
years, when he well knows under existing circum- 
stances the men cannot be obtained for the next 
campaign. Mr. A. asked if any man in his senses 
did believe that Great Britain would come to 
terms such as an independent nation ought to ac- 
cede to if no other course was taken than that 
which the gentleman talked about? 

The gentleman would repeal your non-impor- 
tation act, reject the bill upon your table, pass 
such a law on the subject of seamen as would 
please Great Britain, and then declared you would 
have a peace in nine months. This then is the 
gentleman's project; now, it is asked, what man in 
this nation who possesses one spark of American 
feeling would be willing to take such a course? 

Mr. A. said he would submit it to the House 


and the gentleman how well such an argument 
accorded with the declaration the gentleman set 
out with, which was, that he would not repeal the : 
law declaring war with Great Britain, because it 
would be humbling this nation at her feet. 

The gentleman talked of the expense of the sys- 
tem, said it would cost fifty millions a year; and 
what would the gentleman’s system cost? Atleast 
one hundred millions before he could get ready 
to meet the enemy. Mr. A. said, the object of 
the bill was to get a force for the next campaign ; 
the gentleman’s system was never to make a cam- 
paign against Great Britain, but to go on trying 
toenlist men for five years, when it was well 
known that every engine the ingenuity of oppo- 
sition could put in motion was resorted to, to pre- 
vent enlistment. Yet this is the only course the 
gentleman is willing to take for the next cam- 
paign, for the maintenance of the honor and the 
dignity of the nation. 

But the gentleman would fight Great Britain 
upon the sea. Isit possible that there is a gen- 
tleman in this nation who believes that we are 
atthis time able to meet the thousand ships of 
Great Britain on that element? Impossible! Yet 
the gentleman would meet her on the ocean. Al- 
though the gentleman is perfectly willing to vote 
for a navy to fight Great Britain upon the sea 
he talks about expense; he weighs the nationa 
honor in one scale and the expense of the bill on 
your table in the other; yet the gentleman would 
incur all the expense of a navy to meet her at sea. 

The gentleman is equally at variance with him- 
self on the subject of the conquest of Canada; 
in one breath he declares the country not worth 
possessing, and in the next he declares it will be 
the means if acquired of breaking these States 
asunder, of destroying this Union ; is it possible 
that it can be believed, even by the gentleman 
himself, that a country such as he describes Can- 
ada to be, ever can be of sufficient importance 
that its weight added to the Northern States will 
cause a disunion—a cold, sterile, rocky, uninhab- 
itable, and inhospitable climate ? 

The gentleman is as much at variance with 
his friends, many of whom have been afraid that 
the old United States would be depopulated by 
removals into Canada, if we should acquire it. 
When such arguments are resorted to, what must 
be the feelings and indignation of every honest 
man in the nation ? 

Mr. A. verily believed that the conquest of 
Canada would be the surest means of cementing 
the Union. He would refer the gentleman and 
the House to the very able speech this day deliv- 
ered by the gentleman from New York, (Mr. 
Stow.) which must have shown, to the satisfac- 
tion of every gentleman present, except that of 
the gentleman from Maryland, that no one act 
could have a tendency more to unite us together ; 
it would be the surest means of effecting an in- 
ternal communication, by uniting the Eastern and 
Western waters, through the great lakes, by ea- 
nals, and of affording an internal navigation 
throughout the whole Western world; without 
which there would always be subjects of discon- 
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tentsand jealousies. The gentleman has brought 
us to the recollection of a speech delivered by a 
gentleman (not now a member) from Virginia, 
(Mr. EPPES,) on the subject of embargo, deliver- 
edatamidnight hour. He, Mr. A. really thought 
that speech would never again have been brought 
to view by the gentleman from Maryland, for if 

- ever that gentleman sat uneasy under the lash of 
aspeech, it was that very speech: Mr. A. would, 
however, not detain the House by travelling over 
the proceedings of that night; they must be fully 
in the mind of the gentleman who has brought 
them into discussion. He expressed a hope that 
the bill might pass, as it was evidently calculated 
to bring a sufficient force much sooner into ac- 
tion, than could be brought under the present 
system. 

Mr. Dgsna.—Mr. Speaker; it is not my inten- 
tion to detain you long; my principal object in 
rising is to conjure gentlemen to bring this de- 
bate to a close. Sir, what can gentlemen flatter 
themselves by suffering this discussion to be pro- 
tracted to so unwarrantable a length? It cannot 
be supposed that the substantial part of this 
House (I mean those who think much and speak 
but little) will, by theoretical or sophisticated re- 
marks, be driven from their course. Then, sir, 
those long-winded speeches must be either in- 
tended for the gallery, or for gentlemen’s con- 
stituents. It would certainly be unjustifiable to 
sport away the public money; to exhaust the 
. public patience in making long speeches, merely 
for the purpose of amusing the ear of the gallery. 
And, sir, your constituents would much rather 
you would act with decision, with promptitude, 
in adopting measures calculated for a vigorous 
prosecution of the war, that it might be brought 
to a speedy and honorable termination, than to 
take up weeks in detailing the causes of the war. 
The people are fully apprized of the causes of 
the war, from the documents that have been pro- 
mulgated ; they are satisfied that it is a just and 
necessary war: that it has been forced upon us 
by the injustice and oppression of our enemy, 
oceasioned in a great measure by the violent op- 
position of a party to the Administration. Sir, 
act so as to give a vigorous prosecution to the 
war, and act promptly, and the people will sup- 
port you with manly firmness, independent of the 
consideration of expense. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill contemplates raising 
twenty thousand men for one year. 
shall vote for the bill under consideration, I do 
not altogether approve of it. Sir, the time of 
service Is too short to answer a valuable pur- 

.pose. lam not so sanguine as to suppose that 
we will overrun the British provinces in one sea- 
son. J should like it much better if the time of 
service, as has been proposed, was extended to 
eighteen months, and the bounty raised in pro- 
portion. You would then have the advantage of 
two campaigns; in the last of which, you might 
-calculate on a certainty of being able to do some- 
thing of a.decisive character, as you would have 
the advantage of disciplined troops; and really, 
sir, if this bill is to answer any valuable pur- 


Although I! 


pose,it ought to have been passed some time 
since. Gentlemen certainly must see that the 
object of the opposition is procrastination ; they 
have predicted that the bill under consideration, 
if adopted, will not only run the country to ex- 
traordinary expenses, swell the national debt to 
an- enormous size, but that it will ultimately 
bring disgrace on the Government. And, sir, 
they are determined that their predictions shall 
be realized, by putting off the passage of the bili 
until late in the season, thereby preventing you 
from obtaining the men in time to do anything 
of a decisive character next summer. This, in 
my mind, is unquestionably their object; and I 
believe the ambition of some of them is such, 
that, rather than be found false prophets, they 
would endanger the only republic in the world. 
Sir, I do not wish to be understood to include the 
whole Federal party; far from it. I believe 
there are some, and I hope a considerable portion, 
who are American in principle, and would, per- 
haps, go as far as any American in defending 
their country's rights. Sir, it is not my inten- 
tion to arraign motives; but, speaking of party, 
what has been the conduct of the Federalists for 
twelve years past, ever since the termination of 
the Reign of Terror? A uniform opposition to 
everything of a prominent character proposed by 
the different republican Administrations. Now, 
sir, if Mr. Jefferson and Mr. Madison had been 
the weakest of men, as well as the wickedest, 
(which no man in his senses, who had any re- 
spect for his character, or standing in society, 
would assert,) they must have accidentally hap- 
pened on something right in the course of twelve 
years. 

Mr. Speaker, it is mortifying to see gentlemen 
who call themselves Americans, rise up ia the 
face of the nation to palliate and vindicate the 
conduct of an enemy, and at the same time rep- 
robate, in the strongest language of ridicule, every 
step proposed by the Administration calculated to 
counteract the iniquitous and destructive policy 
of our enemy. Can such conduct be called 
American? Sir, when it ought to be the duty 
and pride of every man having any pretensions 
to American principles, to rally under the gov- 
ernmental standard, in order to assist in expelling 
our tyrannical oppressors from the Continent, by 
which extricating the Government from its pres- 
ent difficulties, you see the Federal party making 
every exertion in their power to make the war a 
dishonorable one. 

I know, Mr. Speaker, that it is in the nature of 
tyrannieal or despotical Governments to take 
arbitrary strides; yet, sir, I do believe that the 
impositions and oppressions heaped upon tàe 
American Government ; the evils under which 
we at this time labor, are measurably, if not en- 
tirely, attributable to the party hostilely arrayed 
against the Administration. Sir, they have, by 
their uniform opposition, led the British to believe 
that they had a powerful party in this country ; 
that parties were nearly equally balanced; that 
it would be impossible for a Republican Admin- 
istration to adhere to any decided stand taken 
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against England, and that finally the English 
party would prevail. "Thus, sir, have Govern- 
ment been beset by party. They have been baf- 
fled in every peaceable ‘step calculated to vindi- 
cate our rights, or redress our grievances, until, 
by the injustice of our foreign enemy, bottomed 
on the aid they calculated on receiving from our 
domestic foes, the Government have been forced 
into war. Ard now you are told to put a stop to 
` the war, and try once more if Britain will not 
do us justice. Dégradine thought! Sir, we have 
already humbled ourselves in making proposals, 
and all efforts on the part of the Administration 
failed. The world has seen and understood that 
the failure was attributable to her own wicked- 
ness, and not to our pertinacity. Sir, the Amer- 
ican Administration has exhibited an example of 
moderation unparalleled in the annals of the 
world; our forbearance has astonished the uni- 
verse, and we have the consolation to see that 
neither the guilt of aggression, nor the folly of 
ambition, can be fairly attributed to it. Negoti- 
ation, as well as patience, has been exhausted. 
Instead of appealing again to the justice of a 
Government that makes principle bend to power, 
we have been necessarily compelled (though re- 
luctantly) to appeal to arms, and I trust in God 
that they wil! never be laid down short of jus- 
tice. Sir, the opposition tells you that the prin- 
ciple of impressment is not worth contending 
for. Anti-American! Sir, have. we come to 
this? Are the people—the descendants of the 
heroes of "76— prepared for this? They are not, 
the declarations of the F'ederalists to the con- 
trary notwithstanding. Sir, in order to avoid 
this conflict with our old oppressors and invete- 
rate foe, will we, who call ourselves freemen, 
friends of liberty, citizens of the only Republic 
in the world, suffer real Americans, the descend- 
ants of those who immortalized their names by 
achieving valorous deeds in the war of the Rev- 
olution, by which America was emancipated 
from the thraldom of the tyrant’s grasp, to be 
kidnapped, torn from their friends and relations, 
confined on board of floating dungeons, and sub- 
ject to the lash of every petty naval tyrant? I 
trust not; humanity, justice forbid it! Sir, if 
we have become so weak and degenerate as to 
acknowledge ourselves unwilling or incapable to 
defend and protect our own citizens, then the 
controversy is at an end; there is no necessity for 
a further prosecution of the war; we may at 
once abandon the stand Government has taken 
against tyranny and oppression. The next step 
is to surrender all our rights to the entire dispo- 
sal of Britain, and become colonies. Is this 
what gentlemen want? I hope not; but if not, 
why this violent and systematic opposition to 
the stand Government has taken? Why so 
clamorous in favor of receding or retracing our 
steps? Gentlemen tell you that the people are 
against you; that you cannot go on} that they 
will not support you; that you dare not touch 
the pockets of the people by taxation, lest thev 
should flounce. Pray, sir, who are the people 
the gentlemen speak of? A few Federalists with 


whom they correspond, who are in all probabil- 
ity attached to Britain and her policy, conse- 
quently are disposed to clamor, with an expecta- 
tion that it will deter Congress from pursuing 
the course marked out. Sir, eight-tenths of the 
people are not so ignorant as not to know that 
their most invaluable rights and dearest inter- 
est, the liberty of posterity, are involved in the 
contest; for, sir, if our old masters could, by 
either force or machinations, bring us under 
them again, they would do it, as they have never 
pardoned us our independence ; and, sir, the peo- 
ple are not so mercenary as not to be willing to 
contribute their proportionable part of the ex- 
pense, which will necessarily be incurred in this 
just and necessary conflict ; necessary, sir, be- 
cause it has been forced on us by our tyrannical 
oppressors. Sir, itis in the power of a few dis- 
affected characters, by engaging opposition prints, 
to propagate their illiberalities, and fulminate 
their calumnies, and having such men as Timo- 
thy Pickering, and the representative of the Es- 
sex Junto (Mr. Q.) at their head, to make a great 
noise; they may for a while deceive the people, 
and lead them astray ; but I am satisfied, sir, that 
there is too much good sense, good information, 
among the people, to suffer them to turn against 
themselves. I am satisfied, sir, that they will 
ultimately discover the deception, when those 
designing leaders will have to shrink into their 
lurking holes, to prevent sanguinary vengeance 


from overtaking them. 


Mr. Speaker, the Federalists ery out French 
influence! French influence! What does this 
mean? They know it is not the fact; they can- 
not produce a single iustance in support of the 
declaration. No, sir, it is done by way of throw- 
ing dust in your eyes, to prevent you from dis- 
covering another kind of influence which I am 
afraid is too prevalent in this country, and which 
has brought the Government almost to the brink 
of a precipice, and now every exertion is mak- 
ing, by thwarting the Administration, to shove 
you off that precipice. Sir, the clamors which 
have been raised and sung so loud against the 
late and present Administrations, as well as 
against the war, sprang up in commercial towns. 
But it should be recollected, that it is there that 
foreign influence resides, and consequently the 
greater portion of systematic opposition to the 
measures of a Government in collision with that 
nation from which this foreign influence ema- 
nates, . 

Sir, why this extraordinary solieitude for the 
poor Canadians? I think it would be equally as 
honorable for gentlemen to reserve their sympa- 
thies for the innocent inhabitants of our fron- 
tiers who fall victims to the merciless and savage 
allies of Britain. What can be the cause of this 
extraordinary predilection (as it appears to me) 
for Britain and her principles? If gentlemen 
would take an impartial view of their conduct 
towards all nations, and more particularly Amer- 
ica, I think they would find but little to bottom 
confidence on. It is almost proverbial, sir, that 
their touch is pollution. It would be folly to 
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detain you by detailing crimes. Sir, there is no 
crime which ean be perpetrated, but for which 
ready precedents may be found in the conduct of 
that perfidious nation towards America. All 
nations with which they have been connected, 
have not only felt the perfidy of their alliance, 
the impotence of their protection, but the sting 
of their pride. 

But, sir, I told you Í would not detain you long, 
and I will not; as I have not subseribed to the 
new-fashioned doctrine, that a man’s talents are 
to be measured by the length of his speech. I 
am old-fashioned enough, sir, to suppose a ease, 
where, by having reference to all the documents 
printed for years back, and expatiating on them, 
long speeches might be made, and no great pre- 
tensions to talents either. Sir, I shall say no 
more, only to give gentlemen notice, that if this 
debate is not suffered to be closed in a very short 
time, I shall attempt to close it by calling the 
previous question. 

Mr. Cuzvzs rose.—It was for some time during 
this debate, said he, my intention to have min- 
gled my unimportant opinions and sentiments 
with those of other gentlemen in this discussion; 
but I gave way from time to time before the ea- 
gerness of others who were desirous of present- 
ing themselves to your attention, and I had en- 
tirely abandoned the idea of taking any part in 
the argument; but the sudden and unexpected 
indisposition at this moment of my worthy friend 
and honorable colleague, (Mr. Witutams.) the 
chairman of the committee with whom this bill 
originated, who was expected to close the debate, 
has left a vacuum in theargument which I propose 
to ill. Could he have addressed you, as he was 
prepared and anxious, in the faithful discharge of 
his duty, to do, it would have rendered the feeble 
attempt which I shall make as unnecessary as it 
would have been impertinent and obtrusive. I 
propose, then, to speak, as my honorable friend 
would probably have done, generally, but briefly, 
on the several heads of discussion which have 
been introduced into the debate, which has not 
been on the bill before you, but on the general 
merits of the war; the origin, progress, and con- 
linuance of it. I mean not to censure the wide 
range which this discussion has taken. It is fair 
and right in geutlemen of the opposition to select 
some oecasion during each session on which to 
diseuss the great questions of State which the 
public events of the passing times present; and 
the one furnished by the bill before you was per- 
haps as proper as any other. 

Almost all the gentlemen who have addressed 
you, have very gravely told you, by way of exor- 
dium, of their unquestionable right to do so, and 
of the firmness with which they mean to assert 
and exercise it, as if there had been, at any time, 
really an opposition tothis freedom of discussion. 
These introductions must be a little amusing to 
the members of this House and to the attendants 
in your galleries, who have been in the habit of 
listening to the gentlemen. But if there ever 
could have been a doubt on this subject, and 
surely there never was any, the debate, which I 


hope is about to be closed, affords an ample refu- 


‘tation of it. There are parts of this debate which 


will descend to distant posterity as a monument 
of the freedom of discussion in this Hall. I trust, 
sir, we shall furnish few such testimonies—I hope 
never to see another exhibited on this floor. They 
must be looked upon with apprehension by ail 
those who consider the restraints of personal po- 
liteness and the urbanity of social esteem as af- 
fording a better security to those who love peace 
and good manners, for the preservation of these 
valuable objects, than can be lent by the strongest 
arm or the severest sanctions which positive in- 
stitutions have established ; restraints under which 
even “vice itself loses half its evil, by losing all 
its grossness.” I shall imitate the example of 
gentlemen who followed in the debate—I shall 
pour oil upon the waves, and endeavor to still the 
raging of the storm. 

Gentlemen, fruitful in epithets, yet rather fruit- 
ful in their abundance than in their variety, have 
called this an unjust, wanton, wicked, and unne- 
cessary war. I, on the contrary, assert it to be a 
just and necessary war. One characteristic dif- 
ficulty here presents itself, which has occurred in 
all the discussion in and out of this House on this 
subject. Whatisa just and necessary war? By 
the advocates of war it is asserted that the inju- 
ries and insults of the enemy demanded war, and 
rendered this war just and necessary. The oppo- 
nents of war admit the magnitude of the insults 
and injuries, but deny the inference. They as- 
sert that the war is unnecessary and not justifi- 
able, because the pecuniary expenditure and loss 
will exceed in value the commercial objects for 
which we are contending. The advocates of 
war deny both the premises and the conclusion. 
The objects of the war are not merely commer- 
cial, but, if they were, the inference is denied. 
They admit that the pecuniary expenditure and 
loss will exceed the pecuniary value of the com- 
mercial objects for which they contend, but they 
deny that a war for commercial objects is there- 
fore unnecessary or indefensible. To an intelligi- 
ble argument it seems, therefore, under these cir- 
cumstances, necessary that we should begin by 
some definition of a just and necessary war; and 
yet it seems to be a melancholy labor in a great 
and free State, where public sentiment should be 
unequivocal on such subjects, to proceed by rules 
of logie to establish great first principles of public 
sentiment; but I fear that, as all good things are 
purchased by concomitant sacrifices, we have not 
Obtained the innumerable blessings and advan- 
tages of the freedom of speech and of the press 
for nothing. [fear they have sometimes substi- 
tuted an erring reason for a better guide—the 
great uncontaminated current of public feeling— 
the moral sense of the nation, of which the hon- 
orable gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Quin- 
CY) so often tells so much. 

But we must inquire, what is a just and neces- 
sary war? A war is just and necessary when 
waged to protect and defend the violated pecu- 
niary interests of a country ; or to defend and se- 
cure the sovereign rights and independence of a 
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country ; or, lastly and principally, to support and 
maintain the national honor. The last, indeed, 
embraces all the others; and; if I have distin- 
guished, it is rather in conformity with custom, 
or for the purpose of elucidation than from any 
practical separation which I admit between the 
last and the former. But I am likely to incur 
the derision of the honorable gentlemen in the op- 
position by speaking of national honor. They 
seem not to have admitted the term into their 
vocabulary; they treat it as a new language; 
they remind me of the character of Goldfinch, in 
one of Holcroft’s plays, who, when he hears the 
Romans mentioned, exclaims, “Romans! Ro- 
mans! who are they?" So the gentlemen, “na- 
tional honor! whats that? whai’s that ?? Yet, 
sir, strange as it may seem to the honorable gen- 
tlemen over the way, the maintenance of the 
principle of national honor, by which I mean that 
principle which animates and sustains an ele- 
vated fitness of character and conduct, is the only 
justifiable cause of war; and, if necessary, the 
principle ought to be maintained by all the sacri- 
fices of war in its worst shape. No war is justi- 
fiable or necessary which is waged merely for 
pecuniary objects, if we can suppose such a war, 
for all wars involve expense and loss greater 
than the amount of any pecuniary objects for 
which they can be waged. . On the ground of in- 
terest merely they would not, therefore, be justi- 
fiable; and there is to be superadded, what can- 
not be valued in money, the value of human life. 
But the value of everything is founded on the 
security with which it is enjoyed. One unpun- 
ished violation of right provokes another and an- 
other, until all security is destroyed; and, there- 
fore, it is necessary to resist given infractions of 
pecuniary right by sacrifices beyond the value of 
the right itself, because resistance is necessary to 
the security of all other pecuniary rights—nay, 
to the security of all other rights. Security of 
rights is a political thing; it is the protection of 
Government; it derives its value, and a great 
portion of its power, too, from a faithful and un- 
relaxed application of it to all the rights and in- 
terests of a nation; and is diminished in its value, 
and in its power also, by any failure to afford the 
protection which is due by Government to the 
subjects and the interests under its control. To 
abandon any interest is to abandon all, and to pro- 
tect one is to protect all; war, therefore, waged 
to protect one political right is waged to protect 
all political rights; no war is, in consequence, 
made for any givgn right merely as such, but for 
all the rights and interests which are bound to- 
gether in a nation under the social and civil com- 
pacts. To compare the expenditure and losses of 
war with the value of commercial objects, which 
may be the immediate causes of war, is to talk 
idly, and to forget the true end of all war and the 
first great purpose of Government—security. A 
great man (Sir James Mackintosh) has said, “the 
paramount interest of every.State, that which 
comprehends all others, is security.” Will you 
then, it may be inquired, go to war to avenge the 
infraction of the smallest right under the protec- 


tion of Government, and for this object jeopar- 
dize every other, and spill the blood of your fel- 
low-citizens? Certainly not. There is a fitness 
which cannot be defined in anticipation, but which 
is easily discoverable when the occasion occurs, 
which determines when a war is necessary. It 
may depend upon the nature of the injury; on 
the character which the nation has acquired; on. 
its ability to avenge the injury ; on the character 
of the nation which has inflicted the injury, and 
a thousand other circumstances. The question 
ought always to be, What becomes the nation 2 
Whatis due to the national honor? What is ne- 
cessary to sustain an elevated fitness of character 
and conduct in the nation? If the injury sus- 
tained be one which cannot or will not probably 
be repeated, it is less necessary to avenge it. If 
the nation be poor and feeble, it may be obliged 
to submit to the violation of a great right, If it 
be great and powerful, it must sometimes resent 
a smaller injury; it may sometimes disdain to 
notice a considerable aggression upon its rights ; 
in short, in no instance is the expense of the war 
a rule which will prove it just and necessary, or 
otherwise ; in every instance is national honor, 
that is, a fitness of character and conduct, the 
rule by which its necessity and justifiable charac- 
ter are determinable. Generally when a nation 
is able to resist with effect the infraction of im- 
portant pecuniary rights, it seems indubitable 
that an elevated fitness of character and conduct 
requires resistance. But this obligation is in- 
creased, and is less doubtful when any of the sov- 
ereign rights of a nation are infringed, as in gross 
and reiterated insults to the national flag, habitual 
violations of the personal liberty of its subjects, 
invasion of its territories, and the like; these are 
assaults upon its independence, and there is no 
room left for an inquiry into the fitness of resist- 
ance; it may indeed be supposed to change from 
a question of expediency to an act of necessity; 
it is a struggle for self-preservation ; the nation 
acts upon a principle which is inherent in the 
meanest insect, and of which inanimate matter 
is not divested; the worm when trodden on writhes 
in resistance as well as anguish, and the reaction 
of inanimate matter seems to be the repulsive act 
of self-preservation. 

What, then, did an elevated fitness of character 
and conduct require of the American Government, 
in relation to Great Britain, at the moment war 
was declared? What does it still require? [ re- 
peat, the war is a just and necessary war. This 
will be proved by adverting to the causes of the 
war. What, then, were the causes of the war? 
‘hey were principally new and before unheard 
of blockades—the Orders in Council, which have 
been generally so called, by way of pre-eminence; 
the spoliations of our commerce under various 
unfounded and insulting pretexts, and the im- 
pressment of our seamen. Iam not permitted by 
the circumstances under which I address you to 
go at length into any of these subjects. But I 
may ask, what on the ocean did we enjoy but by 
the sufferance of Great Britain? What insults, 
what injuries had we not suffered? "When did 
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they begin; when, though they may have been | which the honorable gentlemen say was no revo- 
varied in character, were tbey relaxed in degree, | cation. The act of the Government was then 
` and when were they probably to cease? I will] strictly proper. The decrees of France were re- 
stop to notice one or two of the arguments which | pealed. But gentlemen, for want of better argu- 
have been offered by the gentlemen of the oppo- | ment, dwell on the perfidy of France to this 
sition on this part of the subject. E country and the general atrocity of the conduct 
The gentleman from New York (Mr. Emorr) | of her ruler. Who is the apologist of France? 
says, the blockade of May 1806 ought not really | Is any man on this side of the House? No, sir. 
to have been a subject of complaint on the part | For my own part, I hope that the unjust acts of 
of the United States, because he says it was a re- | France may be resented and that we may be 
laxation of the rule of %56. The rule of ’56, with- | enabled to punish her for her perfidy and injustice. 
out admitting or inquiring into the justice of the| Without using the violent, I was about to say 
rule, may be declared to be a rule forbidding the | gross epithets which have become fashionable, I 
direct transportation in neutral vessels of the pro- | declare I abhor and detest as much as gentlemen 
. duce of the colonies of a belligerent to the Euro- | on the other side of the House, the conduct of 
pean ports of that belligerent. Now the blockade | France. I wish Spain to be emancipated from her 
of May 1806, founds no interdict on the origin of | yoke. Ishall rejoice in the conflagration of Mos- 
the produce or commodity conveyed; but inter- | cow if it were to save the independence of Rus- 
dicts an entrance into the ports of a great line of | sia. This I hope is the language of all parties. 
coast which it was physically impossible actually | All unite, I believe, in their abhorrence of the con- 
to blockade. Indeed, this order of blockade did ex- | duet and character of the man who sways the 
tend the principle of the rule of ’56, by forbidding | destiny of France. Why then is it said, when. 
intercourse in neutral vessels from one of the | we have the will and want but the power and op- 
ports of a belligerent, or ports dependent on him, | portunity to resist him, that we have indulged a 
to another of these ports. In short, this innocent | partiality for France? Great Britain has been 
and even beneficent order, as gentlemen will have | properly selected as the first object of our hostility. 
it, embraces the substance of all the subsequent | When a proposition was made to include France 
Orders in Council. Gentlemen have revived the | as well as Great Britain in the declaration of 
old argument which originated with them and | war, gentlemen on neither side of the House did 
will end with them, that the French decrees | support it. The opposition prints throughout the 
were not repealed, because of the informality of | Union laughed it to scorn. Few men thought of 
the instrument—the letter of the Duke of Cadore resisting both at once. The voice of both par- 
of the 5th of August, 1810, One gentleman (Mr. | ties appeared to beagainstit. The Government, 
Brzecker) has said that this Government was | obliged to resist, was obliged to select its enemy. 
tricked by France into a war with Great Britain, | Should France have been selected? With the 
and the evidence of this trick is the subsequent | blood of our citizens insultingly slaughtered with- 
formal act of repeal. Now, the first act was | out the slightest provocation, on the shores of our 
either a repeal or it was not, and if a repeal, the | own territory, unatoned for till the moment of 
subsequent act of France, though it were re- | the declaration of war, with the habitual impress- 
pugnant, could not change the character of the! ment of our seamen in every sea, with the con- . 
first act. Bat itis not repugnant. It is confir- | tinual and reiterated violation of your right to 
matory,and recognises the first as a repeal. And | seek where you choose a market for your native 
80 it has been considered by Great Britain, who | produce, all before your eyes, and with no hope 
never objected tothe informality of the firstact. It| of a discontinuance of these injuries, we are 
was left to the ingenuity of gentlemen on the] told that we ought to have diverted our enmity 
other side of the House to furnish this sapient ob- | from Great Britain, and directed itagainst France. 
jection, and that they might not be injured in the | Where, sir, could we attack France? Where 
right of authorship, they have been left to the ex- | are her colonies into which we could carry our 
clusive enjoyment of it—Great Britain has never | arms? Where could we subjugate her provin- 
republished it; it is to be found in none of thelces? Where are her ships?—where her com- 
voluminous correspondence of her Ministers. Her! merce? Where could we have carried on against 
objections were not want of form in the act, but, 1. | her any of the operations of war? Would the 
That the revocation was conditional and depended | chivalry of gentlemen on the other side of the 
on the resistance of the United States to certain | House have suggested an invasion of France ? 
principles of blockade. 2. Thatit was partial, and | An honorable gentleman from New York (Mr. 
applied not to all neutrals but to America alone. | Gop) said it would not have required another 
Now mark her consistency. She has revoked | man nor another ship, to have resisted France. 
the Orders in Council, and that act of the French | But, why, I pray you? Because such a resist- 
Government, which she has made the pretext for | ance would have been confined to the idle and 
this revocation, is alike conditional and alike! nugatory act of declaring it. Effectual resist- 
partial. [t states the resistance of the United | ance would have been impracticable. Gentlemen 
States as the ground of revocation, and it con- | would resist France, would declare war against 
fines the revocation to America. Great Britain | France, merely to show their indignation at her 
has then deserted the gentlemen on the other side | perfidy and injustice; and here I confess my 
of the House, and has herself admitted, in effect | feelings go with the gentleman—I would do so 
and in practice, the sufficiency of that revocation | too, had we no other enemy to contend with. 
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But if we had. abandoned -or deferred our resist- 
ance to the injuries of: England, and as a pretext 
for it assailed France, would not the act have 
been idle and weak? Would it not have been 
wicked, to borrow.one of the epithets which gen- 
tlemen have applied to the war with England, so 
to have sported with the public feelings and the 
national resentment.as to have declared war 
against France, the minor aggressor, whom we 
could not touch, and to have suppressed our re- 
sentment against Great Britain, whose injuries 
were unlimited and unceasing, and whom alone 
we could reach? But why, sir, are the injuries 
these nations have done us contrasted, and those 
of the one made an apology for those of the other ? 
Why are we partisans of either? Have we no 
country of our own? Js there a land upon the 
globe, so fair, so happy, and so free? And, be- 
holding and enjoying these blessings, 


** Breathes there the man with soul so dead 
Who never to himself hath said, 
‘This is my own, my native land !” 


Sir, I feel neither as a Frenchman nor Briton, 
but as an American. 
States, I bear no affection to any other country. 
If I have any feeling of partiality for either of 
the great belligerents, it is for the country, and 
the people of Great Britain. From them I draw 
my blood in a very short descent. But that na- 
tion is the injurer of my country, and I can see 
her in no other light than that of an enemy, nor 
can I find any apology for her in the injuries 
France lias doneus. Sir, the Government did right 
in discriminating: between Britain and France, 
and selecting the former. It was the only mode 
of real practical resistance. ‘I'he world would 
have laughed at us had we declared war against 
France, who was no longer able to injure us, 
whom we could not ussail with effect, and have 
left the unceasing injuries of Great Britain to go 
on unresisted and unresented. The world would 
have considered it as a mere cover for our pusil- 
Janimity. I say then, that the Government was 
not tricked into a war with Great Britain. Ii 
was commenced in the prosecution of the best 
and most deliberate policy. It was the only hon- 
orable and practicable course. If there has been 
an error, and I think there has, it was in not hav- 
ing long since resisted England. War against 
England should have followed the first embargo; 
that was a wise measure, but it could not endure 
forever; it carried the policy of commercial re- 
striction upon the enemy as far as such a policy 
should ever be carried, which from its nature can 
only be temporary. It at the same time prepared 
the nation for war; it brought home your wealth 
and. seamen; it brought home your vessels, and 
placed you in the attitude in which the nation 
ought to have been previous to war, and its ter- 
mination ought to have been followed by imme- 
diate and vigorous war. The pulse of the nation 
was high, and the confidence of the people in their 
rulers and resources great. Distrust has grown 
out of the hesitation and timidity then manifested. 
If the embargo had been followed up by war, some 
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As a citizen of the United: 


of the greatest injuries we have since suffered 
would not have occurred. France would not 
have ventured to have seized and sequestered our. 
vessels and property as she subsequently did. She 
was tempted to do it because she saw we would 
suffer aud submit to any injury. i 

But gentlemen say, that their great aversion to 
this war arises from the danger of French alliance 
Is it possible? Do we want the armies of France, 
or, if we did, could they reach our shores? Do 
we want her navy ? Has she any that dare ven- 
ture to sea? Where can she aid us? Where 
can we unite? There is an astonishing similar- 
ity in the history of free governments. The 
Athenians were afraid to resist Philip because it 
would involve them in an alliance with the Great 
King. It was alleged that he was a barbarian 
and the common enemy of all free States. Bur; 
said their great orator: “For, my part, when I 
‘find a man apprehending danger from a person 
‘ who resides in Susa or Ecbatana, and yet speak- 
‘ing in another strain of one whoisat your gates, 
‘ whoisextending his conquests in the very heartof 
* Greece, the plunderer of the Greeks, I am aston- 
* ished,and regard that man, whoever he is, as dan- 
* gerous, who does not see danger in Philip.” So 
I must regard the counsels of that man, whoever 
he is, who, fearing French alliance, would sub- 
mit to British aggression. I mean, however, to 
impute no improper motive to gentlemen in the 
opposition—an opposition always runs into ex- 
tremes, and, with a knowledge of this fact, I can 
easily account for their conduct, however extra- 
ordinary Imay consider it, without supposing their 
motives tobe worse than my own. If they be real, 
Iam indeed astonished at their fears of French 
alliance. It seems to me impossible. But let us- 
not by an unnecessary fear of one Power, however 
great, fail to repel the injuries of another Power 
which is continually pressing upon us. Submis- 
sion to Britain now would prepare us for submis- 
sion to France hereafter. "The way to prepare 
to resist the alarming power of France, should 
we be assailed by it, is now to resist Great Brit- 
ain, and raise up in the minds of our citizens a 
spirit that will fearlessly contend against injury 
and injustice, come from whatsoever quarter it 
may. But, sir, it is idle—it is worse than idle to 
talk of the danger of French alliance. 

Gentlemen say, that popular opinion was 
against the war. I deny it,sir. It was called 
for by popular opinion ; and this will not be dis- 
proved, however soon popular opinion shall in- 
cline to peace, and genilemen on the other side 
of the House regain the reins of power, as they 
are not unlikely to do, however just and neces- 
sary the war. Any man who thought with half 
the ability with which the gentlemen do, must 
have believed that in voting for war,he was 
probably surrendering himself politically a vic- 
tim on the altar of his country, yet it is frequently 
declared, that the majority have declared this 
war to preserve their seats. "They declared it 
against popular opinion, too, to preserve their 
seats, which they hold by the tenure of popular 
opinion! Are gentlemen serious? Look at the 
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history of nations, and see if the' war-makers 
have been generally the peace-makers. I cannot 
elevate the hopes of men who possess half ihe 
talents that the honorable gentlemen lay claim 
to (because their own sagaeity must have made 
it known to them) by declaring that those who 
have made this war must be more fortunatethan 
the authors of war usually are, if power does not 
change hands. Let gentlemen then be patient— 
the prospect before them is cheering. If the war 
shall be glorious, and the result happy, the best 
rights and interests of the country will have 
been secured by the exertions of the Government ; 
and though it shall confirm the power of the ma- 
jority, the gentlemen, endowed, as they undoubt- 
edly are, with the best feelings of good men and 
Americans, will unite with usin a triumph which 
will elevate their country’s honor and happiness. 
If otherwise, they, in the fulness of that wisdom 
of which they neither seem unconscious nor dif- 
fident, will administer the Government them- 
selves, and have neither wars nor rumors of wars. 
But I repeat, that the popular opinion called for 
war. 'The people were not satisfied with the 
temporizing and pacific measures which the Gov- 
ernment had pursued for several years; they be- 
gan to declare and to believe that the Govern- 
ment was incompetent to the purposes for which 
it was instituted. Had the Government conti- 
nued to show by its practice that it was incapa- 
ble of defending the national rights and honor 
by arms, this glorious and happy Union, which 
we all profess to hold dear and sacred, would not 
long have been thought worth preserving, and 
would have died of mere inanition. Who would 
not have pointed the finger of scorn at the Gov- 
ernment which would not go to war for such 
rights as those for whieh we entered into this 
contest? Let gentlemen look at the matter with 
impartiality, and see whether the Government 
would uot have ceased to merit and to receive the 
respect of its citizens, if it failed to protect such 
rights and interests. It would have manifested a 
want of that spirit without which any Govern- 
ment will be despicable. But itis said, the war was 
declared prematurely, without the necessary pre- 
vious preparations, and that in this respect the 
weakness and wickedness of the measure were 
particularly exemplified. I know, sir, that men 
who took upon them the office of prophets and 
foretellers, in both Houses of Congress, did pro- 
nounce the declaration of war premature,and pre- 
dicted numerous and fatal disasters which were to 
follow: our commerce was to be destroyed, and 
our vessels indiscriminately swept from the ocean; 
our towns were to be sacked; our slaves were to 
be in a state of insurrection, &c. Their counsel 
was, Wait till the Winter—then the scason will 
protect your harbors and maritime towns, and 
your Army will be increased and disciplined. 
But the season of danger has passed—I mean that 
season in which it was predicted we should suf- 
fer these disasters—and what portion of the evil 
prophecy has been realized? Has our commerce 
been swept from the ocean? Has it not nearly 
all reached our harbors in safety? Are our 


‘cities sacked ? Are our slaves in a state of insur- 
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rection? It was also predicted that our gallant 
little Navy would beannihilated. "This has been 
falsified by the great exploits of our naval heroes, 
Look on these and say whether the war was pre- 
maturely commenced or not! Would you for all 
the money that has been expended, and to re- 
trieve all the sacrifices of the war, consent to 
expunge from the pages of history the achieve- 
ments of Hull, and Jones, and Decatur? Iheard 
the other day a patriot of the Revolution declare, 
in a spirit which should animate us all—speak- 
ing of the reward which it was proposed to be- 
stow on the officers and crew of the Constitution— 
“T would rather add five millions to the national 
* debt, than strike that single event from the na- 
* tional records.” Would not you all ?: The an- 
swer from both sides of the House must be affir- 
mative. With these events before me, I cannot 
regret that the declaration of war was not de- 
layed. ‘ 

But war was prematurely declared, it is said, 
because we had not a regular disciplined army 
at the time. Preparation for operations on land 
must have been relative to the defence of ourown 
territory, or the invasion of the enemy’s terri- 
tory. The militia are the proper and the ade- 
quate defenders of the soil on which they live; 
for this purpose we did not want any other army. 
They might have been made more extensively 
useful. [I join not with their revilers—I wish 
that their usefulness had not been circumscribed 
by a doctrine subversive of the true principles of 
the Constitution which was maintained on this 
floor. I rejoice that I combatted that doctrine ; 
yet I donot mean to consider them as a fit army 
of invasion. I acknowledge that we. were not 
prepared with a regular disciplined army, quali- 
fied for the invasion and conquest of the enemy’s 
country. But should we have been prepared by 
Winter, the time to which gentlemen wished to 
have deferred the declaration of war? It isa 
truth, that a Government like ours never will, 
and never can, be prepared for war in peace. 
The great and effeetive preparations for war 
must grow out of the progress and events of the 
war. Notwithstanding our disasters on land, l 
believe our preparation is zreater, and our situa- 
tion better, than it would have been had the 
war been deferred. We were to expect, in the 
commencement of the war, to suffer such mis- 
fortunes. Except in the affair of Detroit, noth- 
ing has happened which should cause us to blush: 
that disgrace, like the disgrace of the Chesapeake, 
will be the harbinger of glory—I take it as an 
omen of victory. I pledge myself, if the war con- 
tinue, it will be so inthe event. As the war stands 
at this moment, we have suffered little, and we 
have humbled the pride of the enemy where it 
was most insulting. We have insured the con- 
fidence of the nation, from the seashore to the 
mountains beyond them, as far as our population 
reaches, in our naval ability. I ask the gentle- 
men on the other side of the House, whether we 
have not gained something in this respect by the 
war? In one word, who would now commence 
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the war and take the chance.of better success in 
preference to thé actüal fortune of the war since 
it has been declared. It was not prematurely 
declared. I now conténd the war ought to be 


be continued. Some gentlemen have thought 


fit to say in debate, that the only alleged cause of 


war was formed by the Orders in Council, But 
from their own act, their celebrated protest, I will 
prove the contrary. Impressment is there enu- 
merated as among the causes of war, as it was 
in all the public acts of the time relative to the 
causes of war. Without more words, I am au- 
thorized in asserting that impressment was one 
of the principal causes-of the war; and although 
had the Orders in Council been revoked, and 
their revocation known to us before war was de- 
clared, we would no doubt have temporized 
longer; yet this cause itself must in the end have 
produced war. The honorable gentleman from 

irginia, (Mr. RAxpornm,) with whom I reci- 
procate the appellation of friend with pride and 
pleasure, because party feelings break no link of 
my friendships, says we have renounced our ob- 
jections to the British practice of impressment, 
because the Treaty of 1794 is silent on the sub- 
ject. It is: true there is no provision respecting 
it, but an article of the treaty discloses the fact, 
that many points of difference were left unset- 
tled, and the public documents of that period 
show that this was among them. 

[Mr. Ranpoupn explained. He did not say that 
the silence of that treaty was'a renunciation of 
the objection, but it proved that the practice of 
impressment was not considered at that time, in 
itself, as sufficient cause of war.] 

It appears that very soon after the General 
Government went into operation this practice was 
the subject of remonstrance; this was under the 
Administration of General WAsHiNGTON. It has 
been the subject of negotiation and remonstrance 
under every succeeding Administration. But it 
is alleged, because it was not settled in the Treaty 
of 1794, that it was not considered by General 
Wasurnaton as justifiable cause of war, and it 
is inferred that it ought not now to be considered 
as sufficient cause for the continuance of the 
war. What, sir, shall constitute cause of war? 
The spoliation of your property? Not S0, say 
gentlemen, because the expenditure for redress 
will be greater than the injury sustained. The 
violation of the personal liberty of your citizens 
and the degradation of the ensign of your sover- 
eignty? No, say gentlemen, General Wasuino- 


TON did not consider these as sufficient cause of 


war. Will, then, any injury, or any combination 
of injuries, authorize or require national resent- 
ment? "The reasoning of the gentlemen would 
lead us to a negative conelusion. But in their 
estimate of the actual causes of the present war, 
they appear to consider the business of impress- 
ment as trivial, and the Orders in Council as eve- 
rything. What, sir, will you go to war for prop- 
erty, the value of which is only relative, and 
which, compared with personal liberty, is worth- 
less, and refuse to go to war for the personal lib- 
erty of the citizen? for that which is alike 


** Given to the fool, the vain, the evil— 

“To Ward, to Waters, Chartres, and the Devil!” 
You will wage war,and not to rescue your fel- 
low-citizens from imprisonment and stripes? But, 
however this subject was to be viewed before we 
wete actually involved in war, it must now be 


put on a footing of certainty ; if our claim be not 
secured it will be surrendered; to make peace 
without obtaining any security against the abuse 
of which we complain, would be to acquiesce in 
it, and to acquiesce in it would be to surrender 
the rights of the country. This was the reason- 
ing of Mr. King, who in one of. his communica- 


tions to Government on this subject says, he has 


abandoned negotiation, because to acquiesce in 
the views of the British Government would be to 
surrender our rights. 
to come here with volumes of documents to prove 
the rights of the citizen; to demonstrate that the 
naval officers of Britain have nota right to incar- 
cerate him; 
him? Shall 1 be obliged by a laborious process 
of reasoning to prove the obligation of Govern- 
ment to rescue him from such suffering? No, 
gentlemen generally have abandoned this ground, 
and say, that the impressment of our 


And shalt I be obliged, sir, 


to drag him to the gangway and flog 


citizens is 
under proper circumstances justifiable cause of 


war; and the gentleman from North Carolina, 
(Mr. Pearson,) who opened the debate on this 
subject says, that if a fit proposition, accompanied 
by means calculated to give it a fair chance of 
success, were tendered and did not procure a ces- 
sation of the practice of impressment, he would 
support the war. What is the proposition which 
he submits? That we shall prohibit from serv- 
ing in our ships the seamen of Great Britain and 
other foreign seamen, and confine our crews to 
our own citizens. This being done he will sup- 
port the war. I challenge gentlemen on the other 
side of the House to say distinctly to the people, 
for whom an honorable gentleman (Mr. Quincy) 


has said this debate was intended, that this war 
should not be continued for the protection of our 
seamen; they will not, they darenot. Butif they 
are against the continuance of the war it is on 
that ground and no other. The honorable gen- 
tileman from Virginia (Mr. RANDOLPH) says, 
Great Britain has a right to insist on theservices 
of her own subjeets, and that England would not 
be England if she could not command them. I 


say, that America will cease to be America if she 
suffers her to command them at the price of the 


liberty of her citizens and the honor of her flag. 
The same gentleman says, England will nail the 
flag to the mast and go to the bottom with it, 
rather than surrender the right of taking her sea- 
men from on board our merchant vessels. I hope, 
sir, we shall imitate the noble example she sets 
us, and make every sacrifice rather than give up 
our citizens to bondage and stripes. 

I perceive, sir, that I am occupying too much 
of your time, aud I will pass over many of the 
observations J] meant to have made. I will not 
travel over the history of our negotiations on this 
subject, asI intended to have done, but come im- 
mediately to the proposition of Mr. Russell. [t 
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was, that we should pass laws prohibiting under 
the severest penalties the employment of any 
other seamen than American citizens on board 
our vessels, including under this denomination 
only natives and those who are already natural- 
ized. This brings me to the discrimination made 
by the gentleman from North Carolina, to whom 
I have before alluded. He would support the 
Government, he said, in a war for the protection 
of native seamen, if such laws were passed as 
would prohibit the employ ment of others. Will 
he not also support a war for the protection of 
those already adopted into our political family ? 
He will; I answer for it, he will. As a man feel- 
ing for the character of his country he will; as 
a man of honor, he will. Look at the Constitu- 
tion—it gives the power to naturalize. Excuse 
me, sir, for descending for a moment to verbal 
criticism. What is the import of the verb, to 
naturalize? It is to make men as native citizens. 
The Constitution has given the power to Congress 
to do this, with but one limitation. And what has 
Congress done? It has naturalized foreigners 
without any. other than the Constitutional limit- 
ation, but it has done it on condition, that they 
forever abjure their najive allegiance! On 
oath they declare, that they will serve no other 
Sovereign, and, in consequence, solemnly re- 
nounce the protection of every other! Itis im- 
possible for any native to be, politically, more an 
American—it imposes on him every obligation 
and gives him every right, except that of a capa- 
city to be the Chief Magistrate of the nation. 
What, then, is the obligation of the Government 
to the adopted citizen? Pledged by the Constitu- 
tion and the laws to protect and treat him as a 
native citizen, can the functionaries of that Con- 
stitution and those laws discriminate between 
him and a native citizen? Was the provision of 
the Constitution, were the laws of naturalization 
wise? are questions which may be fairly made, 
but having already pledged the faith of both, if 
you do not protect him your character is gone. 
It will stink in the nostrils of posterity! Will 
you say that you cannot protect him? Will you 
adopt the idea, which has been suggested, of giv- 
ing pensions to them in lieu of political protec- 
tion? A pension of six hundred dollars in lieu 
of the privileges of an American citizen! Tam 
shocked at the idea. How worthless, how de- 
graded in the eyes of mankind would we be 
could we make such a faithless compromise. 
Who will sell his birth-right, who will sell his 
right of affiliation for a pension of six hundred 
dollars? Will you, can you then discriminate 
between the protection due to native and natural- 
ized citizens? Let not any mariner be natural- 
ized, if you choose to forbid it, but do not pledge 
the sacred faith of the Constitution and the laws 
and then violate that pledge under any such un- 
tenable pretext. 

But, say gentlemen, the public law of all na- 
tions on earth, ancient and modern, has denied 
the right of expatriation. Admit that they are 
correct, and for the purpose of the argument, I 
do admit that such isthe general law. But what 


is this law as modified by the practice of nations? 
Every nation which has thus forbidden expatria- 
tion has at the same time granted naturalization, 
and the general practice of nations is undoubted- 
ly the law of nations. Does not England natu- 
ralize foreigners? Does she not naturalize your 
citizens? If she does not doit as generally as 
you do, it is because it is not her policy to do so; 
it is enough that she naturalizes your seamen ; it 
is enough that all nations have, at the same mo- 
ment, forbidden expatriation and granted natural- 
ization. The law must be the result of neither 
exclusively, but of both these practices. Mr, 
Burke, (the great Edmund,) who was certainly no 
innovator, denominates Charles XII the murder- 
er of Patkul. Patkul was born a Swedish sub- 


ject and had repeatedly taken up arms against his 


Sovereign, he was adopted by Russia and had 
been her Minister at the Court of Poland. Charles 
XII, the Sovereign to whom his natural allegi- 
ance was due, obtained possession of his person 
and put him to death—this act Mr. Burke deno- 
minates murder! 

Governments which have naturalized foreign- 
ers have protected their naturalized subjects, and 
the Government to whom the native allegiance 
of such subjeets was due, though they have de- 
nied the right of expatriation, have not impugned 
the protecting interposition of the adopted sove- 
reign. If they have, it has been considered asan 
act of unprincipled violence, and in the instance 
of Patkul has merited and received the denomi- 
nation of murder. On this subject I will quote 
a single sentence from one of Mr. King's letters ; 
he says, “it behooves the British Government to 
adhere to the principle of natural allegiance 
wholly or renounce it wholly.” Contending them- 
selves for the right of naturalization, can the 
British Government deny it to others? On the 
part of this Government sufficient evidence of its 
pacific and accommodating disposition appears in 
its offer to surrender everything it can consist- 
ently with national faith. On the part of Brit- 
ain a protraction of the war, by refusing to meet 
us on the terms proposed, can proceed from no 
other motive than a determination to continue 
that abuse of power which she has inflicted and 
we have suffered so long. The ground taken by 
this country is what we must insist upon keep- 
ing, and I doubt not we will succeed if we con- 
tend for it as we ought. The informality of the 
negotiation between our Chargé d' Affairs and the 
British Government has been mentioned as a 
cause of its failure. If there had been an ami- 
cable disposition on the part of the British Gov- 
ernmenttheautliority would have been considered 
ample. If there be not an amicable disposition 
we will negotiate in vain. We must fight or we 
shall never sueceed in obtaining a recognition of 
our rights. I will advert to one argument of the 
gentleman from New York, (Mr. Emorr,) who 
has examined this subject with ability. Itis that 
one which appeared to me to make the greatest 
impression on the House. He said he had exam- 
ined the voluminous document on the subject of 
impressment, which was printed during the last 
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session by order of ‘thé House, and that it did not 
appear from that docuntent that more than ninety- 
three American, seamen had been impressed’ in 
the year 1809; from which I believe every one 
who heard him inferred that it was proved affir- 
matively by that document, that no more than 
ninety-three American seamen, who were named 
therein, were impressed in that year. Now, what 
isthe fact? The document does not state in 
one case, perhaps of eight or ten, when the im- 
pressment took place, and there are one thousand 
five hundred 2nd. fifty-eight persons. named in 
that document. Of course the gentleman could 
not be authorized to say that but ninety-three, or 
any other precise number, were impressed in 
1809. All those, the date of whose detention is 
hot stated, may have been impressed in 1809. It 
is probable much the greatest portion was. A 
more particular examination of this point of in- 
quiry will prove the magnitude of the evil. 
From the 1st of April, 1809, to the 30th Septem- 
ber, 1810, a period of eighteen months only, a 
single agent of this Government, in London, re- 
‘ceived one thousand five hundred and fifty-eight 
applications from impressed seamen. How many 
were unabletoapply ? Men imprisoned on board 
ships of war, scattered over the ogean and on dis- 
tant stations, how could they apply to Mr. Lyman 
in London and give in their names? The num- 
ber impressed must have been great indeed when 
a single agent in the short space of eighteen 
months registered the names of one thousand five 
hundred and fifty-eight applicants. Of this number 
a part was discharged, acknowledged to be Amer- 
icans beyond the possibility of denial; a small 
number is detained as being born in England, and 
the remainder are detained under various pre- 
texts—such as, supposed to be born in England, 
being on distant stations, having consular certifi- 
‘cates proving them Danes, Swedes, &c. ; as if they 
had any betterright totake from on board an Amer- 
ican vessel a Swede or a Dane than an American 
citizen. Even their own doctrine goes to asserta 
right to seize none but their own subjects. I ask 
now, whether the impression made by the gen- 
tleman from New York was a just one? Whe- 
ther it does not appear probable that at least one 
thousand of those contained in this list were im- 
pressed without even a plausible pretext? But if 
in a single statement I make outa result so variant 
from the statement of the gentleman, I beg you 
and the publie to test the other statements of the 
gentleman in the same way. Not, sir, that the 
genileman made the statement with any unfair 
intention, for no man is more honorable or cor- 
rect—he has my highest esteem—but, it will show 
how liable we are to err—nay, how prone we are 
to err when our feelings and habit of thinking run 
with our argument. So much for impressment. 
It is an abuse such as cannot be tolerated by an 
independent nation. It is one which ought to be 
resisted by war. 

In relation to the bill immediately before us. 
Sir, I have no knowledge of military matters. I 
-confess I have considerable doubt as to the par- 
ticular character of the force contemplated by 


the bill; but it is necessary that confidence in 


this respect should be reposed somewhere by those 
who have no confidence in their own judgment, 
and l'am willing to repose it in those who recom- 
mend this bill. . Gentlemen are alarmed at the 
idea of a standing army. What is the difference 
between this force and the volunteer force here- 
tofore authorized to be raised ? Fifty thousand 
men were authorized by the law on that subject 
now proposed to be repealed, and twenty thousand 
only by this bill which is proposed to’ substitute 
it. How stands the question as to power con- 
ferred on the Executive? He has had’ hereto- 
fore a greater force at his command, and with no 
difference in character, except that this is to be 
of a more regular character. Those might be 
raised for three years; these but for one. "Those 
he officered without control; these under the 
partial control of the Senate. There is nothing 
therefore to dread in this bill. : 

One word in relation to the ways and means. 
The gentlemen have told you of the great expense 
of the war, and the great expense that will flow 
from the passage of this bill. What is the mag- 
nitude of the expense, compared with the import- 
ance of the object! Compare the last year's ex- 
penditure with that of the British nation, and 
see how infinitely limited our expenses appear. 
We incurred a debt for the last year of ten mil- 
lions of dollars. Look at the sum wanted to sup- 
ply the necessary funds for the expenses of the 
British nation, consisting of about double our 
population, for one year. Fifty-eight millions of 
pounds sterling! and this in addition to the im- 
mense burdens imposed for sinking the principal 
and discharging the interest on the pre-existing 
debt. It is said ten millions of dollars of debt 
have been entailed in the last year on the lands, 
property, and interest of this nation. Yes, sir, 
every citizen of the United States has to encoun- 
ter the immense burden—of what? A debt of 
one dollar and twenty-five cents for each soul. 
The wealth and industry of this country are bur- 
dened to this amount. The honest mechanic, 
farmer, or planter, is liable, he and his posterity, 
to this vast amount, for the defence of his coun- 
try for the last year! No, sir, not even so much ; 
it will fall where it will not be felt, on the wealth 
of the country. On him not five and twenty 
cents perhaps of the debt will fall, The honest 
laboring man will have to encounter the immense 
burden of twenty-five cents; it will require a 
payment from him of as much as five cenis per 
annum for four or five years to extinguish this 
debt. This is the horrible spectre which gentle- 
men imagine is to deter us from the prosecution 
of a just and righteous war. But twenty millions, 
it is said, will be required for the service of the 
ensuing year, and there are no means of getting 
it. Sir, there ismore money liberated from com- 
mercial pursuits by the operations of war twice 
overtban will be wanted in the year. The banks 
themselves could lend it from their emancipated 
capital. If the merchants do not employ their 
funds desperately, there will be more money lib- 
erated from commerce during the ensuing year, 
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than would supply the Treasury for two years to 
come. There arein the United States fifty, as 
some say, I say sixty millions of bank capital, on 
which an hundred millions can be discounted. 
Where can this sum be employed? Where is 
` the commerce which can employ it? Where is 
the agriculture which require it? Where are 
the manufactures which require it? How can 
we employ it? It must go into the funds and be 
loaned to the Government, unless there be a want 
of confidence in it. There can be no want of 
confidence. The error of omitting to lay taxesI 
believe was a great error; I would have made 
assurancedoubly sure; but it is not yet too late for 
the Legislature to do its duty—and there is no 
doubt then but the loans will be obtained on rea- 
sonable terms. But say that lam wrong in my 
calculations. Iwill putit upon the general ability 
of the country. Is this nation poor and misera- 
ble! Have we no resources? Is the war just 
and necessary ? If so, will it be said that you 
have not the ability to carry iton? If the war 
be just, and you have the ability, it must be drawn 
forth. If the war benot just, putit down. If it 
be just, I feel confident it will be supported. 
There may have been errors in its management, 
but they may be corrected—and success cannot 
but crown the arms of the people striving in so 
just a cause. 


The question was then taken on the passage of 
the bill, and decided in the affirmative.—For the 
bill 77, against it 42, as follows: 


Ysas— Willis Alston, jun, William Anderson, 
Stevenson Archer, Daniel Avery, Ezekiel Bacon, David 
Bard, Josiah Bartlett, Burwell Bassett, William W. 
Bibb, William Blackledge, Robert Brown, William 
A. Burwell, William Butler, John C. Calhoun, Francis 
Carr, Langdon Cheves, James Cochran, John Clopton, 
Lewis Condict, William Crawford, Richard Cutts, 
Roger Davis, John Dawson, Joseph Desha, Samuel 
Dinsmoor, Elias Earle, William Findley, James Fisk, 
Meshack Franklin, Thomas Gholson, Isaiah L. Green, 
Felix Grundy, Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, John A. 
Harper, Aylett Hawes, John M. Hyneman, Richard 
M. Johnson, Joseph Kent, William R. King, Abner 
Lacock, Peter Little, Aaron Lyle, Thomas Moore, 
William McCoy, Samuel McKee, Alexander McKim, 
Arunah Metcalf, Samuel L. Mitchill, Jeremiah Morrow, 
Hugh Nelson, Anthony New, Thomas Newton, 
Stephen Ormsby, Israel Pickens, James Pleasants, 
jun., Benjamin Pond, William M. Richardson, Samuel 
Ringgold, Thomas B. Robertson, John Rhea, John 
Roane, Jonathan Roberts, Ebenezer Sage, Lemuel 
Sawyer, Ebenezer Seaver, John Sevier, Adam Seybert, 
Samuel Shaw, George Smith, John Smith, William 
Strong, John Taliaferro, George M. Troup, Charles 
Turner, jr, William Widgery, and Richard Winn. 

Nays—John Baker, Abijah Bigelow, Harmanus 
Bleecker, James Breckenridge, Elijah Brigham, Epa- 
phroditus Champion, Martin Chittenden, Matthew 
Clay, Thomas B. Cooke, John Davenport, junior, 
William Ely, James Emott, Asa Fitch, Thomas R. 
Gold, Charles Goldsborough, Edwin Gray, Jacob 
Hufty, Richard Jackson, jun., Philip B. Key, Lyman 
Law, Joseph Lewis, jr, William Lowndes, Archibald 
McBryde, James Milnor, Jonathan O. Moseley, Jo- 
seph Pearson, Timothy Pitkin, jun., Elisha R. Potter, 


Josiah Quincy, John Randolph, William Reed, Henry 
M. Ridgely, William Rodman, Daniel Sheffey, Richard 
Stanford, Lewis B. Sturges, Samucl Taggart, Benja- 
min Tallmadge, Uri Tracy, Laban Wheaton, Leonard’ 
White, and Thomas Wilson. 

Ordered, That the title be, * An act in addi- 
tion to the act, entitled * An act to raise an addi- 
tional military force, and for other purposes.” 


Frivay, January 15. 


Mr. Rura, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a bill to encour- 
age vaccination; which was read twice, and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole on Mon- 
day next. 

The amendments of the Senate to the “ bill pro- 
viding Navy pensions in certain cases” were read, 
and concurred in by the House. 

The bill from the Senate “ supplementary to 
an act, entitled ‘An act to provide for calling 
forth the militia to execute the laws of the Uni- 
on, suppress insurrections, and repel invasions, 
and to repeal the act now in force for those pur- 
poses,” was.read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. ` 

On motion of Mr. ROBERTSON, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Publie 
Lands be directed to inquire into the expedieney 
of authorizing the Register of the Land Office at 
New Orleans, and the Register of the Land Office 
at Opelousas, respectively, for the Eastern and 
Western districts in the State of Louisiana, to 
receive additional evidence on claims to land au- 
thorizing the Registers and Receivers of Public 
Moneys of the said Land Offices to reconsider 
and decide on the claims, in favor of which new 
testimony shall be adduced ; their decisions, how- 
ever, to be subject to the revision of Congress 
when reported on; and that the committee re- 
port by bill, or otherwise. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill making certain partial ap- 
propriations for the year 1813. The bill was 
reported with amendments; which were concur- 
red in by the House, and the bill ordered to be 
engrossed, and read the third time to day ; which 
was subsequently done, and the bill passed. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee 
of the Whole on the bill for the relief of Jared: 
Shattuck. The bill was reported without amend- 
ment, and ordered to be engrossed, and read the 
third time to-morrow. 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill “in addition to 
the act concerning letters of marque, prizes, and 
prize goods;? which were again read at the 
Clerks table: Whereupon, 

Resolved, That this House do disagree to thesaid 
amendments, and desire a conference with the 
Senate upon the subject-matter thereof; and that 
managers be appointed at the said conference om 
their part. 

Messrs. Bassett, REED, and McKim, were ap- 
pointed managers on the part of the House. 

The House again resolved itself into a Com- 
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mittee of the Whole.on the report of the Com- 


mittee on the Publie-Lands, made the second of 


‘December last, respecting: an extension of the 
time limited by. law for the payment of lands 
purchased of the United States; and after some 
time spent therein, the Committee rose, and had 
leave to sit again. ., , 

A motion was made by Mr. Suerrey, that, 
when the Houseadjouras, it will adjourn to meet 
again on Monday next. Negatived—yeas 51, 
nays 56. ` nen 

On motion of Mr. Lirrue, the House agreed to 
reconsider the vote last taken on the motion for 
an adjournment until Monday. 

The question was then again taken on the said 
motion, and passed in the affirmative. ; 

‘Mr. Troup, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom were referred the amendments 
to the bill supplementary to the act, entitled “An 
act for the more perfect organization of the Army 
of the United States,” reported the agreement of 
that committee to the said amendments. 

The amendments were then again read at the 
Clerk's table, and, except the last, concurred in 
by the House. 

A motion was made by Mr. Minor to post- 
pone the further consideration of the last amend- 
ment until Monday, which was rejected. 

The question was then taken to concur in the 
amendment, and passed in the affirmative. 

. A message from the Senate informed the House 

that the Senate have insisted on their amendments 
disagreed to by this House to the bill * in addition 
io the act concerning letters of marque, prizes, 
and prize-goods,” and have agreed to the confer- 
ence asked by this House upon the subject mat- 
ter thereof. 


HIGHLAND TURNPIKE. 


Mr. MirceniLL, from the select committee, to 
whom was referred the memorial of the Presi- 
dent, Directors, and Company, of the New York 
Highland Turnpike, made the following report, 
which was concurred in: 

For the reasons and considerations therein stated, 
the. memorialists ask the aid of twenty thousand dol- 
lars; or some other adequate contribution, for the pur- 
pose of building a bridge, and completing a road 
through the chain of mountains on the east side of 
Hudson river, between the cities of New York and 
Albany. : 

They urge in favor of their request, that the mail 
will be transported with greater speed, and troops and 
ordnance enabled to travel with additional ease, after 
the meditated improvements shall be completed. In- 
deed, they wish it to be patronized as a military 


way. 

Daring the last session of Congress it was decided, 
after a fair and careful inquiry, that it was not expe- 
dient to make grants of land or money, for canals or 
similar conveyances, in the existing state of the Trea- 
sury and our public affairs. 

The committee have not been able to discover any- 
thing in the memorial before them, entitling it to a 
preference over many others which have been laid 
aside. 

It is hoped the time is not far distant, when the 


road of the memorialists, and numerous. travelling 
routes besides, may be improved by a liberal extension 
ofthe national means. But the present does-not ap- 
pear to be the convenient season. Ata more Oppor- 
tune moment, and in a more favorable condition of the 
finances, the committee anticipate a facilitated inter- 
course through various tracts of this extensive country, 
binding its citizens together by strong and increasing 
ties of convenience and interest. In this excellent 
work they have no doubt the memorialists will be con- 
sidered and assisted. 

In the mean time, it is recommended, that the me- 
morialists have leave to withdraw thir papers. 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. Hempsteap observed, that he had certain 
resolutions to submit, on which, as they were 
somewhat in detail, he would ask the liberty to 
make a few remarks. Under the second section 
of the first act for adjusting land claims in the 
Territory of Louisiana, (now Missouri,) each ac- 
tual settler was entitled to six hundred and forty 
acres of land, together with such other and fur- 
therquantity as heretofore had been allowed for the 
wife and family of such actual settler, agreeably 
to the laws, usages, and customs of the Spanish 
Government. .A majority of the board of Land 
Commissioners in that Territory were, under that 


'section, so liberal in their grants, that it excited 


the alarm of Government, This alarm, sir, was 
soon transferred to the people, and has continued 
ever since; because a majority ofthe board passed 
from one extreme to the other, and granted, in 
many instances, only one hundred, one hundred 
and fifty, or two hundred arpens, where they 
had before granted seven or eight hundred arpens. 
The grants for the smaller quantities are con- 
tained in the lists of grants, and, being final 
against the United States, would never come be- 
fore Congress, unless upon petitions from indi- 
vidual claimants. Other boards of Commission- 
ers, acting under the same law, have granted to 
the actual settler in every instance, when the law 
had been complied with, six hundred and forty 
acres; and it would seem to me, sir, that the peo- 
ple of the Missouri Territory are entitled to the 
same justice. 

The second resolution is to provide as well for 
rejected claims, in which no testimony has been 
adduced, as when testimony has been received; 
and to prevent individual claimants from load- 
ing our table with petitions. The mode pointed 
out will present all the claims to Congress at one 
time. With these observations I shall submit the 
resolutions for the sanction of the House: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of author- 
izing, in favor of the claimants, the re-examination of 
the grants of land made by the board of Commis- 
sioners for ascertaining and adjusting the titles and 
claims to land in the district of Louisiana, under 
the second section of the act, entitled “An act for 
ascertaining and adjusting the titles and claims to 
land within the Territory of Orleans and the district of 
Louisiana," passed the 2d of March, 1805; and also 
the grants made by the Recorder of Land Titles for 
the Territory of Missouri, under that part of the third 
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section of the act; entitled “ An act further providing 
for sèttling the claims to land in the Territory of Mis- 
souri," passed the 13th of June, 1812, which provides 
for settlement of donation rights in all cases where the 
quantity of land granted is less than six hundred and 
forty acres; and that said committee have leave to re- 
port by bill, or otherwise. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of author- 
izing the Recorder of Land Titles for the Territory of 
Missouri to receive testimony in all the claims to land 
in which none has been adduced, and which are reject- 
ed in the report made by the laté board of Commis- 
sioners for ascertaining and adjusting the titles and 
claims to land in the then district of Louisiana, now 
Territory of Missouri; and, afterwards, to arrange into 
classes, according to their respective merits, as well the 
claims embraced by this resolution, as the other reject- 
ed claims mentioned in said report, and make abstracts 
containing the substance of the evidence in support 
of such claims, and such other information and. re- 
marks as may be necessary to a proper decision thereon, 
and report on said claims to the General Commissioner 
of the Land Office; and that said committee have leave 
to report by bill, or otherwise. 

Resolved, That said committee be instructed to in- 
quire into the expediency of granting the right of pre- 
emption to actual settlers on the public lands in the 
said Territory of Missouri; and that said committee 
have leave to report by bill, or otherwise. 

The resolutions were then agreed to. 


: Monpay, January 18, 

Two other members, to wit: from Massachu- 
setts, PeLeG TALLMAN ; and from Pennsylvania, 
WhiLLiAM Piper, appeared, and took their seats. 

Mr. Cueves, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported a bill authorizing the issuing of 
"Treasury notes for the service of the year 1813; 
which was read twice, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Thursday next. 

Mr. C., from the same committee, reported a 
bill authorizing the loan for a sum not exceeding 
—— millions of dollars; which was read twice, 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole on 
Thursday next. 

Mr. C, from the same committee, reported a 
bill for the relief of the Bible Society of Philadel- 
phia; which was read twice, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole to-day. 

On motion of Mr. Gnorsow, the Committee of 
the whole House were discharged from the con- 
sideration of the report of the Committee of 
Claims, on the petition of Rebecca Hodgson, and 
the said report and petition were recommitted to 
the Committee of Claims. 

The House resumed the consideration of a res- 
olution offered by Mr. TaLIAFERRO, directing 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads 
to inquire into the propriety of authorizing the 
transportation of the mails of the United States 
by steamboats, wherever the Postmaster General 
shall deem that mode of conveyance expedient. 
After considerable conversation, the resolution 
was agreed to, with a slight amendment. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill * making 


certain partial appropriations for the year 1813.” 
The Senate have passed a bill, entitled “ An act 
for the relief of the Bible Society of Philadel- 
phia;” in which they desire the concurrenceof this 
House. 

A bill relating to certain claims to land in the 
district of Vincennes, went through a Committee 
of the Whole, and was ordered to be engrossed 
fora third reading. 


AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. Pickens, after observing that the Legisla- 
ture of North Carolina, at its last session, had 
passed a resolution proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution, the object of which is to estab- 
lish throughout the United States a uniform mode 
of election of Electors of President and Vice 
President of the United States ; and that, as he 
conceived this to be an auspicious moment for 
making what he deemed an important and neces- 
sary amendment to the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States, and the proper mode of doing it to be, 
in the first instance, to propose it for the adoption 
of Congress, offered for consideration the follow- 
ing resolution: 


Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives Y the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, two-thirds of both Houses concurring, 
That the following article be proposed to the Legisla- 
tures of the several States as an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States, which, when rati- 
fied by three-fourths of the said Legislature, shall be 
valid, to all intents and purposes, as part of the said 
Constitution, viz : 

That, for the purpose of choosing Representatives 
in the Congress of the United States, each State shall, 
by its Legislature, be divided into a number of districts, 
equal to the number of Representatives to which such 
State may be entitled, 

Those districts shall be formed of contiguous terri- 
tory, and contain, as nearly as may be, an equal num- 
ber of inhabitants entitled by the Constitution to be 
represented: In each district the qualified voters shalt 
elect one Representative, and no more. 

That, for the purpose of appointing Electors of Pres- 
ident and Vice President of the United States, each 
State shall, by its Legislature, be divided into a num- 
ber of districts equal to the number of electors to which 
such State may be entitled. Those districts shall be 
composed of contiguous territory, and contain, as near- 
ly as may be, an equal number of inhabitants entitled 
by the Constitution to representation. In each dis- 
trict the persons qualified to vote for Representatives 
shall appoint one elector, and no more. The electors, 
when convened, shall have power, in case any one or 
more of those appointed as above prescribed shall fail 
to attend, for the purposes of their said appointment, on 
the day prescribed for giving their votes for President 
and Vice President of the United States, to appoint 
another or others to act in the place of him or them 
so failing to attend. 

Neither the districts for choosing Representatives 
nor those for appointing electors shall be altered in any 
State, until a census and apportionment of Representa- 
tives under it, made subsequent to the division of the 
State into districts, shall change the number of Repre- 
sentatives and of electors to which such State shall be 
entitled. The division of the States into districts here- 
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by provided for, shall take. place immediately after this 
amendment shall be adopted and ratified as a ‘part of 
the Constitution of the United States, and successively 
afterwards, whenever, by a census and apportionment 
of Representatives under it, the number of Represent-- 
atives and of electors to which any State may be enti- 
tled shall be changed: The division of such State into 
districts for the purposes both of choosing Representa- 
tives and of appointing electors shall be altered agree- 
ably to the. provisions of this amendment, and on no 
other occasion. 

The resolution was committed to the Commit- 
tee ofthe Whole on the state of the Union. 


BOUNTY ON ENLISTMENTS. 


Mr. Conpicr said it would be recollected that, 
by concurrence in the Senate’s amendments to 
the bill respecting the present Army, the House 
had agreed to dispense with their proposed in- 
crease of bounty on enlistments It was the opin- 
ion of Mr. C. that this increase of bounty to fu- 
ture enlistments ought not to have been with- 
held, as: it would form a great inducement to 
enlistments, which, he believed, ought at this 
moment to be encouraged by every means in the 
power of the Government. He therefore moved 
a resolution to the following effect : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs 
be instructed to report a bill authorizing an increase 
of bounty to the soldiers hereafter enlisted in the ser- 
vice of the United States. 

- Mr. Fisk spoke in favor of the motion, on the 
principles on which. he and others before sup- 
ported it. 

Mr. Got» spoke against it as proposing a waste- 
ful and extravagant expenditure of the public 


? yesources, 


Mr. Bacon approved the principle of the reso- 
lution; but, the Senate having shown their hostil- 
ity to it, he conceived, if revived, the proposition 
should come from the Senate. Its present agita- 
tion in this House, he thought, would serve only 
to paralyze enlistments. He should therefore vote 
against against it. 

Mr. Conpict said, whatever might be the dis- 

osition of the Senate, it was for this House to do 
its duty without regard to the opinions of others. 
If the proposition was correct, the argument urged 
by the gentleman last up was of no weight. 

The question on the resolution was decided in 
the negative. For the motion 43, against it 44. 


JARED SHATTUCK. 


'The bill for the relief of Jared Shattuck was 
read a third time. 

Mr. McKim moved that if lie on the table.— 
Motion lost. 

After some observations against the bill, from 
Mr. McKim, and io favor of it, from Mr. Wipe- 
ery, the question on the passage of the bill was 
decided in the affirmative, as follows: For the 
bill 77, against the bill 28, as follows: 

Yzas— Willis Alston, jr., Stevenson Archer, Daniel 
Avery, Ezekiel Bacon, John Baker, Abijah Bigelow, 
Wm. Blackledge, James Breckenridge, Elijah Brig- 
ham, Robert Brown, William Butler, Francis Carr, 


Epaphroditus Champion, Langdon Cheves, Martin 
Chittenden, John Clopton, Thomas B. Cooke, Wil- 
liam Crawford, John Davenport, jun., John Dawson, 
Samuel Dinsmoor, Elias. Earle, William Ely, James 
Emott, William Findley, James Fisk, Asa Fitch, Thom- 
as Gholson, Thomas R. Gold, Charles Goldsborough, 
Peterson Goodwyn, Edwin Gray, Isaiah L. Green, 
John A. Harper, Aylett Hawes, Richard M. Johnson, 
Philip B. Key, Lyman Law, Joseph Lewis, jun., Wil- 
liam Lowndes, Thomas Moore, Archibald McBryde, 
Samuel McKee, Jonathan O. Moseley, Hugh Nelson, 
Anthony New, Thomas Newbold, Thomas Newton, 
Stephen Ormsby, Joseph Pearson, Israel Pickens, Tim- 
othy Pitkin, jun., James Pleasants, jun., Benj’n Pond, 
Elisha R. Potter, Josiah Quincy, Henry M. Ridgely, 
Samuel Ringgold, Thomas B. Robertson, William 
Rodman, Ebenezer Sage, Lemuel Sawyer, John Se- 
vier, Adam Seybert, Daniel Sheffey, George Smith, 
John Smith, Silas Stow, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel 
Taggart, Uri Tracy, George M. Troup, Laban Whea- 
ton, Leonard White, William Widgery, Thomas Wil- 
son, and Richard Winn. 

Naxs—David Bard, William Barnett, Burwell Bas- 
sett, William W. Bibb, Adam Boyd, James Cochran, 
Lewis Condict, Roger Davis, Joseph Desha, Felix 
Grundy, Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, Jacob Hufty, John 
M. Hyneman, William R. King, Abner Lacock, Peter 
Little, Aaron Lyle, William McCoy, Alexander Mc- 
Kim, Jeremiah Morrow, William Piper, John Rhea, 
Jonathan Roberts, Thomas Sammons, Samuel Shaw, 
William Strong, and Robert Whitehill. 


COMPENSATION FOR CAPTURES. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill “relating to captures.” 

[The bill provides that compensation shall be 
allowed to the officers and crews of our pub- 
lic vessels, for vessels of the enemy necessarily 
destroyed at sea after their capture. ] 

Mr. Bassett stated to the House the consider- 
ations by which the Naval Committee had been 
induced to report this bill. It grew more imme- 
diately out of the case of the Guerriere destroyed 
by the Constitution—a case precisely in point. 
Such a principle as that which the bill proposed, 
he believed, had been engrafted in the British 
service. It was at least required by equity and 
sound policy, where the public service required 
the destruction of a vessel for fear of re-capture 
by the enemy in its disabled state, that some 
compensation should be made to the captors in 
lieu of that which would have accrued from the 
sale of the vessel had it been brought into port. 

Mr. H. Cray (Speaker) spoke in opposition 
both to the principles and details of the bill. He 
was disposed to believe the principle unprece- 
dented in any other country ; but even if it were 
not, he thought it ought not to exist in this coun- 
try. It would have the effect to make it the in- 
terest of the captor, unless the vessel should be 
immediately on the coast, or in the very mouth 
of our rivers, to destroy the captured vessel. On 
consulting the underwriters gentlemen would find 
the premium required on bringing in a vessel of 
any description from any considerable distance, 
would be equal to one half her value; and, as 
proof of it, Mr. C. instanced the high insurance 
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even from Charleston and New Orleans, along | 
our own coast, to a northern port. The strongest 
possible temptation would, therefore, be offered 
by giving half the value of the destroyed vessel 
to the captors in case of her destruction. Mr. 
C. moved to strike out the first section of the 
bill. 

Mr. Bassett replied to Mr. Cray, and de- 
fended the bill, on the ground of expediency and 
of precedent. In the British nation, he said, re- 
wards were always liberally bestowed on skill 
and valor, and they must always be by every 
country that wishes to encourage these qualities 
in its citizens. The principle did exist in the 
British service, not by statutory, but by admi- 
talty regulations; and in all such cases rewards 
had been liberally dispensed. 

Mr. Bacon opposed the bill as inexpedient and 
unprecedented. To show that it went beyond 
the British legal provisions in that respect, he 
quoted a statute of that nation which allows to 
the captors of vessels, so destroyed as the bill 
contemplates, a bounty of five pounds for every 
man found alive on board said captured vessel, 
the aggregate to be equally distributed among 
the crew of the captors. Further, he believed, 
that Government had not gone. 

Mr. Cueves on this remarked, that every en- 
couragement was afforded to British naval offi- 
cers, by their Government, as-well by promo- 
tions to higher office and to nobility, &c., which 
were not known in this country, as by pecuniary 
rewards and pensions, not in all cases by statu- 
tory, but by Executive sanctions. He was dis- 
posed to be liberal to our officers, to foster our 
tising navy. But, though friendly to the princi- 
ple, he objected to the particular details of the 
bill, which he thought susceptible of modifica- 
tions which would be better made in select com- 
mittee than in the House. He, therefore, moved 
that the Committee rise. 

Mr. Quincy objected to the principle of the 
bill, which he thought fundamentally question- 
able. He was for providing specially by statute 
for each case after its occurrence, where the cir- 
cumstances of the case required an exercise of 
liberality by Congress, and to legislate generally 
for future occurrences. 

The Committee then rose, reported progress, 
and were refused leave to sit again ; and, 

On motion of Mr. Curves, the bill was recom- 
mitted to the Naval Committee. 

The House then resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the bill giving the right 
of pre-emption in the purchase of public lands 
to certain settlers in the Illinois territory. After 
considerable diseussion, negativing a motion of 
Mr. Bigs to strike out the first section, and re- 
jecting an amendment proposed by Mr. Jonn- 
SON, the Committee rose and reported the bill, 
and the House adjourned. 


Turspay, January 19. | 


A message from the Senate informed the | 
House that the Senate have passed a bill “to 


carry into.effect the report made to Congress in 
February, 1803, by James Madison, then Secre- 
tary of State, Albert Gallatin, Secretary of the 
Treasury, and Levi Lincoln, Attorney General 
of the United States, Commissioners appointed 
in pursuance of the act, entitled “An act for an 
amicable settlement of limits with the State of 
Georgia, and authorizing the establishment of a 
government in the Mississippi Territory, in obe- 
dience to the provisions of the act supplemental 
to the last mentioned act ;” in which they desire 
the concurrence of this House. 

Mr. Morrow presented a declaration and sun- 
dry resolutions of the Legislature of the State of 
Ohio, expressive of their opinion of the state of 
our foreign relations, and of their determination 
to support the General Government in their mea- 
sures for the prosecution of the war against Great 
Britain.—Ordered to lie on the table. 

On motion of Mr. HempsteaD, the petition of 
Daniel Boone, presented on the eighth of January, 
1810, and the resolutions of the Legislature of 
the State of Kentucky in his behalf, presented on 
the fourth of March, 1812, was referred toa select 
committee ; and Mr. Hemrsteav, Mr. Gronpy, 
and Mr. Jonnson, were appointed the committee. 

Mr. Guotson, from the Committee of Claims, 
made a report on the petition of Rebecca Hodg- 
son; which was referred to a Committee of the 
Whole to-morrow. 

On motion of Mr. Rara, a committee was ap- 
pointed to inquire into the expediency of extend- 
ing the laws of the United States over those parts 
of States and Territories of the United States to 
which the Indian title is not extinguished, in such 
manner that all white persons residing within 
any of the said parts of States or Territories of 
the United States, may and shall be liable to the 
operation of the said laws; with leave to report 
by bill or otherwise; and Mr. R nga, Mr. Mitwor, 
Mr. RoszaTsoN, Mr. WiLsoN, and Mr. New, 
were appointed the committee. 

On motion of Mr. NELSON, a committee was 
appointed to inquire into the propriety of assign- 
ing to the officers, soldiers, and marines, of the 
Virginia State line, in the Revolutionary war, 
out of the public lands of the United States, such 
bounties in land as they or their representatives 
may be entitled to receive underany engagement 
made by that State, which have not yet been ful- 
filled through a deficiency in the land fund ap- 
propriated to tbat object; with leave to report by 
bill, or otherwise ; and Mr. Netson, Mr. McKzz, 
Mr. BRECKENRIDGE, and Mr. GoLp, were appointed 
the committee. 

An engrossed bill concerning certain claims in 
the district of Vincennes was read the third time, 
and passed. 3 

The bill from the Senate “for the relief of the 
Bible Society of Philadelphia” was read twice, 
and committed to the Committee of the Whole 
on the bill of this House with the same title. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, transmitting a report of the Commissioners 
appointed in virtue of the act of the twenty-sixth 
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of June, one thousand eight hundred and twelve, 
entitled * An act to ascertáin the Western boun- 
dary o1 the tract réserved for satisfying the mili- 
tary bounties allowed to the officers and soldiers 
ofthe Virginia line on Continental establishment ;” 
which were read and referred to the Committee 
on the Pablic Lands. 


PRIVATEER PENSIONS.  ' 


- The House then resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole, on the bill regulating pensions 
to persons on board private armed ships. 

{This:bill directs that the two per cent. reserved 
in the hands of consuls and collectors, in pursu- 
ance of the act of June last, respecting private 
armed vessels, &c., be paid into the Treasury, to 
eonstitute a fund for pensions to persons disabled 
on board private armed vessels, of the mode and 
degree of which disability the log book of each 
vessel is to be evidence.] 

Mr. BunwELL moved to strike out the vital sec- 
tion of the bill, with a view to try the principle. 
In support of the motion, he remarked that he 
conceived it improper to adopt a principle so ex- 
tremely liable to abuse as this, especially when 
pensions had been refused to at least equally mer- 
itorious sufferers during the Revolution. The 
evidence which the log book of a vessel would 
afford, would be so very liable to error, and so 
indefinite, as not to be entitled to that conclusive 
weight given to it by the bill. The proper course, 
he conceived, would be, to leave the subject open 
to the annual disposition. of Congress; which was 
now the case with certain other pensions. 

„Mr. Bassett stated, in reply, that, at the last 
session, two per cent. having been reserved from 
the wages of the seamen on board private armed 
vessels, for the avowed and declared purpose of 
constituting a fund for pensions to the wounded, 
this bill now merely indicated the mode of car- 
rying this provision into effect. The money had 
been reserved by the collectors and consuls, and as 
it was never the intention of Congress to make 
them a present of it, it remained for Congress to 
direct the mode of its distribution. If the principle 
was incorrect, it ought to have been objected to 
when the pledge was given by the House last ses- 
sion on this subject. 

The question on striking out the section was 
negatived, by a very small majority ; and the 
Committee rose and reported the bill. 

Mr. STow made a motion going to confine the 
pensions allowed by the bill to such as should be 
disabled in actual service, and spoke in support 
of his motion. 

Mr. McKim opposed the motion. The services 
rendered by the privateers were valuable to the 
country and ought to be encouraged. The duties 
on prize goods, he said, brought into the port of 
Baltimore alone, had amounted to three hundred 
and fifty-four thousand dollars. This showed 
the importance of this system in a pecuniary point 
of view. 

Mr. Srow questioned the benefit rendered to 
the public interest by privateering, and said he 
was in favor of letting this fund accumulate, and 


first see whether there was sufficient to pension 
those having received known wounds in action, 
before they agreed to extend it to all casualties 
on board private armed vessels. i . 

Mr. LirrLE asserted the utility of privateers 
and their efficiency as a means of annoying the 
enemy. He bore testimony to the bravery they 
had displayed in all conflicts with the enemy, 
and to the injuries they had inflicted on his com- 
merce. "The enterprising individuals concerned 
in it ought to be encouraged ; for, by the impedi- 
ments to the prosecution of their enterprise, many 
had been already discouraged and had dismantled 
their vessels. If properly encouraged, they would 
scour every sea, however distant, and ransack 
every port and harbor in search of the enemy. 
He was in favor of exhibiting the most liberal 
disposition towards them. i 

Considerable further debate took place on the 
amendment, which was at last agreed to, by a 
very small majority. 

Mr. Rusa subsequently moved to recommit 
the bill to the same committee which reported it, 
for the purpose of amendment ; and the bill was 
recommitted. 


IMPORTATIONS FROM INDIA. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill from the Senate author- 
izing the admission, under certain circumstances, 
of vessels owned by citizens of the United States 
of America, with their cargoes, from British 
ports beyond the Cape of Good Hope,” and on 
the amendments reported by the Committee of 
Ways and Means to the said bill ; and, after some 
time spent tberein, the Committee rose and re- 
ported their agreement to the amendments, which 
were concurred in by the House. 

A motion was made by Mr. Ronznrs further 
to amend the said bill by adding to the end there- 
of the following proviso: 

* And provided further, That in case any part of 
the aforesaid goods, wares, or merchandise, shall be 
exported out of the United States, no drawback shall 
be allowed on such exportation." 


And the question being taken, it was deter- 
mined in the negative—yeas 48, nays 55, as fol- 
lows: 

Yzas—Willis Alston, jr, William Anderson, Wil- 
liam Barnett, Burwell Bassett, William W. Bibb, Wil- 
liam Blackledge, Robert Brown, William A. Burwell, 
Wm. Butler, James Cochran, John Clopton, Lewis 
Condict, William Crawford, Roger Davis, John Daw- 
son, Jos. Desha, Samuel Dinsmoor, Elias Earle, Wil- 
liam Findley, James Fisk, Meshack Franklin, Peter- 
son Goodwyn, Felix Grundy, Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, 
John A. Harper, Aylett Hawes, Jacob Hufty, Rich- 
ard M. Johnson, Abner Lacock, Aaron Lyle, Thomas 
Moore, William McCoy, Jeremiah Morrow, Israel Pick- 
ens, William Piper, Benjamin Pond, John Rhea, Jona- 
than Roberts, Ebenezer Sage, Lemuel Sawyer, Adam 
Seybert, Samuel Shaw, George Smith, John Smith, 
William Strong, G. M. Troup, and Robert Whitehill. 

Naxs—Stevenson Archer, Ezekiel Bacon, John 
Baker, Abijah Bigelow, James Breckenridge, Elijah 
Brigham, John C. Calhoun, Francis Carr, Langdon 
Cheves, Thomas B. Cooke, Richard Cutts, John Da- 
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venport, jr, William Ely, James Emott, Asa Fitch, 
Thomas Gholson, Thomas R. Gold, Charles Goldsbor- 
ough, Edwin Gray, Isaiah L. Green, Richard Jackson, 
iun., Joseph Kent, Lyman Law, Joseph Lewis, jun., 
Peter Little, William Lowndes, Archibald McBryde, 
Samuel McKee, Alexander McKim, Arunah Metcalf, 
James Milnor, Samuel L. Mitchill, Hugh Nelson, T. 
Pitkin, jun., James Pleasants, jun., Elisha R. Potter, 
Josiah Quincy, William Reed, William M. Richard- 
son, Henry M. Ridgely, Thomas B. Robertson, Wm. 
Rodman, Daniel Sheffey, Philip Stuart, Silas Stow, 
Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, John Taliaferro, 
Benjamin Tallmadge, Peleg Tallman, Uri Tracy, 
Charles Turner, jr., Laban Wheaton, Leonard White, 
and Thomas Wilson. 


Ordered, That the amendments agreed to be 


engrossed, and the bill read the third time to- 
morrow. 


Wepnespay, January 20. 


The engrossed bill, giving the right of pre- 
emption in the purchase of publie lands to cer- 
tain settlers in the Illinois Territory, was read a 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. Newron, from the Committee of Com- 
merce and Manufactures, reported a bill for the 
relief of Samuel Ellis; whieh was read twice, 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole on 
Friday next. 

Mr. Lewis, from the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, presented a bill to incorporate 
a company for making a certain turnpike road in 
the county of Alexandria; which wasread twice, 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole on 
Friday next. 

The bill from the Senate “authorizing the ad- 
mission in the ports of the United States, of ves- 
sels owned by citizens of the United States of 
America, with their cargoes, from British ports 
beyond the Cape of Good Hope,” was read the 
third time as amended, and passed. 


ASTRONOMICAL OBSERVATORY. 


Mr. Mrrcuivt, from the committee to whom 
was referred the memorial of William Lambert, 
and the report thereon made by the Secretary of 
State at the last session, presented a bill author- 
izing the establishment of an Astronomical Ob- 
servatory ; which was read twice, and committed 
to a Committee of the Whole on Friday next. 

The report is as follows: 


On the 27th December, 1809, Mr. Lambert addressed 
the House of Representatives upon the expediency of 
establishing a first meridian for the United States at 
their permanent seat of Government. This was or- 
dered for consideration to a select nuinber of gentle- 
men, who, on the 28th March, eighteen hundred and 
ten, laid upon the table an able and learned opinion, 
accompanied with scientific calculations illustrative of 
the object. ‘hey concluded their investigation by 
recommending that provision should be made, by law, 
for determining, with the greatest accuracy, the dis- 
tance between the City of Washington and Greenwich 
in England, and that the proper instruments should 
be procured. 

Afterwards, on the 23d January, 1811, the memorial 
was referred to a select committee; and, on the 23d of 


the ensuing February, that committee was discharged, 
and the memorial referred to the Secretary of State for 
his consideration. 

Conformably to the desire of the House, that officer 
wrote to the Speaker a letter which, after having been 
read, on the third day of July, 1812, was ordered to 
lie on the table. That letter was, on the 8th Decem- 
ber last, ordered to-the present committee, who have 
diligently weighed the matters which it contains. 

It is their opinion that astronomical observations are 
highly useful to a navigating and commercial people, 
already eminent for their progress in science and the 
arts, and who are laboring for the completion of their 
national dignity and splendor. 

The most ready method of obtaining the information 
to be derived from noting the phenomena of the hea- 
vens, is by the establishment of an observatory. This 
may be erected at the City of Washington. By such 
an institution, means may be adopted not only to fix 
the first meridian, but to ascertain a great number of 
other astronomical facts and occurrences through the 
vigilance of a complete astronomer. 


YAZOO CLAIMS. 


The bill from the Senate to carry into effect 
the report of James Madison, then Secretary of 
State, Albert Gallatin, Secretary of the Treasury, 
and Levi Lincoln, Attorney General of the Uni- 
ted States, Commissioners, &c., in the year 1803, 
recommending au equitable compromise with the 
Yazoo claimants, was read a first time. 

Mr. PoiNDEXTER moved a second reading and 
commitment of the bill. 

Mr. Troup having asked if a motion to reject 
the bill would not supersede a motion to commit, 
and being answered by the SPEAKER in the affirm- 
ative, said: It is on no ordinary occasion, sir, I 
would permit myself to move the rejection of a 
bill on the first reading, coming from another 
branch of the Legislature, but the measure grow- 
ing out of an hideous corruption, I owe it to you 
to move, because I think you owe it to your own 
dignity to reject the bill, not upon any dubious 
evideace of the fraud and corruption of the Geor- 
gia Legislature, but upou evidence satisfactory to 
you and to all mankind, spread upon your own 
records by commissioners of your own appoint- 
ment, and which the Clerk can be called upon to 
read. The nature, the extent, the detail of the 
corruption by which the Legislature of Georgia 
were induced to sell the public property, are there 
portrayed by your own commissioners. It is stat- 
ed that more than two-thirds of the Legislature 
were bribed and corrupted, were interested in and 
parties to the purchase. They show you that A 
received 112,000 acres of land for his vote; that B 
received 75,000 acres for his vote ; that C received 
56,000 acres for his vote, and that none received 
less than 56,000 acres. It is upon this record ev- 
idence then that I move you to reject the bill. 
You rejected the bill from the Senate on the first 
reading for the suspension of the habeas corpus 
act. Why? Because the bill contained a prin- 
ciple violative of civil liberty. I move you to re- 
ject this bill! Why? Because it contains a 
principle destructive of republican government. 
The purity and incorruptibility of the represent- 
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.ative character is.the.basis of our republican in- 
stitutions—if there be:oné principle of our. Gov- 


ernment more fuhdamental than another, it is that 


no benefit, or profit, or advantage shall result either 
immediately or remotely to any: human being 
from the corruption of the Representatives of the 
people. The bill proposes to give five millions 
of dollars to those;claiming under the corruptors 
of Representatives of the people. "The corrupt- 
ors only gave five hundred thousand dollars—the 
United States only gave twelve hundred and fifty 
thousand dollars to Georgia for her territory. The 
bill proposes to give five millions of dollars to 
the claimants—five millions of dollars to extin- 
guish their claim. You are required to reward 
the claimants who bought of those who corrupted 
the Legislature of Georgia. We say, no! Let 
ruin. overtake the corruptors of the Representa- 


tives of the people and all claiming under them. į 


The corruptors have made their fortunes, now you 
are called upon to make the fortunes of the claim- 
ants; this is to be precedent, this is to be example. 

The claimants have hitherto urged their claim 
with indefatigable perseverance, they have teased 
and wearied you; you have constantly repelled 
them ; they have seen their discomfiture in the 
justness and simplicity of your reasoning. You 
say to them in substance, the Yazoo act having 
been fraudulently and corruptly obtained, was 
null and void, ab initio. All contracts founded 
in fraud are void. It could pass no right; if it 
could pass no right to the original purchasers, it 
is impossible that the orginal purchasers could 
pass any right to the claimants: and if no right 
passed to the claimants, it is impossible they can 
have a claim or shadow of claim against you. 
They constantly found themselves foiled by this 
honesty and simplicity of reasoning. Seeing you 
firm and inflexible, they turned about and address- 
ed themselves to the Judiciary. They found in 
the law books of England a maxim which suited 
them ; two of the speculators combined and made 
up a fictitious case, a feigned issue for the deci- 
sion of the Supreme Court. They presented pre- 
cisely those points for tbe decision of.the Court 
which they wished the Court to decide, and the 
Court did actually decide them as the speculators 
themselves would have decided them if they had 
been in the place of the Supreme Court. The 
first point was, whether the Legislsture of Geor- 
gia had the power to sell the territory? Yes, said 
the Judges, they had. 2nd, Whether by the Ya- 
Zoo act an estate did vest in the original grantees ? 
Yes, said the Judges, it did. 3d. Whether it was 
competent to any subsequent Legislature to set 
aside the act on the ground of fraud and corrup- 
tion? No, said the Judges, it was not; an estate 
did vest in the grantees by the Yazoo act, which 
could not be divested by the act of any subsequent 
Legislature. No matter, say the Judges, what 
the nature or extent of the corruption, be it ever 
so wicked, be it ever so nefarious, it could not be 
setaside. The speculators had hunted upa max- 
im of the common law or equity courts of Eng- 
land, and the Judges wielded it for their benefit 
and to the ruin of the country—the maxim that 


third purchasers without notice shall not be af- 
fected by the fraud of the original parties. 
Thus, sir, by a maxim of English law are the 
rights and liberties of the people of this country 
to be corruptly bartered by their Representatives. 
It is this decision of the Judges which has been 
made the basis of the bill on your table—a deci- 
sion shocking to every free Government, sapping 
the foundations of all your constitutions, and an- 
nihilating at a breath the best hope of man. Yes, 
sir, it is proclaimed by the Judges, and is now to 
be sanctioned by the Legislature, that the Rep- 
resentatives of the people may corruptly betray 
the people, may corruptly barter their rights and 
those of their posterity, and the people are wholly 
without any kind of remedy whatsoever. It is 
this monstrous and abhorrent doctrine which must 
startle every man in the nation, that you ought 
promptly to discountenanee and condemn. It is 
this doctrine, the basis and essential principle of 
the bill, that we call upon youtoreject. Suppose, 
sir, the Legislature of Georgia, instead of selling 
the publie territory, had corruptly sold the good 
people of Georgia and all their posterity into sla- 
very, the consequences would have been the same, 
the judges would have decreed that an estate did 
vest in the original grantee, notwithstanding the 
corruption, which could not be divested by any 
subsequent Legislature. But, sir, let me state to 
you a case, exposing at once the flagrant enormity 
of the principle; it is a case as perfectly parallel 
as the human mind can conceive. Suppose, sir, 
that the twelfth Congress should corruptly sell the 
good people of the United States to England, and 
England should instantly sell to France—France 
would come upon the thirteenth Congress and de- 
raand possession: the virtuous thirteenth Congress 
would say, No! we will not give you possession ; 
the twelfth Congress was bribed and corrupted 
to sell the good people of the United States; fraud 
vitiates every grant, and therefore you can have 
no right to demand possession. Ah! but, says 
France, I am an innocent purchaser, I purchased 
without knowledge of the fraud; and it isa max- 
im of the common law of England, that third 
purchasers are not to be affected by the fraud of 
the original parties. Thus, sir, according to the 
judges, would the good people of the United 
States be sold like a flock of sheep by the corrup- 
tion of their Representatives, leaving them, the 
people, without any kind of remedy whatsoever. 
If, Mr. Speaker, the arch-fiend had in the bitter- 
ness of his hatred to mankind resolved the de- 
struction of republican government on earth, 
he would have issued a decree like that of the 
judges; he would have said, in the spirit and lan- 
guage of this bill, let the claimants under the cor- 
ruptors of the Representatives of the people be 
rewarded. Inanation of enlightened men, whose 
governments have their origin in and exist only 
by the will of the people, that will is contemned 
and held for nothing. Why, it may be asked, do 
the judges who passed this decision live and live 
unpunished ? The answer is found in the mild- 
ness and moderation of our Government. thank 
God it is so. If under a despotism the throne of 


859 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


860 


H. or R. 


Yazoo Claims. 


January, 1813. 


the monarch had been thus assailed; the judges’ 
would have perished. Here the foundations of 
the Republic are shaken and the judges sleep in 
tranquillity at home, Take my word for it, Mr. 
Speaker—I beseech you to remember what Isay— 
no party in this country, however deeply seated 
in power, can long survive the adoption of this 
measure. I remember a gentleman once a mem- 
ber of this House ; he had his seat on the oppo- 
site side of it; he was a man of the most vigor- 
ous intellect I ever knew ; he had deeply studied 
human nature; to be sure his conduet was not 
always regulated by his knowledge of it; he was 
often imprudent and not unfrequently extrava- 
gant. Whenever this question was turned up, 
however, he used to address his political friends, 
* Gentlemen, I beseech you to withhold your coun- 
tenance from this measure. It is founded in cor- 
ruption, the people know it; they are not yet ripe 
for the supply of men who will support such 
measures. If you want to mount into power, if 
you wish to conciliate the affection of this people, 
you must assume a virtue if you have it not.” 

Mr. T. said he wished it understood, that in 
moving the rejection of the bill, it was not his 
design to enter all into the merits of the Yazoo 
claim. 

The few observations he had submitted were 
directed to the principle contained in the bill. If, 
however, the House should in its discretion de- 
termine to sustain that principle, and to enter into 
the merits of the question at large, he should, not- 
withstanding it had been so often diseussed and 
was so well understood by every man in the na- 
tion, have no objection to meet it. He would 
then undertake to show to the House, 1st. That 
the Legislature of Georgia had no Constituttonal 
power to sell the public domain. 2nd, That if it 
had, it could not sell fraudulently and corruptly. 
3d. That these claimants had notice of the fraud, 
and, having notice, are, according to the maxim 
of the judges themselves, without claim or shadow 
of claim. 

Mr. Wriant spoke against the rejection, and 
in favor of a settlement of these claims, and ex- 
plained the reasons why he, who had before op- 
posed a compromise, was now opposed to a rejec- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. Seyzerr said he could not vote for the 
motion of the gentleman from Georgia to reject 
the bill. The remarks of the gentlemen from 
Georgia and of Maryland led him to view the 
main question as one of great moment. They 
stated many difficulties connected with it. He 
wanted time to investigate the subject. The 
opinioas of men differed on it. The supreme 
judiciary of the United States decided in favor 
of the principle. The Senate had sent us the 
bill, which was passed by a considerable majority. 
A respect was due from him to the decisions of 
the Judiciary and the Senate. He must allow 
the bill to take the ordinary course, without re- 
gard to his ultimate decision. 


Mr, Kine stated the difficult nature of this 
question, and his wish to obtain time to investi- 


gate it. He, therefore, moved to postpone the 
further consideration of the subject to Monday. 

Messrs. ARCHER, WIDGERY, GorpssoRouGH, 
and MrrceniLL, supported the postponement on 
the same grounds as those on which it was pro- 
posed by Mr. Kina. 

Mr. NELsow opposed the motion, because he 
was anxious, without hesitation, to reject the 
bill. 

Messrs. Boryp and POINDEXTER opposed the 
rejection, on the merits of the bill, 

Mr. Troup said a few words in reply to Mr. 
POINDEXTER, and the question on the rejection of 
the bill was then taken and decided—For rejec- 
tion 55, against it 59, as follows: 

Yxas— Willis Alston, jr, William Anderson, David 
Bard, William Barnett, Burwell Bassett, William W. 
Bibb, William Blackledge, Robert Brown, William 
A. Burwell, William Butler, John C. Calhoun, James 
Cochran, John Clopton, Lewis Condict, Wm. Craw- 
ford, Roger Davis, Joseph Desha, Elias Earle, Me- 
shack Franklin, Thomas Gholson, Peterson Good- 
wyn, Edwin Gray, Isaiah L. Green, Felix Grundy, 
Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, Aylett Hawes, John M. 
Hyneman, William R. King, Abner Lacock, Peter 
Little, Aaron Lyle, Nathaniel Macon, Thomas Moore, 
William McCoy, Hugh Nelson, Anthony New, Thos. 
Newton, Stephen Ormsby, William Piper, James 
Pleasants, jun., Samuel Ringgold, Thomas B. Robert- 
son, Jonathan Roberts, Ebenezer Sage, Thomas Sam- 
mons, Lemuel Sawyer, George Smith, John Smith, 
John Taliaferro, George M. Troup, Robert Whitehill, 
David R. Williams, Thomas Wilson, and Richard 
Winn. 

Nars—Stevenson Archer, Ezekiel Bacon, Abijah 
Bigelow, Harmanus Bleecker, Adam Boyd, James 
Breckenridge, Elijah Brigham, Francis Carr, Epa- 
phroditus Champion, Langdon Cheves, Martin Chitten- 
den, Thomas B. Cooke, Richard Cutts, John Daven- 
port, jun., Samuel Dinsmoor, William Ely, James 
Emott, William Findley, James Fisk, Asa Fitch, Thos. 
R. Gold, Charles Goldsborough, John A. Harper, Ja- 
cob Hufty, Richard Jackson, jr., Joseph Kent, Philip 
B. Key, Lyman Law, Joseph Lewis, junior, William 
Lowndes, Archibald McBryde, Alexander McKim, 
Arunah Metcalf, James Milnor, Samuel L. Mitchill, 
Jeremiah Morrow, Jonathan O. Moseley, Joseph Pear- 
son, Israel Pickens, Timothy Pitkin, jun., Benjamin 
Pond, Elisha R. Potter, William Reed, William M. 
Richardson, Henry M. Ridgely, William Rodman, 
Adam Seybert, Samuel Shaw, Philip Stuart, Silas 
Stow, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin 
Tallmadge, Peleg Tallman, Uri Tracy, Laban Whea- 
ton, Leonard White, William Widgery, and Robert 
Wright. ; 

So the bill was not rejected. 

Mr. Pornpexter then moved a reference of 
the bill to a select committee, with a view to the 
examination of its details, and to propose amend- 
ments, which it appeared to him the bill required. 

A motion was made to refer the bill to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. Tattmapce moved to refer the bill toa 
Committee of the Whole. 

After some discussion on these motions, it was 
decided to refer the bill to the Committee on 
Public Lands. . 

A Message was received from the President of 
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the United States, which the Speaker declared | ney and Stephen Kingston, on behalf of certain 
to'be of a confidential nature. And the House | owners of private armed vessels, praying that 
was accordingly cleared of all strangers, and so | certain property on board American ships bound 
remained till four o'clock, when it adjourned. here from England, sent in by privateers, shall 
` be delivered to the captors for their benefit. The 
report is as follows: 

“The Committee of Ways and Means, to whom 
being opened, another member, to wit: from New | were referred the petitions of Joshua Barney and Ste- 
York, Perer B. Porter, appeared, and took his phen Kingston, report: That Congress has not mani- 
seat: f fested an intention to interfere, and it seems, beyond 

Mr. Lewis, from the Committee for the Dis- doubt, will not interfere in such manner as to affect 
trict of Columbia, presented a bill to incorporate m rights of the petitioners which they can judicially 

4 : } ablish—that Congress has already remitted the pen- 
an insurance company in Georgetown, in the | alties and forfeitures, incurred by American citizens 
District of Columbia ; which was read twice, and | and that, in the opinion of the committee, if enemy's 
committed to the Committee of the Whole on | property be forfeited to the Government, under the 
the bill to incorporate the Columbian Insurance | non-importation act, it would, for reasons of policy, be 
Company, in Alexandria, in the District of Co- | unwise for Congress to interpose ; that if the petitioners 
lumbia. . : can claim as ‘informers,’ the claim is already secured 

On motion of Mr. Cueves, the Committee of | to them by existing laws, or the claim is vested in the 
Ways and Means were discharged from the con- | collectors and others, from whom Congress could not, 
sideration of the resolution referred to them on | with justice, transferit. ‘The committee therefore sub- 
the 13th instant, and the said ‘resolution was re- | mit the following resolve: 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. * Resolved, That it would be unwise and impolitic 

Mr. Bassett, from the managers appointed to | t° act upon the subject of the said petitions.” 
attend on the part of this House, at the confer- | Mr. Cuzvzs stated at large the reasons on which 
ence with the managers on the part of the Sen- | the Committee of Ways and Means had grounded 
ate, upon the subject-matter of the disagreeing | their report. 
votes upon the amendments of the Senate to the | Mr. Konznrs spoke in opposition to the report, 
bill “in addition to the act concerning letters of | believing it would be neither unwise or improper 
marque, prizes, and prize goods,” reported that | to grant their prayer. He read a resolution, which 
they had attended at the said conference, and | he should wish to offer, should the report be re- 
could come to no agreement with the managers | jected, the object of which was, that the right of 
on the part of the Senate upon the said amend- the United States or of other persons to all Brit- 
ments. l ish property on board American vessels sent into 

The House proceeded to consider the said re- | port by American privateers, so far as said claim 
port; when a motion was made by Mr. Basserr | arises from forfeiture under the non-importation 
that the House do insist on their disagreement to | act, shall be relinquished for the benefit of the 
the said amendments; and the question being | captors. ; : 
taken, it was determined in the negative—yeas | Mr. Biss declared himself in favor of the re- 
44, nays 45. port of the committee, because he had no doubt 


On motion of Mr. McKim the House receded | the courts would decide in favor of the petitioners ; 
from its said disagreement: and it would not be necessary for the House to 

On motion of Mr. Rura, the Committee on | legislate on it, the right having accrued on the 
the Post Office and Post Roads were instructed | instant of the capture of such property. 
to inquire what amendments, if any, are neces-| Mr. Cray (Speaker) thought with Mr. Biss 
sary to be made to thelaw providing for the safety that the right had vested in the captors; but it ap- 
and transportation of the mail of the United | peared that the Secretary of the Treasury, for the 
States, with leave to report by bill or otherwise. | Government, had interposed a claim to it. Mr. 

On motion of Mr. Reep, the Committee of C. then said he was opposed to the report of the 
Ways and Means were instructed to inquire into | Committee of Ways and Means, because he was 
the expediency of admitting to entry, and remit- | willing to place the question out of doubt as to 
ting the penalties of the non-importation act in the property, to which the captors had inhis view 
favor of all bona fide American vessels and car- | a just title. f 
goes that shall have cleared from enemies? ports | Some further conversation took place on the 
beyond the Cape of Good Hope, previous toa subject, when the Committee rose without having 


knowledge of the declaration of war at those ports | come to any decision, reported progress, and ob- 
tained leave to sit again. 


Tuorspay, January 21. 
The-House met with closed doors; and, after 


a aa ara 


or places. 
The bill for the relief of John Dickson and 
John Murray, went through a Committee of the Fripay, January 22. 
Whole, and was ordered to be engrossed fora! Mr, BugwzLL presented a petition of sundry 
third reading. inhabitants of the City of Washington, praying 


CAPTURED PROPERTY. for a charter of incorporation for a new bank, to 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of | be established in the City of Washington ; which 
the Whole, on the report of the Committee of | was read, and ordered to be referred to a select 
Ways and Means on the petition of Joshua Bar- | committee; and Mr. BugweLL, Mr. CALHOUN, 
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Mr. Buackveper, Mr. Finpury, Mr. Srow, Mr. 
McKzz, Mr. Barnert, Mr. MoseLey, and Mr. 
CnuiTTENDEN, were appointed the committee. 

On motion of Mr. BLACKLEDGE, : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be directed to lay before this House a statement 
of thesums paid annually on account of the pub- 
lie debt of the United States, from the commence- 
ment of the present Government, until the 30th 
of September last; and, also, the sums paid an- 
nually within the same period, on account of the 
Revolutionary Government ; distinguishing, in 
relation to the public debt, the sums paid for in- 
terest, principal, and charges, respectively. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a book 
upon military discipline, transmitted to him by 
William Duane ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

An engrossed bill for the relief of John Dixon 
and John Murray was read the third time, and 
passed. 


CAPTURED PROPERTY. 


The House again resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the report of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means on the petitions of 
Joshua Barney and of Stephen Kingston. 

The resolution, reported by the Committee of 
Ways and Means, ^ that it is inexpedient to le- 
gislate upon the subject of the petitions? was 


disagreed to; and the following was reported to | 


the House as a substitute thereto : 

* Resolved, That any right or claim of the United 
States to British property which may have becn cap- 
tured by American privateers, arising from forfeiture 
under any provision of the non-importation acts, ought 
to be relinquished for the benefit of the captors. 


The question on the original resolution was 
also disagreed to by a vote of the House. For 
disagreeing 61, against it 47, as follows: 

Yzrzas— Willis Alston, jr, William Anderson, Stev- 
enson Archer, Ezekiel Bacon, David Bard, Burwell 
Bassett, William Blackledge, Robert Brown, William 
A. Burwell, William Butler, James Cochran, John 
Clopton, Lewis Condict, William Crawford, Richard 
Cutts, Roger Davis, Samuel Dinsmoor, Elias Earle, 
William Findley, Meshack Franklin, Peterson Good- 
wyn, Isaiah L. Green, Felix Grundy, Bolling Hall, 
Obed Hall, John A. Harper, John M. Hyneman, Jos. 
Kent, Philip B. Key, Abner Lacock, Aaron Lyle, 
Nathaniel Macon, William McCoy, Alexander Mc- 
Kim, Arunah Metcalf, Samuel L. Mitchill, James 
Morgan, Hugh Nelson, Thomas Newton, Stephen 
Ormsby, Israel Pickens, William Piper, Benjamin 
Pond, Peter B. Porter, Thomas B. Robertson, John 
Rhea, Jonathan Roberts, Ebenezer Sage, Lemuel Saw- 
yer, Ebenezer Seaver, Samuel Shaw, George Smith, 
John Smith, John Taliaferro, George M. Troup, Robert 
Whitehill, David R. Williams, William Widgery, 
Thomas Wilson, Richard Winn, and Robert Wright. 

Naxs—John Baker, William W. Bibb, Abijah Big- 
elow, Harmanus Bleecker, Adam Boyd, James Breck- 
enridge, Elijah Brigham, John C. Calhoun, Epaph- 
roditus Champion, Langdon Cheves, Martin Chitten- 
den, Thomas B. Cooke, John Davenport, jr, William 
Ely, James Emott, James Fisk, Asa Fitch, Thomas 


Jackson, jr., William Lowndes, Archibald McBryde, 
Samuel McKee, James, Milnor, Jonathan O. Moseley, 
Thomas Newbold, Joseph Pearson, Timothy Pitkin, jr., 
James Pleasants, jun., Elisha R. Potter, Josiah Quincy, 
William Reed, William M. Richardson, William Rod- 
man, Thomas Sammons, Philip Stuart, Lewis B. Stur- 
ges, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Peleg 
Tallman, Uri Tracy, Laban Wheaton, and Leonard 
White. 


And the resolution proposed in Committee of 
the Whole as a substitute, was, as stated above, 
agreed to; and was referrred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means to bring in a bill in pursu- 
ance thereof. 


IMPRESSED SEAMEN. 


The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES : 


To the Senate and House of 

, Representatives of the United States: 

I transmit, for the information of Congress, copies 
of a correspondénce between John Mitchell, Agent for 
American Prisoners of War at Halifax, and the Brit- 
ish Admiral commanding at that station. 

I transmit for the like purposes copies of a letter 
from Commodore Rodgers to the Secretary ofthe Navy. 

JAMES MADISON. 

January 22, 1813. 


Extract of a letter from John Mitchell, Esq., Agent 
for American Prisoners of War ai Halifoa, to the 
Secretary of State, dated 

* DECEMBER 5, 1812. 

“J cover you a copy of a correspondence, which took 
place in consequenco of different applications I re- 
ceived, either by letter or personally, from persons de- 
tained on board His Britannie Majesty's ships of war 
in this place. 

* Í formerly mentioned to you that the Admiral had 
assured me that he would discharge all the citizens of 
the United States who were in the fleet, and actually 
did discharge several. This induced me to think I 
should be correct, and in the perfect line of my duty, 
in sending him a list of the applicants to me, and re- 
questing an inquiry to be made, and discharges granted 
to all who were citizens of the United States ; I, there- 
fore, covered him a list of the names now enclosed to 
you, which produced his letter to me of the same date 
(December 1, 1812.) 

“I read it with surprise, because some of the men 
had informed me their captains had refused to report 
them to the Admiral. Now, if no one here was, or is, 
allowed to do it, their situation is hopeless. 

“Tt is not my place, sir, to reason with you on this 
business. Proof of nativity, in his first letter, is a strong 
expression ; and how few are in possession of it, and 
how many who cannot obtain it. 

“The second paragraph, in the second letter, pre- 
vents my interfering ; and I have since been obliged to 
send a man away, requesting him to apply to his com- 
manding officer.” 


Copy of a letter from John Mitchell, Esq.; Agent for 
American Prisoners of War at Halifax, to Sir John 
Borlase Warren, dated 

Decempxn 1, 1812. 
Sin: Since the sailing of the last cartels, in which 


Gholson, Thomas R. Gold, Charles Goldsborough, | you were pleased to send home several Americans, 
Edwin Gray, Aylett Hawes, Jacob Hufty, Richard | who had been in His Britannic Majesty’s service, 
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others who are. now on-board of the Centurion and 


Statira have requested of me to procure their discharge, |. 


and to be sent home. -` 


Will you, sir, have the goodness to direct an inquiry, | 


and order the release.of;such as are citizens of the 
United States? - _ NA 3 
Besides the: enclosed list, I am told there are others 
whose names I have not. « i 
T have thé honor to be, &c., 
; JOHN MITCHELL, Agent. 


Copy of a letter from Admiral Sir John Borlase 
Warren, to John Mitchell, Esq, Agent for American 
Prisoners of War at Halifax, dated 

RA DECEMBER l, 1812. 


Sır: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of 
your letter of this date, respecting some men, therein 
mentioned, on board. His Majesty’s ships under my 
command, said to be citizens of the United States, and 
in reply, beg to acquaint you, that whenever I have 
received representations from the captains of His 
Majesty's ships of any part of their crews being citi- 
zens of America, with sufficient proof of their nativity, 
I have directed their discharge from the service. 

I must observe to you that I cannot permit the in- 
terference of any applications from men belonging to. 
His Majesty's ships, but through their commanding 
officers: and in your department, of prisoners of war 
only, I shall at all times be most happy to receive your 
communications. ` 

I have the honor to be, &c. . . 

i JOHN B. WARREN. 


Copy. of a. letter gor John Mitchell, Esq., Agent 
or .Américan Prisoners of War at Halifax, to 
Admiral: Sir. John Borlase Warren, dated 

December 3,1812. — 


Sin: I had yesterday the honor to receive your let- 
ter, dated the Ist instant, in which you observe that you 
cannot permit the interference of any application from 
men on board of His Britannic Majesty's ships of war, 
but through their commanding officers. 

Desirous of conforming as far as possible to estab- 
lished regulations, permit me the honor to inquire of 
your Excellency, if by your letter I am to understand 
that I am not to receive the applications of seamen 
declaring themselves citizens of the United States, 
who are on board of His Majesty's ships of war, and 
communicate the same to you? If this is the mean- 
ing, I shall most certainly conform, though I must 
Jament the regulation. 

I have the honor to be, &c. 

: J.. MITCHELL, Agent, &c. 


Copy of a letier from Admiral Sir John Borlase 
Warren, to John Mitchell, Esq., Agent for American 
Prisoners of War at Halifax, dated 


DzcemBER 4, 1812. 


Sin: In reply to your letter, dated yesterday, I 
have to acquaint you that whenever any address is 
made relative to men on board His Majesty's ships, it 
must be by the commanders of such vessels direct. 

I cannot permit any application by other persons in 
time of war, but in the above mode. 

Jt will always afford me pleasure to attend to your 
wishes in any respect relative to the situation or ex- 
change of prisoners, or to afford any aid or relief in 
my power. I have the honor to be, &c. 

JOIIN B. WARREN. 


12th Con. 2d Sgss.—28 


From Commodore Rodgers to the Secretary of the 
MI E Navy. E ne 


U. S. Friears PRESIDENT, 
Boston, Jan. 14, 1813, 
Sim: Herewith you will receive two muster books, 
of His Britannic Majesty’s vessels Moselle and Sap- 
pho, found on board the British packet Swallow. ' 
As the British have always denied that they detain- 
ed on board their ships of war American citizens, 
knowing them to be such, I send you the enclosed, as 
a public document of their own, to prove how illy 
such an assertion accords with their practice. 
It will.appear-by these two muster books that so late 
as August last, about an eighth part of the Moselle 


‘and Sappho’s crews were Americans; consequently, if 


there is only a quarter part of that proportion on board 
their other vegsels, that they have an infinitely greater 
number of Americans in their service than any Amer- 
ican has yet had an idea of. 

Any further comment of mine on this subject, I con- 
sider unnecessary; as the enclósed documents speak 
but too plainly for themselves. Ihave the honor to 
be, &c. JOHN RODGERS. 

Hon. Pavi Haxrrrox, Secretary of the Navy. 


The Message and documents were read, and 
referred to the Committee of Foreign Relations, 


SATURDAY, January 23. 
Mr. PoiwpExrER presented a petition of the 


Legislature of the Mississippi Territory, praying 


for a grant of a certain quantity of muskets, pis- 
tols, and swords, for the defence of said Territo- 
ry.—Referred to the Secretary of War. 

Mr. BassETT, from the Committee on the 
Naval Establishment, reported amendments to 
the bill regulating pensions to persons on board 
private armed ships; which were read, and, to- 
gether with the bill, committed to the Committee 
of the Whole on the bill relating to captures. 

Mr. Basszgrr, from the same committee, pre- 
sented a bill providing compensation to the offi- 
cers and erew of the Constitution, for capturing 
and destroying the British frigate Guerriere ; 
which was read twice and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Monday next. 

Mr. WiLLiAMS, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported amendments to the bill 
from the Senate “supplementary to the act, en- 
titled ‘An act to provide for calling forth the 
militia to execute the laws of the Union, suppress 
insurrections, and repel invasions, and to repeal 
the act heretofore passed for that purpose;” which 
was read, and concurred in by the House; and 
the amendments ordered to be engrossed, and the 
bill read the third time to-day. 

Mr. NELsou from the select committee on the 
subject, made a report in favor of the allowance 
of certain lands to the officers and soldiers of the 
line in the Revolutionary war on State estab- 
lishment; which was read and committed. 

NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT. 

Mr. Minor rose in his place, and said:—Mr. 
Speaker, I rise to submit a resolution for the con- 
sideration of the House. It will be recollected, 
that, in the observations which I had the honor to 
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submit to the House, when the bill for increasing 
the Navy was under consideration, I suggested, 
by way of answer to the gentleman opposed to 
that measure, on the score of the want of ade- 
quate means, that I felt confident there was no 
wantof the most abundant means; that the mon- 
eyed and mercantile classes of the community, 
I had no doubt, would be found ready to advance 
the proper supplies to the Government, by way 
of loan, provided the opportunity of doing so were 
presented to them in an unexceptionable shape. 
'Theexpedient to which I had reference, wasa navy 
loan—a loan for the whole amount necessary for 
building and equipping the ships-of-the-line and 
frigates authorized by the bill alluded to, and, I 
am willing to add, any further increase of that 
most desirable species of force which the wisdom 
of Congress may direct. 

The proposition which I will have the honor 
of submitting, is calculated to facilitate the views 
of the Government in relation to this branch of 
their official duty, by presenting this interesting 
subject divested of any of those objectionable fea- 
tures that will be seen by many in the proposi- 
tion of a general Joan for all the varied purposes 
of the war in which we are engaged. To many 
of our tellow-citizens—to many of us in this 
House—this war appeared to be unnecessary and 
improvident in its commencement, as it has been, 
except upon the ocean, disastrous and diseredita- 
ble to us in its conduct. Our operations against 
Canada have falsified, in their circumstances and 
result, every fond prediction of the friends of in- 
vasion ; and, whatever of popularity the events 
of the war have acquired, the meed of gratitude 
for them is due, under Providence, to the glori- 
ous efforts of our gallant little Navy. The ser- 
vice rendered to the country by the destruction 
or capture of a few vessels of the enemy, is, to be 
sure, of little consequence, in a pecuniary view, 
but its effects in laying the foundation of our 
naval reputation; of turning the tide of national 
opinion in favor of this long-abused and neglected 
Establishment; in inspiring hopes of a permanent 
and efficient system of maritime defence; are im- 
portant, beyond the power of calculation. For 
myself, and because I desire that the Government 
may meet with no difficulty in procuring the re- 
quisite pecuniary means, of completing with the 
least possible delay the additional ships recently 
directed to be built—to which end I wish to in- 
vite the friends of a permanent Navy Establish- 
ment to contribute by loans to the furthering of 
the object, and by way of inducement, to present 
to them our proposition free from any well 
grounded objection. The commercial men, the 
capitalists of our principal cities, have been, gen- 
erally speaking, the uniform friends of mari- 
time defence. They have importunately called 
for an enlargement of our Navy. I trust that, 
whatever may be their opinions uf the expe- 
diency of this war, their liberality in affording 
moncy enough to defray the expense to be incur- 
red in consequence of our recent endeavors to 
Meet their wishes, will be found equal to our 
most sanguine expectations. But I wish this 


appeal to rest upon its own merits, and not to be 
weakened or destroyed by blending it with ob- 
jects as to which, however the majority of this 
House may regret it, they never can prevent a 
diversity of sentiment amongst the people. I 
mean not to meddle, either by assertion or argu- 
ment, at this time, with the essential merits of 
this war, nor with the distinction given to its 
operations against the territories of our neigh- 
bors; not because I am desirous of concealing my 
personal sentiments on these points, which are 
well known, but because I wish not to revive a 
discussion to which such ample justice was done 
during my recent absence from my seat in this 
House. I wish, sir, especially, to redeem my 
pledge to the House in relation to a navy loan, 
and to afford an opportunity to the Administra- 
tion to obtain easily and speedily its amount. 
The war is thought by some gentlemen to be 
popular; so they deem their projects of invasion. - 
Let the numerous friends of such expedients for 
the maintenance of maritime rights, evince their 
patriotism by prompt subscriptions to your Army 
loans. Let the friends of naval defence, against 
foreign aggression, evince theirs by equal prompt- 
itude in filling up a Navy loan. With such 
views, I submit the following resolution : 
Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be instructed to report a bill authorizing a loan of —— 
dollars, for the building and equipment of all such 
ships and vessels of war, as have been, or may be di- 
rected to be built by any law of the present session. 
Mr. Curves opposed the resolution. He could 
not see any good to arise out of it, but much 
embarrassment, and consequently public evil. 
It was remarkable it should be brought forward 
at the very moment that the bill authorizing a 
general loan, which would embrace the object 
proposed by the gentleman, was to be called up. 
It would be evident, that should the resolution 
be referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, they must either neglect it, or that plan 
which, after the most mature reflection, was now 
prepared and ready to be submitted to the con- 
sideration of the House. If the gentleman wish- 
ed merely to aid the Government in their exer- 
tions to render the war successful and honorable, 
his resolution would more properly come in as 
an amendment to the loan bill—should he on re- 
flection deem such an amendment necessary. Mr. 
C., however friendly to the Navy, could not con- 
sent to separate its interests from any other 
scheme of defence or poliey, which the general 
good required. It would bea tacit confession that 
there existed in the country one class of citizens 
who were willing to loan money to the Govern- 
ment for carrying on war by sea, but were op- 
posed to aiding the operationsof the Army. He 
never would consent to divide those interests. 
If the war was to be prosecuted, the success or 
disgrace must be equally felt by all. Whatever 
difference of feelings or opinions might exist, the 
several interests of the country were inseparable, 
and formed, in reality, but one solid and substan- 
tial interest. They should be all freighted 1n 
the same bark—in that he would nail the flag to 
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the mast, and they'should all float or go down 
together. Mr. C. moved that the resolution lie 
on the table. |: f . . o 

. Mr. MiLNoR said, his sole reason fòr separat- 
ing the two subjects was, that he (and those 
who were friendly to.a permanent navy went 
along with him) could not conscientiously vote 
for a loan to be applied to an invasion of Canada, 
though. he wished.to do it for a proper maritime 
defence. f 

The resolution was opposed by Messrs. JoHN- 
SON and WRIGHT, and supported by Messrs. 
GoLbsronoven and GoLD. 

The question to lay it on the table was nega- 
tived—45 to 49. 

The question was then taken on the passage of 
the resolution—yeas 26, nays 81, as follows: 

Yeas—John Baker, Abijah Bigelow, Harmanus 
Bleecker, James Breckenridge, Thomas B. Cooke, 
John Davenport, jr., James Emott, Asa Fitch, Thomas 
R. Gold, Charles Goldsborough, Richard Jackson, jr., 
James Milnor, Junathan O. Moseley, Timothy Pitkin, 
jt» Josiah Quincy, William Reed, Henry M. Ridgely, 
Daniel Sheffey, Philip Stuart, Lewis B. Sturges, Sam- 
uel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Peleg Tallman, 
Laban Wheaton, Leonard White, and Thomas Wilson. 

Naxs—Willis Alston, jr, William Anderson, Ste- 
venson Archer, David Bard, Burwell Bassett, William 
W. Bibb, William Blackledge, Adam Boyd, Robert 
Brown, William A. Burwell, William Butler, John 
C. Calhoun, Epaphroditus Champion, Langdon Cheves, 
Martin Chittenden, James Cochran, John Clopton, 
Lewis Condict, William Crawford, Richard Cutts, 
Roger Davis, John Dawson, Joseph Desha, Samuel 
Dinsmoor, Elias Earle, William Findley, James Fisk, 
Meshack Franklin, Thomas Gholson, Edwin Gray, 
Isaiah L. Green, Felix Grundy, Bolling Hall, Obed 
Hell, Aylett Hawes, Jacob Hufty, John M. Hyneman, 
Richard M. Johnson, Joseph Kent, William R. King, 
Abner Lacock, Joseph Lewis, jr., William Lowndes, 
Aaron Lyle, Nathaniel Macon, 'homas Moore, Wil- 
liam McCoy, Samuel McKee, Alexander McKim, 
Arunah Metcalf, Samuel L. Mitchill, James Morgan, 
Jeremiah Morrow, Hugh Nelson, Anthony New, Thos. 
Newton, Joseph Pearson, Israel Pickens, James Pleas- 
ants, jr., Benjamin Pond, Elisha R. Potter, Thomas B. 
Robertson, John Rhea, Jonathan Roberts, William 
Rodman, Ebenezer Sage, Thomas Sammons, Lemuel 
Sawyer, Ebenezer Seaver, John Sevier, Adam Sey- 
bert, Samuel Shaw, George Smith, John Smith, Chas. 
Turner, jr; Robert Whitehill, David R. Williams, 
William Widgery, Richard Winn, and Robert Wright., 


LOAN BILL. 

On motion of Mr. Cugves, the House resolved 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on the bill 
& authorizing a Ioan of millions of dollars ;” 
and, also, a bill “authorizing the issuing of Treas- 
ury notes for the year 1813." 

Mr, Cueves moved that the first blank be filled 
with the word “sixteen.” He then went into a 
detailed account of the demands for which pro- 
vision was to be made, and tiie resources to meet 
these demands, as follows: 

EXPENDITURES. 
1, Civil expenses of the Government, including foreign 
and domestic expenses - $1,532,081 


2. Provisión for the publie debt 8,000,000 
3. Military Establishment, regular Army, 

&c. - - $15,205,375 
Militia, volunteers, and twelve 

months men, if authorized 

by law 


6,000,000 


21,205,375 


The regular Army will not be 
for sometime completed, and 
the twelve months men, mi- 
litia, and volunteers, cannot 
be immediately called into 
service; therefore deduct on 
these several accounts 2,000,000 


” 
rf 


19,205,375 
Add for the Ind 


ian depart- 
ment - . 


185,000 
4, Navy Department. Gross 
estimate, including $2,500,- 
000 for the increase of the 
Navy, authorized by act of 
the present session 
This estimate includes an ap- 
propriation for two hundred 
gunboats, or a sum equal to 
about $3,000,000, while it 
is probably neither the wish 
nor the interest of the coun- 
try that this force should be 
called into service ; therefore 
deduct on this account 


19,390,375 


7,626,108 


1,000,000 


—_— 


6,626,108 
450,835 


5. For contingent expenses 


36,000,000 


In order to meet these demands, Mr. C. stated 
the following resources : 
Estimated revenue for 1813 - $12,000,000 
Receivable in 1813, on account of the loan 

of 1812, and Treasury notes issued for 


that year - - - 2,000,000 
Balance in the Treasury 1st of January, 
1818, not ascertained with accuracy, 
but exceeding - - - $4,000,000 
Deduct from this sum expenses 
incurred on account of mil- 
itia, &c., in 1812, but not yet 
paid- - - - ' - 1,000,000 
————— 3,000,000 
Treasury notes to be issued for the year 
1813 - - - - =- - 5,000,000 
The proposed loan - - - - 16,000,000 
38,000,000 
From this sum deduct the amount of es- 
timated expenses - - - - 36,000,000 
Leaving a surplus of - - - 2,000,000 


Mr. Caeves, having thus offered the above 
statements, said, it might be objected, that they 
were not satisfactory, as we were engaged in a 
war, the duration of which was uncertain, and 
might be long, and that our views of the ways 
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and’ means ought to extend not only to the pres- 
ent, but to future years. This no doubt would 


be done, and could be done without difficulty, if 


the Legislature and the proper constituted au- 
thorities did their duty. He would promise that 
the system which was proposed with a view to 
the war, and on which the war was commenced, 
has this principle for its basis—to provide a fixed 
annual revenue, sufficient to pay the ordinary ex- 
penses of the Government, and the interest on 
the public debt, including new loans. This was 
the principle suggested in the Message of the 
President, confirmed by the report of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, and reiterated by the re- 
port of the Committee of Ways and Means—a 
principle which was probably in a great degree 
satisfactory to all parties in the House and in the 
nation. The effect of this principle had been 
full accomplished, as it regarded the present 
year. The ordinary expenses of the Government 
for this year, might be estimated at $9,500,000, 
while the revenue receivable within the year, 
was ascertained to be $12,000,000, leaving a sur- 
plus of $2,500,000, beyond the sum required to 
carry the principle alluded to into effect. The 
means of providing for future years were obvious 
and abundant. We had a wealthy and unex- 
hausted country, on which not a cent of burden 
had yet been laid. Taxes might be laid—a re- 
peal of the restrictive laws alone would furnish 
the means for the ensuing year, and probably 
longer, while it would have the additional advan- 
tage of bringing home the property of our citizens 
and floating the country with surplus capital, 
which would probably be loaned to the Govern- 
ment. Taxes might yet be laid during the pres- 
ent session of Congress, if a proper degree of in- 
dustry were bestowed on the subject. If not, the 
President was invested with power to call Con- 
gress together, before the Constitutional period 
of their meeting, and in time to accomplish this 
object for the purpose of the ensuing year. He 
declared it to be his decided opinion, that the re- 


peal of the restriction on commerce or the im- 


position of taxes must be adopted ; and it was his 


opinion (though it might differ from that of 


those for whom he felt a respectful deference) 
that both ought to be done, to render the ways and 
means of the Gevernmentabundant, and the prose- 
cution of the war vigorous and successful. Gen- 
tlemen, he said, could not entertain any reasonable 
apprehensions on account of the loan for the pres- 
ent year. Suggestions of its failure seemed to 
be unfounded. It had been predicted that the 
loan for the last year would not succeed, but 
these predietions had been entirely falsified by 
the event. He had the pleasure to inform the 
Committee that the loan of the last year had been 
filled, except a little more than half a million, 
while the whole of the Treasury notes, authorized 
to be issued, had been put in circulation. A de- 
mand had even existed for more. He compared 
the relative situation of the country in 1812 and 
1813. In 1812, there were twenty millions of 
property in the enemy's country, which was now 
brought home. The state of war had of neces- 


sity released large sums from the demands of 
commerce; &c.; it would be the interest of the 
holders of this money to loan it to Government. 
If it should be said that the release of capital 
from the demands of, commerce had a disastrous 
aspect, it was susceptible of a satisfactory answer, 
which would be given when the objection should 
be urged. Mr. C. thought the banks alone would 
be able, from the diminution of the demands of 
commerce upon them, to afford to Government 
the aids it wanted, if they would givea circulation 
to their business with Government, something like 
that which subsisted between them and individ- 
uals. "They had drawn in much of their capital 
since the war, and were better able to loan now 
than they were the last year. 

The money borrowed from the Government 
the last year, was not taken out of the circulation 
of the money market; it had only passed into 
other hands, and if not demanded for the objects 
of industry and of commerce, which would not 
probably bé the ease, the present bolders would 
find their interest to loan it again to the Govern- 
ment, It might be also objected, said Mr. C., 
that the Government, by. this bill, was not re- 
stricted in the rate of interest. To this he would 
reply, that if precedents were necessary to justi- 
fy this omission, enough were furnished by the 
Administrations which preceded the year 1801— 
enough were furnished by the records of the 
Washington Administration. He had thought it 
his duty to advert to the several acts of Congress 
which authorized loans during these Administra- 
tions, He would not say that he spoke with per- 
fect accuracy, though he believed he did. From 
this examination it appeared that from the foun- 
dation of the Government to the year 1801, loans 
were authorized to the amount of $5,800,000 at : 
5 per cent., to the amount of $6,774,539 6-100 at 
6 per cent, and to the amount of $24,000,000 
without any limitation of the interest anthorized 
to be given. The first loan authorized by the 
Government was for $12,000,000, and without 
any restriction in the rate of interest. This, too, 
was in a state of peace. We are now in a state 
of war, when he hoped. however gentlemen in 
the minority might differ from the majority as 
to the propriety of the war or the objects of 
the war, as the events of it must affect objects 
equally dear to all, they would not be found 
so far to separate themselves from the Govern- 
ment and the country as unnecessarily to em- 
barrass the endeavors of the majority to prosecute 
the war with honor and success. He hoped the 
petty prejudices and distinctions of party would 
not mingle in this great question, but would be 
generously sacrificed upon the altar of public 
good. He would just add, that the bill author- 
izing the issuing of Treasury notes, which was 
also before the Committee, had a connexion with 
the loan bill. It authorized, in addition to the 
sum relied upon as a part of the ways and means 
of the year, the issuing of a further sum of $5,- 
000,000, but provided in that event for an equiva- 
lent distribution of the loan. 

Mr. Suerrey said he did not observe in the de- 
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tails of the gentleman any. provision made for the 
reimbursement of the Treasury notes payable af- 
ter this year, with the interest—as also the inter- 

cest on the loan of 1812. He asked if the eight 
millions appropriated to the public debt embraced 
these objects; or was the eight millions appropri- 
ated solely to the Sinking Fund ?—if so, he would 
rather vote for a loan of twenty millions, than to 
vote one dollar of a fund which should be regard- 
-ed as sacred to the object for which it was estab- 
‘lished. 

Mr. Cueves replied, that the eight millions in- 
cluded the several items stated by the gentleman, 
and was more than enough to meet the sum to 
be paid on account of the old debt, loans, and 

-. Treasury notes, and the interest on these. This 
he said was the true and legal application of the 
Sinking Fund, as would be shown if the question 
should be agitated. 

Mr. BrazLow, after observing that he made 
this motion (to strike out the first section of the 
-bill) because he meant to oppose the system of 
obtaining money by loans, rather than the details 
-of the bill, said: 

Mr. Chairman, in support of the motion which 
I have made, and which, if it prevails, is tanta- 
mount to a rejection of the bill, I will make some 
observations, although I find myself under an un- 
common degree. of embarrassment. An embar- 
rassment, which proceeds not only from the deli- 
cacy of my situation, but from an apprehension 
nay, sir, conviction, that it will be impossible for 
me to communicate to the Committee my rea- 
sons for the motion, in that clear and forcible 

. manner with which they have presented them- 
selves to my own mind. 

The delicacy of my situation results from my 
having been opposed to the war, when it was de- 
clared; from being now opposed to its prosecu- 
tion, as well, because the principal cause for its 
declaration has been removed, as from a persua- 
sion, that the invasion of Canada is both morally 

\and politically wrong, and a conviction that the 
manner of raising and distributing the military 
force is not. adequate to the contemplated object. 
But, sir, we have voted to raise the force, and are 
about to rely on loans to elothe, feed, and pay it. 
Against this course, I beg leave at this time most 
solemnly to protest, and ask the indulgence of 
the House, while I attempt to point out some of 
the fatal consequences which must inevitably re- 
sult from it. 

Mr. Chairman, we have heard much said 
within these walls in praise of national honor 
and national glory. They have become so much 
the burden of the song, that national faith and 
national credit appear to have shared the fate of 
the poor wise man, who, by his wisdom, delivered 
the city, and yet no man remembered him. 

National honor and national glory, Mr. Chair- 
man, have a charm in the sound, which strikes 
sweet music to the ear, while national faith and 
national credit strike it with the harsh notes of 
discord. No man, however, admires more than 
X do, national honor and national glory ; but it 
must be that honor and that glory which is en- 


circled by virtue and justice, and supported by 
national faith and credit. ; 

Sir, I admire not the glory of conquest. I 
admire not the glory of an Alexander; I mean 
the Macedonian, not the Russian Alexander. I 
admire not the glory of a Julius Cæsar, or a Na- 
poleon. I have no desire for that American glory 
Which is to be acquired on the plains of Abra- 
ham, at the walls of. Quebec, or on the barren 
sands of Florida. Besides, Mr. Chairman, the 
present state of our finances affords but a gloomy 
prospect for the attainment of this species of 
glory. 

An empty Treasury to be replenished by naked 
loans is but an ill omen of success, 

What, sir, is the present state of our finances ? 
Let the report of the Secretary, of the Treasury 
speak. That, sir, informs us that $10,000,000 
were added to the public debt during the past 
year. That the expenses of the present year, 
without including the addition to the Army and 


‘Navy, will amount to $31,925,000. Those ad- 


ditions, according to the statement of the honor- 
able Chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, will increase the expenses to thirty-six 
millions. The revenues are but twelve millions, 
which will leave twenty-four millions to be pro- 
vided for by loans or Treasury notes. The Sec- 
retary has not informed us what will be the ex- 
[ees of the year 1814. He could not. Buthe 
as told us that the revenue of that year, if the 
war continues, will not exceed three millions. 

This, sir, is the state of your finance, and these 
are the means by which you are to support and 
maintain a navy, and an army of fifty-five thou- 
sand men. 

I confess, Mr. Chairman, that this mode of 
raising money, by naked loans, excites in m 
mind more apprehensions for the liberties of this 
country, than even the raising of the large army 
which has been authorized. This, if nota nov- 
elty, is a dangerous experiment ia legislation—an 
experiment calculated to shake the sway of 
any Government, but more especially one like 
ours, founded on the will and the affections of the 
people. 

To raise large armies is at all times, and on 
all occasions, dangerous to the liberties of a Re- 
publie, but it is infinitely more so to raise them 
for the avowed object of invasion and conquest, 
and depend on loans for their pay and subsistence. 

Iam aware that a nation, irritated at the inju- 
ries inflicted on it by another, is apt to rush into 
war regardless of means or consequences. But, 
sir, the great political maxim, that the preserva- 
tion of public credit involves in it the preserva- 
tion of national honor and national existence, 
ought never to beforgotten. It ought to be the 
first article in the creed of every politician of 
whatever party; one which he ought never, for 
party or temporary purposes, for a moment to lose 
sight of. 

Better, sir, lose the election of a favorite can- 
didate for President; better, sir, lose our own 
places, than suffer the public credit to be im- 
paired. 
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Having, Mr. Chairman, made these general re- 
marks, I will attempt to illustrate these two po- 
sitions: Ist. That it is essential to justice, and 
the preservation of public credit, that whenever 
adebt is contracted, proper funds should be es- 
tablished, not only for paying the annual inter- 
est of the same, but for discharging the principal 
within a reasonable period; 2d. That without 
the establishment of such a fund, loans cannot 
be obtained, the Army, if raised, cannot be punc- 
wally paid, a revolution will follow, and our 
present Government converted into a military 
despotism. 

The first of these positions is taken «almost 
verbatim from a report made to the old Con- 
gress, in December, 1782, by a committee con- 
sisting of Mr. Hamilton, Mr. Madison, and Mr. 
Fitzsimons. 

The position is true at all times ; at that time, 
it was felt, understood, and acknowledged by 
every man in the United States. . 

At that time, and for some time previous, the 
public credit of this country was at a low ebb. 
'The Congress of that day were unremittingly 
engaged in their endeavors to restore it. In their 
addresses to the several States, urging a compli- 
ance with their requisitions, the language uni- 
formly was, that a compliance was necessary, 
not merely for the preservation, but for the resto- 
ration of public credit. 

May such never again be the language of an 
American Congress; but if these measures are 
persisted in it will be inevitable. 

As early, Mr. Chairman, as September, 1779, 
Congress had issued bills of credit to the amount 
of $159,948,880. Atthis period, however, they cal- 
culated on preserving the public credit; and it is 
not a little remarkable that their calculations 
were founded on the same principles with those 
of the Chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, in his eloquent speech on the Army 
bill, by apportioning the amount upon each indi- 
vidual in the United States. I will read you 
their calculations at that time, 1779, in their own 
words: 

** Let us suppose, for the sake of argument, that at 
the conclusion of the war the emissions should amount 
io $200,000,000; that exclusive of the supplies from 
taxes, which will not be inconsiderable, the loans should 
amount to $100,000,000; then the whole debt of the 
United States would be $300,000,000. There are at 
present three millions of inhabitants in the thirteen 
States. Three hundred millions of dollars, divided 
among three millions of people, would give to each 
person one hundred dollars. And is there a man in 
America unable, in the course of eighteen or twenty 
years, to pay it again?” 

Mr. Chairman, arguments like these are falla- 
cious, and their fallacy consists in this: that not 
more than one in ten of the whole number of 
souls in the United States pay any part of the 
tax; and of those who pay any part of it, nine- 
teen-twentieths have as much as they can do 
to support themselves and families, and make 
any provision for their children. Besides, sir, 
the accumulation of interest, and the annual ex- 


penditures of Government, are left out of the 
calculation. i : ; 

That this reasoning of the old Congress was 
fallacious, we have incontrovertible evidence 
from their own mouths. For, on the 17th March 
following, they passed a resolution : " that gold 
‘and silver should be receivable in payment of 
* the quotas required of the several States, at the 
t rate of one Spanish milled dollar in lieu of every 
* forty of the bills (then) in circulation.” 

No wonder, then, that Congress should say in 
1782, * that it is essential to justice, and the pre- 
‘ servation of public credit, that whenever a debt 
‘is contracted, proper funds should be estab- 
‘lished, not only for paying the annual interest, 
* but for discharging the principal within a rea- 
t sonable period.” And, sir, if we are not now 
willing to subscribe to this doctrine, a few years 
continuance of the war will afford us an awful 
example of its truth. 

Mr. Chairman, I will now proceed to the sec- 
ond point, viz: that without such a fund loans 
cannot be obtained; your army, if raised, will 
not be punctually paid; public credit will be im- 
paired; a revolution will follow, and your Gov- 
ernment will be converted into a military des- 
potism. 

Without such a fund, even the friends of war 
will not loan you money. Money is not loaned 
from motives of patriotism, but gain ; and I have 
no hesitation in saying the loan will not be ob- 
tained. 

Let us again recur to the history of the Revo- 
lution. I do this, Mr. Chairman, because it is 
more familiar; because the people are now as 
loyal as they were then, except that the Revo- 
lutionary war had a popularity which this has 
not, and because positions, supported by facts, 
are entitled to more credit, than those supported 
by mere argument. Upon this subject, I beg 
leave to read a few passages from two letters 
from Dr. Franklin, then our Minister in France. 
The first is dated December 23, 1782, in which 
he says: 


“ Friday last an order was given to furnish me with 
600,000 livres immediately, and I was assured by M. 
Vergennes, that the rest of the 6,000,000 should be 
paid us quarterly in the course of the year 1783. I 
pressed hard for the whole sum demanded, but was 
told it was impossible. 

* Qur people certainly ought to do more for them- 
selves. It is absurd the pretending to be lovers of 
liberty, and grudge paying for the defence of it. The 
foundation for credit abroad should be laid at home; 
and certain funds should be prepared and established: 
beforehand for the regular payment, at least of the 
interest," 


In another letter, dated March 15, 1783, after 
speaking on the subject of the French loan, he 
says: 

“I abstain from repeating here the other parte of 
the Count de Vergennes’ despatches, which I bad the 
honor to communicate, because the truths they con- 
tain are well known to you, and because they may all 
be reduced to this single position, that without a 
speedy establishment of solid general revenue, and an. 
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exact performanċe::of the engagements which Con- 
-gress have made; you ‘must renounce the expectation 
of loans in Europe;”. EE . 

Again, sir, in an address of Congress, Decem- 
ber 16, 1782, to'the State of Rhode Island, pre- 
pared by a committee, consisting of Mr. Hamil- 
ton, Mr. Madison, and: Mr. Fitzsimmons, we 
have these remarkable expressions: “Our appli- 
‘ cations to the foreign. Powers, on whose friend- 
‘ship we depend, have had a suceesss far short 
‘ of our necessities. The next resource is to bor- 
‘row from individuals. These will neither be 
‘actuated by generosity nor reasons of State. "Tis 
‘to their interest alone we must appeal. To con- 
‘eiliate this, we must nut only stipulate a proper 
"compensation for what they lend, but we must 
‘give security for the performance. We must 
‘ pledge an ascertained fund ; ‘simple and produc- 
‘tive In its nature, general in its principle, and 
‘at the disposal of a single will.” 

If at that day neither patriotism or reasons of 
State would induce individuals to loan you mo- 
ney, can you expect them to do it now? Sir, 
you will not obtain it. It is impossible. Your 
army, of course, will not be punctually paid, and 
public.credit will be impaired. 

It now remains to show that a revolution will 
follow, and the Government be converted into a 
military despotism. And here again, Mr. Speak- 
er, I will recur to facts derived from the history 
of the Revolution. The sufferings aad patriot- 
ism of the Revolutionary army are well known. 
But their patriotism was tried to the utmost point 
of endurance. To show this, I will read a pas- 
sage from a memorial presented by the army, to 
"Congress, in December, 1782: “Our distresses are 
* now brought to a point; we have borne all that 
‘men can bear; our property is expended; our 
* private resources are at an end; and our friends 
‘are wearied out with our incessant applications. 
* We, therefore, most seriously and earaestly beg 
< that a supply of money may be forwarded to 
‘the army as soon d& possible. The uneasiness 
‘of the soldiers for want of pay, is great and 
‘dangerous; and further experiments on their 
* patience may have fatal effects." 

Well, sir, what followed? Why, on the 10th 
of March (then) next, the famous anonymous 
letter, written, if fame does not belie him, by the 
very man who is to have the direction of your 
war operations, was industriously circulated 
through the army. A flame was kindled, which 
nothing but the commanding influence of Wasn- 
INGTON, aided by his general officers, could have 
extinguished. : 

Let us, Mr. Chairman, learn wisdom, by expe- 
rience. If you will have an army, for Heaven’s 
sake make prompt and effectual provision for 
their pay and subsistence. Depend not upon 
loans. Expose not again the liberties of your 
eouniry. At the head of your army, you will 
not have a Washington; you will not have sol- 
diers actuated by the same motives of patriotism ; 
you will not have the same apology for neglect- 
mg to pay them. They will commence by com- 


plaints; they will load your table with petitions, | bill 
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which, though just, you will not haveit in your 
power to grant ; they will take justice into their 
own hands, and under some popular leader, after 
scenes of horror, devastation, and blood, they wilt 
convert your Government into a military des- 
potism. ] 

lam aware it will be said, that it is intended 
to provide a system of revenue for this purpose.. 
I doubt not the intention, but I do and must doubt 
the execution.’ With this intention, as we were 
informed, such a system was reported at the last 
session. Why was it not then adopted? Why 
has it not been acted on at this? These, sir, are 
questions, which it is not for metoanswer. The 
publie must and will judge for themselves. "Thus 
much, I may say. that the reasons which have 
hitherto prevented the adoption of such asystem, 
will not only continue to operate, but will in- 
crease by delay. : 

Mr. Chairman, I will detain you buta moment 
longer. I have always been opposed to this war. 
Iam now opposed to its continuance. The re- 
sponsibility, therefore, for its faithful prosecution, 
and successful termination, rests not on me. 1 
am, however, equally interested in the event, 
with those. who made it; and I call upon them, 
as they. regard the. interest, the happiness, and 
future welfare of the country, to take reasonable 
and effectual measures for the preservation of the 
public credit. 

Do not, by rashness, or extravagance, bring our 
excellent Constitution into disrepute. A Consti- 
tution, thé great excellence of which consists, in 
a wise, faithful, provident, and impartial admin- 
istration; a Constitution, which, under the aus- 
pices of a Washington, is calculated to diffuse 
happiness throughout the community ; to give to 
agriculture, a rich reward for its labors; to man- 
ufactures, encouragement ; and to commerce, ex- 
tension and protection. 

But, sir, a Constitution, which, under the aus- 
pices of other men, may take bread from the 
mouth of labor; protect commerce, by its total 
annihilation; secure peace, by perpetual wars; 
and render the people happy and contented, be- 
cause deprived of every solid and substantial en- 
joyment, they will have nothing more to lose. 

Mr. Chairman, we have received from our 
fathers arich and valuable inheritance; we are 
bound to transmit it to our children, as valuable, 
at least, as we received it, Let us not, then, en- 
cumber it with a mortgage of ours, which it will 
not be in their power to redeem. 

The question was then taken on Mr. BiaELow's 
motion by ayes and noes, and determined as fol- 
lows—ayes 23, noes 61. 

The question was then put to fill the first blank 
with the word “sixteen,” and carried. 

Mr. Mitnor moved to amend the first section 
by inserting. after the word “dollars,” these words, 
“at a rate of interest not exceeding —— per cent. 
per annum.” 

He said his motive for offering this amendment 
was to put some limits to the enormous powers 
proposed to be devolved upon the President by this 
; thatalthough his own opinion was decidedly 
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rience shows us is great enough already, and suf- 
-ficiently inclined to increase without unnecessa- 
rily transferring to him, by express acts, the pow- 
ers of the other branches of the Government. 
Mr. M. said he would make a remark or two on 
what had fallen from the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, as to the merits of 
this bill as a means of supplying funds for carry- 
ing on the war. His own opinton was, that the 
majority ought to have redeemed the pledge they 
gave to the holders of public debt and to the na- 
tion, at the last session, with respect to the impo- 
sition of taxes; and that without bottoming a re- 
sort to loans upon some adequate security for 
the repayment, he did believe the very large 
amounts proposed to be borrowed for the service 
of the present and ensuing year, could not.be had. 

The honorable Chairman had felicitated him- 
self much on the success of the late loan. Mr. 
M. thought there were no just grounds of exul- 
tation when it was considered, that, notwith- 
standing the amount of unemployed capital in 
the country, the proposed security of taxes, and 
its being the first requisition of the sort, the loan 
had been subscribed very slowly, and the whole 
amount was not, perhaps, even at this late period 
obtained. He imagined that if the Head of the 
Treasury Department were appealed to, hé would 
not say that even the amount obtained was pro- 
cured with very great facility. He would acknow- 
ledge that journeys on his part, much personal 
solicitation, and appeal after appeal to moneyed 
institutions were necessary, before they could be 
brought to extend their subscriptions to the wish- 
ed for amount; and now it is expected, that after 
an abandonment of the pledge with- respect to 
internal taxes, and when so much capital had 
already been drawn into publie use, additional 
loans to the extent, including the Treasury notes, 
of $21,000,000 could be had in the course of the 
present year. The city which he (Mr. M.) re- 
presented, it was said, could furnish the whole 
sum. He did not believé*it. If his information 
was correct, the banks of that city, that were 
willing to subscribe to war loans, had gone to 
the extent it was convenient for them to lend, 
and he did not suppose, that, under existing cir- 
cumstances, private capital, to any such extent, 
could be diverted from other methods of employ- 
ment to this. He knew it might be answered, If 
then there is a difficulty in obtaining the money, 
why not give the discretion as to the rate of in- 
terest, which this amendment will take away 7? 
He would reply, because a resort to loans, exclu- 
sively, the contracting of a national debt, and 
that too, without proposing any means, whatever, 
of repayment, is wholly inexpedient and impoli- 
tie, but to borrow at an extravagant interest is 
still worse, and if it should become indispensable, 
so dangerous a power should not be given to the 
President without a specific limit to its exercise 
in the body of the bill. Besides, he objected to 
the want of explicitness in this bill. It was cal- 
culated to conceal from the people the mode in 
Which resources were raised, for, as the rate oí 
interest is not prescribed, and the power of sell- 


. against carrying on this war by means of loans, 
obtained ata greater than the ordinary rate of 
_ interest, yet he had left the amendment blank, in 
order that, at this time, gentlemen: might not be 
entramelled by any particular limits; and that the 
principle might be tested whether the majority 
.of this House are disposed to place: any bounds, 
whatever, to the authority of the Executive to 
borrow money, or whether he is to be permitted 
to do it, at whatever extravagant rate of interest 
he may think fit. If the latter opinion prevailed, 
he could not concur in it, because he thought it 
.a dangerous discretion with whieh to invest the 
Executive; a power that nothing should induce 
cus to devolve on that great. branch of the Gov- 
ernment, but a desperate necessity, which he pre- 
sumed would not be contended at this time to 
exist. Mr. M. said, that the honorable Chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means had 
referred for a precedent to past times; it was 
extraordinary that at every step of our progress 
.gentlemen were running back with eagerness to 
recedents of Federal times; they seem to have 
orgotten, that it was by representing the pro- 
ceedings of the dominant party at that day, as 
most dangerous and alarming to civil liberty and 
the interests of the people, that they removed 
them from power and succeeded to their places ; 
and yet, now, whenever an objection was taken 
to any measure, it was thought unnecessary to sup- 
ort it by argument, if a precedent could be found 
in the history of Mr. Adams's Administration. 
Mr. M. said he had no agency iu public affairs at 
the time alluded to, nor did he consider himself 
bound by every transaction of that day. Some 
of the proceedings of the party, to whose princi- 
ples and measures he was generally attached, 
were not perfectly correct in themselves, and 
others were calculated to offend the sense of 
the community, and occasion a transfer of the 
powers of the Government to other hands. Now, 
the measures of Federal days, which the present 
majority then most loudly condemned, are those 
which, notwithstanding all that they have hereto- 
fore said, and with the benefits of experience be- 
fore them, they are most anxious to copy. The 
Federalists are charged with maintaining that 
the Executive was the weakest branch of the 
Government, and with dispositions, contrary to 
the spirit of the Constitution, improperly to en- 
large its powers. 

Sir, said Mr. M. whatever may have been for- 
mer opinions on tliis head, I believe the doctrine 
of the President's power being too small, re- 
ceives daily evidence of its fallacy in the meas- 
ures of the present times; for unquestionably a 
disposition prevails to increase it constantly by 
our acts, while the immense enlargement of this 
sphere of patronage and other circumstances ari- 
sing out of a state of war, are of themselves cal- 
culated to do it most dangerously without our 
aid. 

It is time to avert, wherever we can, the pro- 
gress we are making, by imperceptible degrees in 
some instances, and by extravagant grants in 
others, to increase a prerogative which all expe- 
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ing stock for any price -is: unrestrainedly given 


to. the President, the people might pay twenty. 


per cent for the loans, and the fact be in great 
measure concealed from their view, by the man- 
ner in which the business might be conducted. 
.He was opposed to placing any such confidence 
in the Executive when we could so easily our- 
selves act definitely on the subject. 

: Mr. Cueves thought that some of the remarks 
which the gentleman from Pennsylvania had 
made, were a reflection upon the moral integrity 
of the Executive. He said, that, however gen- 
ilemen might differ from the Chief Magistrate 
of the Union, in political sentiment, yet he be- 
lieved it was unequivocally acknowledged by all, 

"that his private character was as amiable as it 
‘was irreproachable ; that-——— 
. Mr. Mitwor here explained, that he intended 
‘no reflection upon the moral virtues of the Pres- 
ident. His remarks were designed to have a 
bearing upon the publie character of that officer 
as a public man, and that however exalted, how- 
ever pure the character of any Executive, it was, 
it must always be, dangerous to invest him with 
powers not absolutely made necessary by the 
necessity of circumstances, and especially when 
these powers, from their magnitude, were liable 
‘to abuse; and consequently extensive public 
injury. 

Mr. Cueves acknowledged the candor of the 

gentleman from Pennsylvania. He said, it had 
“been urgéd that the records of Federal times 
were resorted to for precedents—so far as he ap- 
proved of these precedents, he deemed it very 
proper to resort to them, and no further. Some 
‘he approved, others he did not. He thought it 
` best that the conduct of France, in 1798, should 
have been repressed as it was at that time—but 
the measure of the eight per cent. loan never had 
his approbation. He would observe, that if the 
rate of interest were fixed at eight per cent. in 
this bill, Government would not be able to pro- 
cure.the money at less; but if left unrestricted 
on this point, it was his opinion the loan would 
be effected at six, or a little over six per cent. 
With respect to that part of the observations of 
the honorable gentleman, which assumed for its 
ground the likelihood of the increase of Execu- 
tive patronage, arising from the threefold power 
of borrowing, Mr. C. replied, that the objection 
would fall to the ground upon a due considera- 
tion of the circumstance in all its aspects; for 
if the lender should receive no more than the 
Government was obliged to give, then no favor, 
no patronage whatsoever, was extended to him. 
While on the other hand, if the Executive gave 
him more than he was authorized to give, it 
. would amount to such a-gross and fraudulent 
breach of duty, as it would not be either just or 
decent to suppose the Chief Magistrate of the 
country capable of committing. It would not be, 
as the honorable gentleman insinuated, patronage, 
for patronage was not the usurped exercise of 
unauthorized power, but the legal right and pri- 
- vilege of dispensing places, preferments, and other 
advantages, which the Legislature contemplated, 


and the laws of the country enacted and au- 
thorized. 

The question was then put on the amendment 
proposed by Mr. Miiwor, and negatived. 

Mr. TaLLMADGE moved to amend the bill by 
adding to the end of the first section, “ Provided 
that no such stock shall be sold under par.” 

Mr. T. remarked, that, inasmuch as the House 
had refused to limit the rate of interest, he pre- 
sumed they could have no objection to grant the 
limitation proposed by his amendment, not to sell 
any part of the stock under par. In support of 
this opinion, he stated that the law of the last 
session, authorizing the loan of eleven millions of 
dollars, although it expressly limited the rate of 
interest to six per cent., yet provided that no sac- 
rifice should be made on the principal. Nor, said 
Mr. T., is this by any means a novel provision. 
If gentlemen will examine the statute book, they 
will find no law on the subject of loans, giv- 
ing to the Executive the latitude contemplated 
by this bill. If my amendment should be rejected, 
said Mr. T., you will vest the President with 
power to issue stock to an unlimited amount, with 
an unlimited rate of interest, and a power to sell 
atan unlimited price. These powers were too 
great to vest in the hands of any Executive offi- 
cer, however exalted, and however pure may be 
his character. The precedent is a dangerous one, 
and the character and exigencies of the Govern- 
ment do not call for this sacrifice. If you add to 
this another feature in this bill, allowing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to pay forty thousand dol- 
lars, by way of commission, for filling this stock 
in the market, the bill becomes doubly objection- 
able. He would not consent to tax his constitu- , 
ents for the payment of such a loan, even when 
the objects for which it might be wanted were of 
a less objectionable nature. 

Mr. Cueves encountered the motion of Mr. 
TALLMADGE, not with the denial of the possibility 
of abuse, against which it might perhaps be diffi- 
cult in any given case to find a positive and effi- 
cient remedy, but by insisting, that, supposing 
abuse contemplated, the honorable gentleman's 
proposed amendment afforded no sort of remedy 
against it—the most that it could do, being only 
to take away one mode of three, which the law 
provided, of exercising an unrestricted power to 
borrow on the best terms attainable. The three 
modes to which he alluded were—1. To sell the 
stock; 2. To increase the interest ; and, 3. To give 
a premium, or, as it is commonly called, a bonus. 
In any one of these modes, the President had the 
power to bind the United States to as great an 
extent as he could by the use of them all together. 
What, then, Mr. C. asked, could be done by tak- 
ing away the first? Nothing at all, conducive to 
the object in the honorable gentleman’s purview. 
Prevent abuse it could not, while it would deprive 
the borrower of a considerable portion of the 
means of varying his efforts to procure the loan, 
and entirely take away one mode of obtaining it 
on the most advantageous terms. 

The question was hen puton Mr. TALLMADGE’S 
motion, and negatived. 
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Mr. Cueves then moved to fill the blank in the 
second section, with the words “forty: thousand 
dollars.” l A 

Mr. TALLMADGE opposed this, as a sum by far 
160 great to be given as a commission for negoti- 
ating the loan ;—forty thousand dollars was one- 
fourth per cent. on sixteen millions. He thought 
one-eighth an ample compensation. He therefore 
moved to strike out the word “one-fourth,” and 
insert, instead, “ one-eighth.”—Negatived. 

The Speaker said, that, if no other amendment 
were proposed, the question would be on engross- 
ing the bill. 

Mr. Prrxin said, he wished till to-morrow to 
prepare an amendment he would then propose; 
to which Mr. Cuuves acceded. 

The Committee rose, and had leave to sit again 
on the bill for issuing Treasury notes for 1813; 
and on motion, the House adjourned until Mon- 
day. 


Monpay, January 25. 

The bill from the Senate supplementary to the 
law for calling out the militia, &c., as amended 
by this House, was read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. Bonn presented five resolutions of the Le- 
gislature of the Illinois Territory, requesting their 
Delegate in Congress to procure the passage of a 
‘resolution declaratory of the intention of Congress 
with respect to the ultimate disposition of the 
saline lands in said Territory ; that he will cause 
Congress to allow the introduction of slaves into 
said Territory, to be employed in the salt works; 
or that money may be appropriated for the pur- 
pose of opening roads to the said salt works; and 
that he will cause measures to be taken with re- 
spect to the lands set aside for the use of schools. 

Ordered, That the three first resolutions be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and that the two last resolutions be referred to a 
select committee. 

Mr. Bonn, Mr. Hawes, Mr. Bourcer, Mr. De- 
SHA, and Mr. Mrrcarr, were appointed the com- 
mittee, 

On motion of Mr, Pornpexrer, the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House were discharged from 
the farther consideration of the report of the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, made on the 2d of 
December last, relative to an extension of the 
time limited by law for the payment of lands pur- 
chased of the United States; and the report was 


recommitted to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 


ADDITIONAL MILITARY FORCE. 


The House took up the amendment of the Sen- 
ate to the bill for raising an additional military 
force for one year. 

[The amendment requires the concurrence of 
the Senate in all appointments which shall be 
made uuder it, during the time that body shall be 
in session.] 

Mr. WirLiAMS having stated the entire concur- 
rence of the Military Committee in this amend- 
ment, it was adopted without a division. 


— 


LOAN BILE. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
Loan bill. 

Mr. MILNOR moved to amend the bill by insert- 
ing, after the provision authorizing the loan, the 
words "at a rate of interest not exceeding six per 
cent. per annum.” 

On the suggestion of Mr. Ranpovpu, Mr. Mil- 
Nor modified his motion, so as to leave the rate of 
interest blank. 

The question on the motion was decided by 
yeas and nays, as follows : 


Yuas—John Baker, Abijah Bigelow, Harmanus 
Bleecker, Adam Boyd, James Breckenridge, Elijah 
Brigham, Epaphroditus Champion, Martin Chittenden, 
Thomas B. Cooke, John Davenport, jr., William Ely, 
James Emott, Asa Fitch, Thomas R. Gold, Edwin 
Gray, Jacob Hufty, Richard Jackson, jun., Philip B. 
Key, Joseph Lewis, jr, Archibald McBryde, James 
Milnor, Jonathan O. Moseley, Joseph Pearson, Timo- 
thy Pitkin, jun., Elisha R. Potter, Josiah Quincy, John 
Randolph, Henry M. Ridgely, William Rodman, Dan- 
iel Sheffey, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Ben- 
jamin Tallmadge, Uri Tracy, Laban. Wheaton, Leon- 
ard White, and Thomas Wilson—37. 

Naxs— Willis Alston, jr, William Anderson, Stev- 
enson Archer, Daniel Avery, Ezekiel Bacon, Burwell 
Bassctt, William W. Bibb, William Blackledge, Rob- 
ert Brown, William A. Burwell, William Butler, 
Francis Carr, Langdon Cheves, James Cochran, John 
Clopton, William Crawford, Richard Cutts, Roger Da- 
vis, John Dawson, Joseph Desha, Samuel Dinsmoor, 
Elias Earle, William Findley, Thomas Gholson, Isaiah 
L. Green, Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, John A. Harper, 
Aylett Hawes, John M. Hyneman, Richard M. John- 
son, William R. King, Abner Lacock, Wm. Lowndes, 
Aaron Lyle, George C. Maxwell, William McCoy, Alex- 
ander McKim, Arunah Metcalf, ‘Samuel L. Mitchill, 
James Morgan, Jeremiah Morrow, Hugh Nelson, Tho- 
mas Newton, Israel Pickens, William Piper, James 
Pleasants, jr., Benjamin Pond, Thomas B. Robertson, 
John Rhea, Jonathan Roberts, Ebenezer Sage, Lem- 
uel Sawyer, Ebenezer Seaver, John Sevier, 
bert, George Smith, Silas Stow, William Strong, John 
Taliaferro, George M. Troup, Charles ‘Turner, junior, 
Robert Whitehill, David R. Williams, and Richard 
Winn—65. 

Mr. MILNor then renewed the motion in the 
form in which he first proposed it, viz: to insert 
six per cent. per annum. l 

This motion was also modified on the sugges- 
tion of Mr. Prrxin, by adding thereto the words 
“ payable quarterly-yearly.” ` + 

And the question thereon was decided by yeas 
and nays. For the motion 36, against it 69, as 
follows: 


Yeas—John Baker, Abijah Bigelow, Harmanus 
Bleecker, James Breckenridge, Elijah Brigham, Epa- 
phroditus Champion, Martin Chittenden, Thomas B. 
Cooke, John Davenport, junior, William Ely, James 
Emott, Asa Fitch, Thomas R. Gold, Edwin Gray, 
Jacob Hufty, Richard J ackson, junior; Philip B. Key, 
Joseph Lewis, jr., Archibald McBryde, James Milnor, 
Jonathan O. Moseley, J oseph Pearson, Timothy Pitkin, 
junior, Elisha R. Potter, Josiah Quincy, John Ran- 
dolph, Henry M. Ridgely, Wiliam Rodman, Daniel 
Sheffey, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin 


Adam Sey- ` 


- 


885 HISTORY OF 


‘CONGRESS. 


886 


January, 1813. 


Loan Bill, 


H. or R. 


. Tallmadge, Uri Tracy, Laban: Wheaton, Leonard 
White, Robert Whitehill, and Thomas Wilson-—36. 
Navs—Willis Alston, jun., William Anderson, Ste- 
venson Archer, Daniel Avery, Ezekiel Bacon, Burwell 
Bassett, William W. Bibb, William Blackledge, Rob- 
ert Brown, William A. Burwell, William Butler, John 
C. Calhoun, Francis Carr, Langdon Cheves, James Co- 
chran, William Crawford, Richard Cutts, Roger Davis, 
John Dawson, Samuel Dinsmoor, Elias Earle, William 
Findley, James Fisk, Meshack Franklin, Thomas Ghol- 
son, Peterson Goodwyn, Isaiah L. Green, Bolling Hall, 
Obed Hall, John A. Harper, Aylett Hawes, John M. 
Hyneman, Richard.M. Johnson, Joseph Kent, William 
R. King, William Lowndes, Aaron Lyle, Thomas 
Moore, William McCoy, Samuel McKee, Alexander 
McKim, Arunah Metcalf, Samuel L. Mitchill, James 
Morgan, Jeremiah Morrow, Hugh Nelson, Thomas 
Newton, Israel Pickens, William Piper, James Pleas- 
ants, jr., Benjamin. Pond, Thomas B. Robertson, John 
Rhea Jonathan Roberts, Ebenezer Sage, Lemuel Saw- 
yer, Ebenezer Seaver, John Sevier, Adam Seybert, 
Samuel Shaw, George Smith, Silas Stow, Wm. Strong, 
John Taliaferro, George M. Troup, Charles Turner, 
jun., Robert Whitehill, and Richard Winn—69. 


Mr. TatLMADGE moved to amend the bill by 
adding to the first section the following words: 
“ Provided that no such stock shall be sold under 
par.” The question on this motion was decided 
by yeasand nays. For the motion 44, against it 
67, as follows: 

Yzas—Stevenson Archer, Daniel Avery, John Ba- 
ker, Abijah Bigelow, Harmanus Bleecker, Adam Boyd, 
James Breckenridge, Elijah Brigham, William A. Bur- 
well, Epaphroditus: Champion, Martin Chittenden, 
Thomas B. Cooke, John Davenport, jun., William Ely, 
James Emott, Asa Fitch, Thomas R. Gold, Edwin 
Gray, Aylett Hawes, Jacob Hufty, Richard Jackson, 

.jun., Philip B. Key, Joseph Lewis, junior, Archibald 
McBryde, Arunah Metcalf, James Milnor, Jonathan O. 
Moseley, Joseph Pearson, Timothy Pitkin, jr., Elisha 
R. Potter, Josiah Quincy, John Randolph, Henry M. 

` Ridgely, William Rodman, Daniel Sheffey, Philip Stu- 
art, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin 
Tallmadge, Uri Tracy, Laban Wheaton, Leonard 
White, Robert Whitehill, and Thomas Wilson—44. 

Naxs—Willis Alston, jr., William Anderson, Eze- 
kiel Bacon, David Bard, Burwell Bassett, William W. 
Bibb, William Blackledge, Robert Brown, William 
Butler, John C. Calhoun, Francis Carr, Langdon 
Cheves, James Cochran, John Clopton, William Craw- 
ford, Richard Cutts, Roger Davis, John Dawson, Sam- 
uel Dinsmoor, Elias Earle, William Findley, James 
Fisk, Meshack. Franklin, Thomas Gholson, Peterson 
Goodwyn, Isaiah L. Green, Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, 
John A. Harper, John M. Hyneman, Richard M. John- 
son, Joseph Kent, William R. King, William Lowndes, 
Aaron Lyle, Thomas Moore, William McCoy, Samuel 
McKee, Alexander McKim, James Morgan, Jeremiah 
Morrow, Hugh Nelson, Anthony New, Israel Pickens, 
William Piper, James Pleasants, jr., Benjamin Pond, 
Thomas B. Robertson, John Rhea, Jonathan Roberts, 
Ebenezer Sage, Lemuel Sawyer, Ebenezer Seaver, John 
Sevier, Adam Seybert, Samuel Shaw, George Smith, 
John Smith, Silas Stow, William Strong, John Talia- 
ferro, George M. Troup, Charles Turner, jr., David R. 
Williams, William Widgery, Richard Winn, and Rob- 
ert Wright-—67. 

Mr. Pirin said he rose to offer an amend- 
ment. This bill, he observed, gave the President 


a power to borrow money at an unlimited inter- 
est, and a power to go into the market-and sell 
at what price he pleased. 

This powér was unexampled. In 1798, when 
a loan of five millions was authorized, and. in 
1800, when a loan of three and a half millions 
was voted, there was a restrictive clause in 
those aets whieh prevented the President from 
selling the stock under par. And surely, said 
Mr. P., if such a provision was thought necessary 
then, the reason is much more forcible when the 
|power is three times greater than was ever be- 
fore given to the President. He would just add 
that the amendment he should now propose was 
not a novel one—as the Commissioners of Loans, 
as well as the Commissioners of the Sinking 
Fund, are obliged to submit to this House an ac- 
count of their proceedings. 

Mr. PrrkriN then offered the following amend- 
ment as a new section to the bill: 

And be it further enacted, That the President of 
the United States shall cause to be laid before Con- 
gress, within twenty days after the commencement of 
their next session, an account of all the moneys ob- 
tained by the sale of the certificates of stock, by virtue 
of the power given him by the preceding section, to- 
gether with a statement of the rate at which the same 
may have been sold. 


On this amendment Mr. Prrxin demanded the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. Cueves objected to the shape, but not the 
principle of this amendment; he thought it very 
proper that the President should be accountable 
for the manner in which he used the power vested 
in him by this bill. Congress might possibly be 
called together sooner than the Constitutional 
period. But supposing this should not be the 
fact; yet they would be called together before 
the end of the year, and the loan would not be 
completed. So long as the loan is executory the 
accountability should not be demanded. It is 
possible there is no precedent on record for simi- 
lar power given to the President. Whether it 
was, or was not so, Mr. C. did not deem it im- 
portant; the great question should be, whether 
any more power is given to the President over 
the funds of the United States. He believed the 
same power, though differently modified, was 
constantly given to him—and this arose from the 
nature of the Government. 

Mr. PrrkiN could not see any reasonable ob- 
jection to the country calling whenever they 
pleased upon the public stewards to give an ac- 
count of their stewardship. He was willing to 
modify the amendment so as to meet the views 
of the honorable gentleman. He would alter it 
so as to read, within twenty days after the first 
of December next, or twenty days after the next 
meeting of Congress, if it should not meet before 
the time fixed by the Constitution. 

Mr. RanporPH said he really could not un- 
derstand what objection—when great power, and 
consequently great responsibility, was vested in 
the officers of Government—what objection gen- 
tlemen could reasonably make to those officers 
being called upon at any and at all times to ren- 
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der an aecount of the manner in which they had 
executed the trust reposed in them, and, there- 
fore, he could not agree to the modification of 
the amendment which was suggested by the 
honorable mover of it. "T'he causes for this pro- 
vision were various and imperious; they must be 
obvious to every understanding when the manner 
of their discharging their trust was known; it 
might furnish good cause for withdrawing any 
further confidence. Mr. R. declared that he 
could not contemplate the very extraordinary 
strong-handed measures that were pursuing, or 
the fate of every attempt made by him to oppose 
the torrent, without feeling at times a doubt of 
its existence, and rather imagine that he himself 
was laboring under a temporary delusion of mind, 
than that such things could be real. Every 
restriction upon the undue exercise of power, 
suggested by the vigilant guardians of the public, 
whose duty it was to be ever jealous, was resisted 
as if it were treasonable, and as pertinaciously 
opposed, as if entertaining a doubt of the purity 
of the Executive were thought an insult to the 
House. And who, he demanded, were those 
that were the uniform ‘opponents of every re- 
striction thus offered? Why, those very persons 
who choose to call themselves by the name of 
Republicans. He would not dispute the name 
with them, nor would he enter at large into the 
subject at this stage of the business; but return 
again to the point from which he set out, and 
-say that he should be glad to hear from some other 
gentlemen what possible cause of objection they 
could imagine to the proposition now before the 
House. What a strange sort of a guardian to an 
infant Republic must he be, to lay it down asa 
‘rule to disclaim the calling on the agents of its 
property, to account for their trust. 

If in private life such a thing took place it 
would be viewed at least with suspicion, and 
considered as having a very dishonest aspect ; 
and when the minor came of age, would serve as 
an abundant motive to him for thinking that he 
had not been faithfully dealt by. 

Mr. Srow said, the great object of the proposed 
amendment was to guard against any corrupt use 
of the confidence thus reposed in the Executive. 
If only information was wanted, the House had 
power to call for it at any period they pleased. 
He would move an amendment to the amend- 
ment—to strike out the words, “within twenty 
days after the next meeting of Congress”—and 
insert, “ within twenty days after the Ist Monday 
in February, 1814.” 

Mr. WRIGHT spoke at some length against the 
amendment as proposed by Mr. Prrxin. 

Mr. Pirxin declared, that he could not consent 
to throw back the time so far as February, 1814. 
He thought he was full liberal enough, in con- 
senting to place it at December. 

Mr. Curves said, that instead of being aston- 
ished at the opposition made to the amendment, 
he would have been surprised that any one should 
acquiesce in it—one should expect thata prin- 
ciple so extraordinary should be introduced. It 
has been the fashion to call for precedents, and 


-he now defied gentlemen to produce a precedent 
for the measure that was offered. He was sur- 
prised, and could not but regret, that the gentle- 
man from Virginia had reflected upon the Re- 

|jpublieans. In common charity, he would believe 
that gentleman a Republican, because he says he 
is one; for himself, he did not enter into any 
man's bosom to divine his motives. 

Mr. C. said, he was happy, generally, to 
agree with the gentleman from Virginia; and in 
the present instance, if at any time after the meet- 
ing of Congress, before February next, he would 
show there had been any abuse of the power thus 
confided to the President, he, for one, would come 
forward and support him. 

He reminded the gentleman, that the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means should be in session at 
least two months before they could properly ar- 
range and digest the great variety of business 
before them. Should gentlemen insist upon the 
information in December, he believed it would 
be impossible to gratify them—for in the same 
month, this session, nothing was done by the 
Committee of Ways and Means. Some time 
being always requisite to learn what they had to 
do. Heentirely agreed with gentlemen in prin- 
ciple on the resolution offered, and demanded 
only so much time as would be necessary to carry 
the resolution into effect. He would also remark, 
that the loan would not,in all probability, be 
completed by the time fixed by the gentleman 
from Connecticut—hence the impracticability of 
furnishing the statements asked for. 

Mr. C. remarked, that developing, from time 
to time, the terms on which loans were effected, 
might be injurious to the Government, by 
preventing their getting the money at a lower 
rate than they otherwise would; and, in acting 
thus, we copied the example of the British Par- 
liament, who intrusted to their Minister the power 
of effecting the loan in the best manner he could, 
and his bargain was never discredited by the 
House of Commons. 

Mr. Ranpoupu said he should not again have 
thought of troubling the House, had he not been 
called up by some remarks made by the honora- 
ble gentleman from South Carolina. The pro- 
fessional habits of that honorable gentleman had 
given him an advantage over him (Mr. Ran- 
DOLPH) which he was willing to acknowledge; 
for, with a dexterity still more surprising than 
could be to that honorable gentleman the acqui- 
escence in the motion, which he said would have 
surprised him so much, he had contrived to shake 
out of his (Mr. Ranpotpn’s) head, more mean- 

ing than he ever thought had existed there. Mr. 

| R. said, that the motion of Mr. PrrkiN was so 
excessively reasonable, that if the honorable gen- 
tleman had not said so, he could not have believed 
it possible that its being acceded to, could be 
matter of astonishment—for his own part, he 
must say, that when the honorable gentleman 
who made the motion, and who it appears from 
that knew the disposition of the House better 
than he did, demanded to have the question taken 
by yeas and nays, he was greatly surprised, con- 
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ceiving there could be no possible objection to it, 
and that every member in the House would have 
acceded to it, and. none sooner than the honorable 
gentleman himself, who opposed it. As to the 
epithet so pertinaciously assumed: by all, and 
which I am supposed to assume, said Mr. R., no 
less than others, I mean that of Republican, I beg 
leave to assure the House, that I pretend to lay no 
exclusive claim to it; in its technical sense, I lay 
no claim at all to it; for I consider it, sir, as being 
(to speak in tlie language of a certain President 
who was as fond of patronage and big loans as 
any other President, present or past) a something, 
which, in practice, may mean anything, or noth- 
ing.. The honorable gentleman had gone beyond 
his usual courtesy in acceding, though but in 
theory, to the accountability of the Executive— 
but he gave it so long a prorogation, that all the 
mischief might be done in the mean time, and 
when the mischief was done, what use would 
there bein the accountability? It would be ac- 
cording to the old. proverb “shutting the stable 
door after the steed was stolen.” If no accoun- 
tability attached till after the deed was done; it 
would be equivalent to no accountability at all, 
and thelong prorogation proposed by the hono- 
rable gentleman, would act as a virtual dissolu- 
tion of it. à 

I will.say, sir, what I have more than once 
hinted at—that of late I never rise ia this House, 
without feeling very serious cause for repentance. 
I have done, sir. 

Mr. -GoLpsporovan said, he presumed the 
great object of the gentleman's motion was to 
obtain: the. earliest information, and if, on the 
meeting of Congress, it should appear, that the 
loan as far as contemplated, had been at too great 
a sacrifice, they would adopt some other mode 
to procure the balance—this would be the usual 
course. Mr. G. said, when gentlemen recollected 
that our fiscal year ended on the 30th September, 
he believed they would agree that no embarrass- 
ment would result in asking for the information 
soon after the next meeting of Congress. 

The question being takea on Mr. Srow's mo- 
tion, was'carried—yeas 75, nays 37, as follows: 

"Yxas— William Anderson, Stevenson Archer, Dan- 
iel Avery, Ezekiel Bacon, David Bard, Burwell Bas- 
sett, William W. Bibb, William Blackledge, Robert 
Brown, William A. Burwell, William Butler, John C. 
Calhoun, Francis Carr, Langdon Cheves, James Coch- 
ran, John Clopton, Lewis Condict, William Crawford, 
Richard Cutts, Roger Davis, Joseph Desha, Samuel 
Dinsrnoor, Elias Earle, William Findley, James Fisk, 
Meshack Franklin, Thomas Gholson, Peterson Good- 
wyn; Isaiah L. Greén, Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, Aylett 
Hawes, John M. Hyneman, Richard M. Johnson, Jos. 
Kent, William R. King, Abner Lacock, William 
Lowndes, Aaron Lyle, Thomas Moore, William Mc- 
Coy, Alexander McKim, Arunah Metcalf, Samuel L. 
Mitchill, James Morgan, Jeremiah Morrow, Hugh Nel- 
son, Anthony New, Thomas Newton, Stephen Ormsby, 
Israel Pickens, William Piper, James Pleasants, jr., 
Benjamin Pond, Peter B. Porter, Thomas B. Robert- 
son, John Rhea, Jonathan Roberts, Ebenezer Sage, 
Thomas Sammons, Lemuel Sawyer, John Sevier, Adam 
Seybert, George Smith, John Smith, Silas Stow, Wil- 


liam" Strong, John Taliaferro, George M. Troup, 
Charles Turner, jr, Robert Whitehill, David R. Wil- ` 
iams, Richard Winn, and Robert Wright. 
_ Nays—John Baker, Harmanus Bleecker, James - 
Breckenridge, Elijah Brigham, Epaphroditus Cham- 
pion, Martin Chittenden, Thomas B. Cooke, John Dav- 
enport, jr., William Ely, James Emott, Asa Fitch, 
Thomas R. Gold, Charles Goldsborough, Edwin Gray, 
Jacob Hufty, Richard Jackson, jr., Lyman Law, Joseph 
Lewis, jun., Archibald McBryde, James Milnor, Jon- 


‘athan O. Moseley, Joseph Pearson, Timothy Pitkin, . 


jr., Elisha R. Potter, Josiah Quincy, John Randolph, 
William Reed, Henry M. Ridgely, William Rodman, ` 
Daniel Sheffey, Philip Stuart, Lewis B. Sturges, Sam- 
uel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Laban Wheaton, 
Leonard White,and Thomas Wilson. 


The question on agreeing to the resolution as 
amended by Mr. Prrxin, was then put, and deci- 
ded in the affirmative—yeas 100, nays 8, as fol- | 
lows: 


Yxras—Willis. Alston, jr, William Anderson, Stev- 
enson Archer, Daniel Avery, Ezekiel Bacon, John 
Baker, Burwell Bassett, William W. Bibb, William 
Blackledge, Harmanus Bleecker, Adam Boyd, James: 
Bteckenridge, Robert Brown, William A. Burwell, 
William Butler, John C. Calhoun, Francis Carr, 
Epaphroditus Champion, Langdon Cheves, Martin 
Chittenden, John Clopton, Thomas B. Cooke, Lewis 
Condict, William Crawford, Richard Cutts, John Dav- 
enport, jr., Roger Davis, Joseph: Desha, Samuel Dins- 
moor, Elias Éarle, William Ely, William Findley, 
Meshack Franklin, Thomas Gholson, Thomas R. Gold, 
Charles Goldsborough, Peterson Goodwyn, Edwin 
Gray, Isaiah L. Green, Obed Hall, Aylett Hawes, Jacob 
Hufty, John M. Hyneman, Richard M. Johnson, Jos. 
Kent, Lyman Law, Joseph Lewis, jr., Wm. Lowndes, 
Aaron Lyle, Thomas Moore, Archibald McBryde, 
William McCoy, Alexander McKim, Arunah Metcalf, 
James Milnor, Samuel L. Mitchill, James Morgan, 
Jeremiah Morrow, Jonathan O. Moseley, Hugh Nel- 
son, Anthony New, Thomas Newton, Stephen Ormsby, 
Joseph Pearson, Israel Pickens, William Piper, Timo- 
thy Pitkin, jr., James Pleasants, jr. Benjamin Pond, 
Peter B. Porter, Elisha R. Potter, Josiah Quincy, John 
Randolph, William Reed, Henry M. Ridgely, Thomas 
B. Robertson, John Rhea, Jonathan. Roberts, William 
Rodman, Ebenezer Sage, Thomas Sammons, Lemuel 
Sawyer, John Sevier, Adam Seybert, Daniel Sheffey, 
George Smith, John Smith, Philip Stuart, Silas Stow, 
William Strong, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, 
Benjamin Tallmadge, George M. Troup, Charles Tur- 
ner, jr., Leonard White, David R, Williams, Thomas 
Wilson, Richard Winn, and Robert Wright. 

Naxs—Elijah Brigham, James Cochran, Asa Fitch, 
Bolling Hall, William R. King, Abner Lacock, John 
Taliaferro, Robert Whitehill. 

Mr. Surrery moved to add, to the end of the 
second section, the following proviso: “ provided 
that no part of the said stock be sold for less than 
ten per cent. under par.” He said that hitherto 
it had been the policy of the United States ta 
adopt no principle which should forbid the re- 
demption of their stock, or lessen the facility of 
discharging the principal of any debt contracted, 
as soon as the resources of the country permitted. 
On the contrary, it had been a general object not 
to fasten on posterity the burdens of the present 
times. He considered the question now fairly 
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before the House, whether a policy so just and 
productive. of so many beneficial consequences 
should be abandoned, and one which was calcu- 
lated to increase and perpetuate the public debt, 
adopted in its stead. The power granted by this 
bill to sell our stock in the market below par is 
new, and of the utmost importanee to the coun- 
try. If it was the intention of the House, ever to 
redeem the debt now about to be contracted, it was 
their duty to Hmit the amount below which stock 
should not besold. For without such limitation 
the interest of the United States was put to 
hazard. To illustrate his idea, he would cite a 
case for tlie consideration of the House. Sup- 
pose, said Mr. S.. the sum authorized to be bor- 
rowed is obtained by loan under that provision of 
the bill which requires that the amount of the 
stock issued should be actually loaned, and the 
rate of interest agreed on would be eight per 
cent. Atthe end of twelve years, when the stock 
becomes redeemable (for so the bill provides) the 
interest which shall accrue will be $15,360,600, 
which, added to the principal, will amount to 
$31,360,000—the sum the United States would 
pay for interest and principal. If the $16,000,- 
000 are obtained by sales of stock under par, the 
result in the aggregate will be more unfavorable 
to the United States, more or less so, according 
to the terms on which such sales shall be made. 
Let me suppose that the sum borrowed is raised by 
sales of stock at twenty per cent, under par; thatis, 
for every eighty dollars actually paid to the Gov. 
ernment, one hundred dollars of stock shall issue, 
bearing an interest of six percent. To obtain 
the sixteen millions, it will be necessary to con- 
tract a debt of twenty millions. In twelve years 
the amount of interest will be $14,400,000, which, 
with the principal, will make the sum of $34,400,- 
000, upwards of three millions more than if the 
money had been borrowed at eight per cent., be- 
ing in fact an interest of nine and a half per cent. 
on the money actually received. Mr. S. said he 
had made this statement to show the unfavorable 
eflect in the event of an ultimate redemption. 
With the person who loans the money, the princi- 
pal object, besides security, is the amountof thean- 
nuity which heshall obtain. He looks not to any 
possible redemption, because it being discretion- 
ary with the Government it can form no ingre- 
dient in the contract. In the case supposed, the 
actual interest which the purchaser of stock under 
pat receives for the money advanced is seven 
and a half per cent. only, while the market rate 
of interest is supposed to be eight per cent. In 
every possible case, where there is stock issued 
to à greater amount than the money advanced, 
and the interest to be paidi is not much below 
the ordinary rate of interest, the result will be 
more or less injurious. 

It has been said by the honorable chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, that .the 
power over the rate of interest vested in another 
part of this bill, goes as far as that contemplated 
by the 2d section, and having refused to limit the 
one we ought therefore not limit the other. ín 
my opinion, this isa very great difference in their 


extent and effect. If the President should bor- 
row at an interest unusually high—at the end of. 
twelve years we may arrest the evil by diseharg- 
ing the principal. But if he sells stock for in- 
stance at fifty per cent. under par, even should 
he obtain a proportional reduction from the ordi- 
nary rate of interest, we cannot get clear of the 
encumbrance but by paying the full nominal 
amount. Besides, in cases of actual loans, the 
Executive will be restrained by the market price 
of money and by the sense of the country, which 
upon this subject is completely settled. But in 
sales of stock there is no practice—no standard 
to regulate it. Nor do I conceive it as a neces- 
sary consequence, that because one power is given 
every other should follow; there isa point where 
confidence must stop, or the very object of such 
a Government as ours is destroyed. The question 
before the House is. in point of principle, of infi- 
nite importance. The power in question is new— 
it hasno precedent. It is of the deepest interest 
tothe country. I put it to gentlemen, whether 
they are prepared toenter upon asystem of finance 
which will rivet on the nation an unextinguish- 
able debt, and lead us to ruin. 


Mr. Surrrey’s amendment was negatived, ayes 
37, noes 72, as follows: 


Yxas—Ahijah Bigelow, Harmanus Bleecker, Adam 
Boyd, James Breckenridge, Elijah Brigham, Epaphro- 
ditus Champion, Martin Chittenden, Thomas B. Cooke, 
John Davenport, jr., William Ely, James Emott, Asa 
Fitch, Thomas R. Gold, Charles Goldsborough, Edwin 
Gray, Jacob Hufty, Richard Jackson, jr., Philip B. Key, 
Joseph Lewis, jr., Archibald McBryde, James Milnor, 
Jonathan O. Moseley, Joseph Pearson, Timothy Pitkin, 
jun., Elisha R. Potter, Josiah Quincy, John Randolph, 
Henry M. Ridgely, William Rodman, Thomas Sam- 
mons, Daniel Sheffey, Lewis B. Sturges, Benj'n Tall- 
madge, Uri Tracy, Laban Wheaton, Leonard White, 
and Thomas Wilson—37. : 

Naxs— Willis Alston, jun., William Anderson, Ste- 
venson Archer, Ezekiel Bacon, David Bard, Burwell 
Bassett, William W. Bibb, William Blackledge, Robert 
Brown, William A. Burwell, William Butler, John C. 
Calhoun, Langdon Cheves, Jas. Cochran, John Clop- 
ton, Lewis Condict, William Crawford, Richard Cutts, 
Joseph Desha, Samuel Dinsmoor, Elias Earle, William 
Findley, James Fisk, Meshack Franklin, Thomas 
Gholson, Peterson Goodwyn, Isaiah L. Green, Felix 
Grundy, Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, John A. Harper, 
Aylett Hawes, John M. Hyneman, Richard M. John- 
son, Joseph Kent, William R. King, Abner Lacock, 
Peter Little, William Lowndes, Aaron Lyle, Thomas 
Moore, William McCoy, Samuel McKee, Alexander 
McKim, Samuel L. Mitchill, James Morgan, Hugh 
Nelson, Thos. Newton, Stephen Ormsby, Israel Pick- 
ens, William Piper, James Pleasants, jr, William M. 
Richardson, Samuel Ringgold, Thomas B. Robertson, 
John Rhea, Jonathan Roberts, Ebenezer Sage, Lemuel 
Sawyer, John Sevier, Adam Seybert, Samuel Shaw, 
George Smith, John Smith, William Strong, John Tal- 
iaferro, Charles Turner, jr, Robert Whitehill, David 
R. Williams, William Widgery, Richard Winn, and 
Robert Wright—72. 


Mr. RanpoLeH moved to strike out the word 
“one-quarter” of the one per cent. proposed to be 
allowed to persons receiving subscriptions, and 
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making. sales of the stock, with a view to insert- 
ing a smaller per centage. MG 

Considerable diseussion took place on this mo- 
tion—Mr. RANDOLPH supporting, and Mr. Cuevas 
and Mr. Biss opposing it. Mr. RawporLen in- 
veighed against it as extending the patronage of 
the Treasury, and making a wasteful expenditure 
of the public: money for a service which might 
well be done for less. : Mr. Curves and Mr. BIBB 
quoted the law passed in 1801 or.1802, respecting 
a sinking fund, reported by Mr. Ranpoura him- 
self, as Chairman of the Financial Committee, 
which made just the same allowance: but, Mr. 
RaNporen contended that the cases were in no- 
wise parallel, because the former applied to trans- 
actions in Europe, respecting the old debt of the 
United States, &c., in which a greater risk was 
incurred, 

The motion was at length negatived by a large 
majority, and the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 


Tuespay, January 26. 
A message from the Senate informed the 
House that the Senate have passed a bill for the 
-relief of Louis Chacherie; and they have also 
passed the joiut resolution relative to the brilliant 
achievements of Captains Hull, Decatur, and 
Jones, with an amendment; in which bill and 


amendment they desire the concurrence of this 


House. 

Mr. Arcuer, from the committee appointed on 
a Message of the President of the United States, 
transmitting an act of the State of Maryland, 

resented a bill authorizing the Secretary of the 

reasury to subscribe for shares in the Chesa- 
peake and Delaware Canal ‘Company, in behalf 
of the United States; which was read twice, and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole on Fri- 
day next. 

The House proceeded to consider the report of 
the Committee on the Naval Establishment, on 
the bill regulating pensions to persons on board 
private armed ships; and the amendments con- 
tained in the report were severally concurred in 
by the House. The bill was then further amended 
and ordered to be engrossed and read the third 
time to-morrow. 


LOAN BILL. 


The engrossed bill, authorizing a loan not ex- 
ceeding sixteen millions of dollars, for the service 
of the year 1813, was read a third time as fol- 
lows: 

A bill authorizing a loan for a sum not exceeding 

Sixteen Millions of Dollars. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represen- 
tatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the President of the United States 
be and he is hereby authorized to borrow, on the credit 
of the United States, a sum not exceeding sixteen 
millions of dollars, to be applied, in addition to the 
moneys now in the Treasury, or which may be re- 
ceived from other sources, to defray any of the ex- 
penses which have been, or, during the present session 
of Congress, may be authorized by law, and for which 


appropriations have been, or, during the present ses- 
sion .of Congress, may be made by law: Provided, 
That no engagement nor contract shall be entered. 
into which shall preclude the United States from re- 
imbursing any sum, or sums, thus borrowed, at any 
time after the expiration of twolve years from tho first 
day of January next: And it is hereby further de- 
clared, That it shall be deemed a good execution of 
the said power to borrow, for the President of the 
United States to cause to be sold, the whole, or any 
part of the certificates of stock issued, for the sums to 
be borrowed by virtue of this act... 

Sec. 2. And be tt further enacted, That the Presi- 
dent of the United States do cause to be laid before 
Congress, on the first Monday in February, 1814, or 
as soon thereafter as Congress may be in session, an 
account of all the moneys obtained by the sale of the 
certificates of stock by virtue of the power given him 
by the preceding section, together with a statertent of 
the rate at which the same may have been sold. 

Src. 3. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury be and he is hereby authorized 
to employ, with approbation of the President of the 
United States, an agent, or agents, for the purpose of 
obtaining subscriptions to the loan authorized by this 
act, or of selling any part of the stock created by vir- 
tue thereof. A commission not exceeding one quarter 
of one per cent. on the amount thus sold, or for which 
subscriptions shall have been thus obtained, may, hy 
the Secretary of the Treasury, be allowed to such 
agent, or agents, and a sum not exceeding forty thou- 
sand dollars, to be paid out of any moneys in the Trea- 
sury not otherwise appropriated, is hereby appropriated 
for paying the amount of such commission, or commis- 
sions, as may be thus allowed, and also for defraying 
the expenses of printing and issuing the subscription 
certificates, and certificates of stock, and other expenses 


incident to the receiving of subscriptions, and com- 
pleting the loan authorized by this act. 


Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That so much 
of the funds constituting the annual appropriation of 
eight millions of dollars for the payment of the prin- 
cipal and interest of the public debt of the United 
States as may be wanted for that purpose, after satis- 
fying the sums necessary for the payment of tho inter- 
est, and such part of the principal of the said debt as 
the United States are now pledged annually to pay or 
reimburse, is hereby pledged and appropriated for the 
payment of the interest, and for the reimbursement of 
the principal of the stock which may be created by 
virtue of this act: it shall, accordingly, be the duty of 
the Commissioners of the Sinking Fund to cause to 
be applied and paid out of the said fund, yearly, such 
sum and sums as may be annually wanted to discharge 
the interest accruing on the said stock, and to reim- 
burse the principal as the same shall become due, and 
may be discharged in conformity with the terms of the 
loan; and they are further authorized to apply, from 
time to time, such sum or sums out of the said fund, 
as they may think proper, towards redeeming by pur- 
chase, and at a price not above par, the principal of 
the said stock, or any part thereof. And the faith of 
the United States is hereby pledged to establish sufti- 
cient revenues for making up any deficiency that may 
hereafter take place in the funds hereby appropriated 
for paying the said interest, and principal sums, or any 
of them, in manner aforesaid. 

Szc. 5. And be it further enacted, That it shall be 
lawful for any of the banks in the District of Colum- 
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bia to lend any part of the sum authorized to be bor- 


rowed by virtue of this act, anything in any of their | 


charters of incorporation to the contrary notwith- 
standing. : S 

The question 
of the bill— 

Mr. Gor» said: After the strong indications in 
the House of a disposition to pass the bill on your 
table, I would not, Mr. Speaker, trouble the House 
with any observations on the subject, did I net 
consider the course proposed as violating the vital 
principles of finance; as undermining public 
credit, and leading to a perpetuation of public 
debt. 

Atatime when the ability of the country to 
contribute to the public burdens is avowed by the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means; 
when our resources are said to be abundant and 
unimpaired, a loan of twenty-one million is pro- 
posed, without any provision whatever for its cer- 
tain redemption; no previous funds, no certain 
revenue in taxes, or otherwise, to meet even the 
interest on the loan, but all is rested on the future 
ability and disposition of the country to make good 
the public engagements. That this course, this 
resort to enormous loans, without any provision 
for securing even the interest, is in the face of 
every sound maxim of political economy, and 
must entail an oppressive debt on those to come 
after us, is most obvious; the effect is as certain 
as the laws of nature. 

National credit and publie debt are subjects of 
the first moment in the science of political econ- 
omy. Public credit, well sustained, is a “mine 
of gold”—in peace useful, in war indispensable ; 
itis with care and difficulty established ; in the 
progress of Government, in all the emergencies 
of the State, constautly exposed to State necessi- 
ties, to the projects of ambition, and the arts of 
popular leaders, who, fearing the effect upon the 
people, in arresting some favorite enterprise of 
war, throw the expenditures of the day from the 
shoulders of those who create them upon posterity. 

The Governments of Europe furnish the most 
instruetive lessons on the subject; in some, the 
above course has ended in national bankruptcy ; 
in others, a process of accumulation of debt has 
gone on from generation to generation till it has 
borne down the nation, and become almost insup- 
portable. 

Such has been the downhill course, and so cer- 
tain the issue, that Sinclair, in his Treatise on 
Finance, declares, that there is not a single Gov- 
ernment, which has gone into this system of pub- 
lie eredit and debt, that has ever been able to re- 
deem itself. 

In turning to the annals of our own Govern- 
ment, what has been the policy in relation to a 
publie debt? Profiting by the errors of other 
Governments, it has been our fixed and unvary- 
ing policy to effect the extinguishment of the 
public debt in our days, and not leave it as an in- 
heritance to those who may come afterus. For 
this purpose, a sinking fund was resorted to, to 
insure an annual application of eight millions of 
dollars tothe extinguishment of the existing debt; 


having been stated on the passage 
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10 place that sum beyond the reach of the current 
expenditure and exigencies of the Government, 
and make it, as it were, a sacred deposite for the 
object declared. 

The operation of this policy on the publie debt 
has, on the return of every annual Message of the 
President, and report from the Secretary of the 


| Treasury, for the last ten years, been proclaimed 


in the highest strains of exultation from Georgia 
to Maine—it has been presented to the eye of the 
people, ina manner the most captivating, to make 
them contented with themselves, and satisfied 
with the Government. And now, sir, what is 
proposed? To abandon this high course; de- 
spair of an extinguishment of the public debt in 
our days, and follow in the humble, hateful, and 
reprobatedcourse of those European Governments 
which have drawn bills on posterity, and perpet- 
uated the publie debt. 

Shrinking with a kind of nervous sensibility: 
from all contribution, by taxes or otherwise, to 
the expenditures which we ourselves create, we 
bind heavy burdens for the shoulders of the next 
generation. . 

In finance, the wisdom of man has never been. 
able to discover any effectual security to publie 
credit, short of certain funds or revenue pledged 
for the redemption, and sufficiently productive to 
pay at least the interest of the debt ; if loans are 
resorted to, the interest of the loans. This is the 
doctrine of political economists, well supported 
by the history of finance. Iread from Stewart on 
Political Economy: 

“The foundation upon which public credit is built, 
is the existence of a sure and sufficient fund for per- 
forming the engagements contracted. 

«The method, therefore, of borrowing money to the 
best advantage, is previously to establish a fund of 
credit.” 

* What I have said will, Y hope, be sufficient to show 
that the only way for any State to borrow, is previously 
to provide a fund for making good what is agreed upon 
with the lenders; and that all expedients to supply 
the want of it will, in the end, bring great expense 
upon the people, in case public engagements should be 
held sacred," &c. 

Guided by such lessons, and well knowing the 
situation of the finances of the United States, 
and the necessity of meeting the public burdens, 
the President of the United States, in his Mes- 
sage at the commencement of the last session, 
recommended to Congress to provide a revenue 
* sufficient at least to defray the ordinary expen- 
ses of Government, and to pay the interest on 
the public debt, including that on new loans, 
which may be authorized.” In pursuance of 
this recommendation, the subject was brought 
before Congress at that session, and the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, with a view to protect the 
credit of the country, did, in his report, or letter 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, express 
himself in the following strong language: 

“ Considerations of a different nature have on both 
these subjects produced a different result, which makes 
a resort to internal taxes now necessary, and will ren- 
der loans more difficult to be obtained, and their terms 
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less favorable. It is still hoped, that the: ordinary 
peace revenue of the United States will.he sufficient 
to reimburse, within a reasonable period, the loans 
obtained during the. war, and that neither perpetual 
and increasing public debt, nor a permanent system of 
ever-progressing taxation, shall be entailed on the 
nation. "These. evils cannot, however, be otherwise 
avoided, than by the speedy organization of a certain 
revenue. Delays in that respect, and reliance on in- 
definite loans to defray the war expenditure, the ordi- 
nary expenses of Government, and the interest on the 
loans themselves, would be equally unsafe and ruin- 
ous; would in a short time injure public credit, im- 
pair the national resources, and ultimately render 
much heavier and perpetual taxes absolutely neces- 
sary. 

Here, sir, we have from the high officer who 
presides over the Treasury, in strong language, 
but no stronger than just, the ruinous consequen- 
ces to public credit, the fatal tendency to perpet- 
ual publie debt of the course now pursued ; pur- 
sued, sir, with eyes open, in opposition to the 
highest authority, in the face of everything re- 
spectable in finance, and against the lighis of all 
past experience. 

But, sir, itis said we have had a windfall of 
five or six millions in duties, on the late impor- 
tation of British goods. And is this drop, which 
is absorbed as quick as it falls, to satisfy the rec- 
ommendation of the President, and the above 
report of the Secretary ef the Treasury? Is 
this the “certain revenue,” the specific funds, 
which shall in future time, and until a redemp- 
tion takes place; defray the annual interest on 
the public loans, and ultimately insure the extin- 
gaishment of the debt? It is impossible not to 
see the subject in a true light; we cannot shut 
our eyes on the enormous expenditures we are 
daily incurring on account of the war—expendi- 
tures which, for the last and present year, are not 
only to consume the above sum, but, in addition, 
about fourteen millions, already borrowed, and 
twenty-one millions, for which bills are now be- 
fore the House, for the ensuing campaign. You 
may add to all this, about two millions author- 
ized to be borrowed by an act of the last session. 
If this unexpected receipt from British importa- 
tions, which has been forced upon us, shall have 
mitigated the evils of delay to comply with the 
Secretary’s report at the last session, the most 
imperious considerations forbid any longer delay; 
every motive urged in that report, at that time, 
now presses upon us with redoubled force, and 
all the consequences of further delay, so strongly 
placed before Congress on that occasion, stare 
us fully in the face; they cannot be avoided— 
they are inevitable.  ' 

But the honorable Chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means says, “ Congress may 
hereafter provide funds at the present, or a future 
session.” What, sir, go into market for a loan 
without your security ; submit to the enhanced 
terms of the lender for defect of security ; pay 
additional interest; pay the lender the risk he 
runs for want of previous funds for redemption, 
and superadd the funds, the security, after the 
loan is made! Lock the door after the steed is 
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stolen! Strange infatuation! And wherefore 
this mad and disastrous course—a course so con- 
trary to what the honorable Chairman declares 
to be his own sentiments? Let others give the 
answer, and find, if they can, any other cause 
than that which has blasted public credit in other 
Governments, and made the publie debt perpet- 
ual. The people, as is said, are willing to go to 
warat any and every hazard and expense; patri- 
otism burns from St. Lawrence to St. Mary’s; 
but, sir, to tax, to pay, are things for other times ; 
there is no such note in the tune to patriotism, 
Confining their labors and cares to their own 
times and themselves, these leaders in war and 
finance are content to run a race to the tune of 
“The Devil take the hindmost.” Those who 
come after us are to take care of themselves. 
The course proposed is no better, in the language 
of David Hume, than to give a prodigal sona 
letter of credit on every banker in London. 

The bill, sir, contains no limitation as to the 
rate of interest on the loan, nor any guard against 
selling the stock, authorized to be created, ata 
reduced price; against giving three dollars of 
stock for two in money. Now, sir, although it 
may be indifferent to the lender whether he re- 
ceives for his money an interest in terms of eight 
per cent., or an interest of four per cent, with a 
reduction in the stock that may be equivalent to 
the other four per cent. ; yet to public credit, and 
the extinguishment of the public debt, the dif- 
ference is all-important, The great security in 
finance against a perpetuation of debt is to pay, 
at least, the interest of the sum you borrow, so 
as to exclude the ruinous process of compound 
interest. Now, sir, you might, perhaps, raise 
sixteen millions by the sale of stock bearing no 
interest whatever, say thirty-five millions of 
stock, and in that way throw off, for twelve 
years, (the proposed period of the loan) all pay- 
ment of interest or principal; and the effect is 
the same, in a less degree, if you sell stock bear- 
ing, to the eye, a small or low interest, but com- 
pensating the lender in a reduction on the prin- 
cipal; the inevitable result is, that, in obtaining 
an exemption from the annual payment of the 
full interest on the sum borrowed, you are sub- 
jected to all the weight aud evil of compound 
interest, as the lender must and will insist on 
the sale of stock upon such terms as will give 
him, on closing the account at the end of twelve 
years, the period of the payment, a sum equal to 
the rate of interest, say seven or eight per cent., 
which he sets on his money. Knowing full well 
that there are no funds or sources of revenue to 
meet the interest on the proposed loans, this in- 
genious, unprecedented mean, is resorted to, of 
leaving it to the President, at his entire discre- 
tion, to effect the loan at such rate of interest 
and reduction in the sale of stock as he may 
deem proper or find necessary. For this double 
mean there isno precedent; and, indeed, I must 
protest against the resort to the loans under the 
first two Presidents as examples in any respect. 
At that period, the Government and the finances 
of the country were in their infancy; the capi- 


899 
H. or R. 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 
Loan Bill. 


900 


January, 1813. 


tal of the country, the resource for the loan, no- 
thing compared with the present ; the. necessity 
of the loan, as was the case of the prineipal one 
of twelve millions, in the year 1790, indispensa- 
ble; for it was not a loan to meet expenses crea- 
ted by the Government, nor for the debt of the 
Revolutionary war, not a new debt, but the mere 
conversion of a subsisting one. At such a pe- 
riod, and under such circumstances, there might 
be reason for committing it to the discretion of 
the President, to make the best térms the situa- 
tion of the country would permit; the reason 
does not apply on the present occasion, when the 
ability and eredit of the country for loans are 
unquestionable, six per cent. stock being actually 
at par. There may be one benefit in the double 
mean proposed; the country may pay even eight 
per cent. interest. without seeing it, and thus 
carry into effect the rule in finance, to draw mo- 
ney from the people insensib)y, or without their 
feeling it. At a former period, such disguises 
were rejected, and the front and full face of pub- 
lic measures were presented to the people. 

Under the operation of the proposed loan, the 

' sinking fund, I perceive, is to be invaded, and the 
eight millions there placed, under the solemn 
faith of a legislative act, for the speedy extinc- 
tion of the old debts of the war, is to be sacri- 
ficed, in part, to the necessities of the times. I 
am not prepared, sir, to say that the withdrawin 
of that part of the fund which was superadied 
under Mr. Jefferson’s Administration, and not 
necessary to the discharge of the original con- 
tract with the public creditor, will, in strictness, 
violate the engagements of the Government; 
but, sir, I do contend, that the public faith and 
credit of the country are concerned in the diver- 
sion of any part of the eight millions from its 
declared object. 

What, sir, was that declared object? what the 
very letter of the act of the 29th of April, 1802? 
That seven millions and three hundred thousand 
dollars, placed in the sinking fund by that act, 
should “be and continue appropriated until the 
* whole of the present debt of the United States, 
“and the loans which may be made for reim- 
* bursing or redeeming any parts, or instalments, 
* of the principal of the said debt, shall be reim- 
* bursed and redeemed.” "This great and solemn 
provision for the speedy extinction of the public 
debt, one of the proudest trophies of Mr. Jeffer- 
son's Administration, which made the whole 
country frantic with joy in those days of jubilee, 
is, by the bill on your table, openly and directly 
violated, and all its fair fruits blasted and de- 
stroyed. Can your statute engagements be vio- 
lated by the Legislature itself, without prejudice 
to public faith and the credit of the Government ? 
Had a succeeding and different Administration 
or party have done this, it would have excited 
less astonishment; but here is a kind of infanti- 
cide. But, sir, it may be said of this boasted 
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ing off the public debt, that it amounted to no 
more than a simple provision to apply any sur- 
plus revenue, not necessary for other purposes, to 
the payment of the debt ; it amounted to nothing, 
nay, much worse than nothing. Notwithstanding 
the most prosperous: period of commerce that 
followed, and an overflowing revenue arising 
under the impost system of the preceding Ad- 
ministration; and notwithstanding the doubling 
of the duties lately adopted, this generation is 
not destined to see the extinguishment of the 
public debt. Such, and so enormous is the ex- 
penditure of the present period, that three years 
more of war will fix upon the country a debt ex- 
ceeding the whole debt of the Revolutionary 
war, as liquidated and found due at the close of 
the contest. 

Bat the question is presented, can you with- 
hold supplies for a war Constitutionally declared, 
or is there a moral obligation on Congress to pro- 
vide the means of carrying on the war? While 
I readily admit the reason for withholding sup- 
plies should be strong, the right cannot, must not 
be relinquished, and it is eminently fit that this 
point should be settled, on the very first occasion, 
under the Constitution; that it should not remain 
in doubt, but be openly asserted, so as that it may 
be questioned and resisted by the authors of the 
war, if questionable. In the character and station 
of members of this House, asa part of the supreme 
Legislature of the Union, will be found the right 
and duty of giving or withholding supplies as 
every member shall, in his conscience, conceive 
will best promote the good of his country. We 
do not act a humble, subordinate, and ancillary 
part to any other department of Government, but 
as the Great Commons of the country, standing 
on the question of supplies, on the inherent and 
appropriate authority derived from the Consti- 
tution. 

In Great Britain, where, by the Constitution, 
the Commons do not participate in the declara- 
tion of war, this right is exercised as often as oc- 
casion requires. Mr. Fox, in the important de- 
bates towards the close of the American war, 
maintained it; the Marquis of Rockingham, un- 
der whose auspices the peace took place, avowed 
and justified it. Nor is the right justified on the 
ground which has been assigned for it at times in 
this country, to wit: that as the British constitu- 
tion does not permit a direct legislative inter- 
ference with the question of war, it was right to 
assume it indirectly, and thus prevent the carry- 
ing on a war which was disapproved of; but on 
a ground that would apply, if every member had 
committed himself upon the Journals, in favor of 
the original declaration of war, to wit: that the 
public good, in consequence of subsequent events, 
forbade the further prosecution of it, though 
rightly commenced. 

This right is greatly strengthened by the pro- 


measure of finance that it answered its day, and | vision of the Constitution which prohibits the 
its authors received their reward in the gratitude | appropriation of moneys for the support of armies 
of an applauding and rewarding cougtry. In | for a period exceeding two years, thereby intend- 
looking back upon that inglorious period, it may | ing to reserve to each and every successive Con- 
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gress a power over the supplies, to give or refuse 
as the situation and interests of thé country might 
in their opinion justify. © a j - 

“There are. among us those whose devotion to 
party is such as to deny.to freemen in time of 
war the exercise of the liberty of speech and the 
press; hence, denunciations and scenes, which, in 
future history, will humble and disgrace the 
American character. It is eminently fit, in the 
first war under the Government, that it be known 
and proclaimed that the great rights of the Con- 
stitution are not suspended by war; the right of 
the citizens freely to canvass and animadvert 
upon the causes and conduct of the war and its 
authors; a right not denied even by monarchy to 
its subjects. Every enlightened friend to the 
Constitution will, as he loves his country, hold 
those slaves of power, who are thus set on to hunt 
down the liberty of speech, in the deepest abhor- 
rence, as the deadliest enemies of the Constitution 
and free Government. 

I cannot sit down without adverting to this dis- 
astrous and ill-fated war, which, after one cam- 
paign, after much suffering and waste of blood 
and treasure, has attained nothing in redress or 
honor for the country. Must the country be 
dragged on in this inglorious downhill course to 
ruin, or will the voice of peace, of wisdom, be 
heard? The principal cause of war (the Orders 
in Council) have ceased; the blockades have 
fallen; impressmentalone remains. On impress- 
ment, sir, there is no American who can remain 
indifferent; no American heart but must be moved 
at the manner in which this claim of Great Brit- 
ain has been exercised. But, sir, do you see the 
path of redress plain before you? ‘Does it lie 
through Canada? Are you mitigating or swell- 
ing the tide of human misery by the course now 
pursued? Are years of bloody war, poisoning all 
our blessings and putting everything to hazard, 
to be encountered upon a most uncertain, dan- 
gerous experiment? If the territory, the inde- 
pendence or liberties of the country, were assailed; 
if the Corsican scourge of nations should attempt 
to bring the United States, with other subjected 
Governments, under his yoke, a very different 
question would be presented ; it would place be- 
fore the country a warfare worthy of freemen 
and heroes. A wise and just nation will not be 
content with a merely lawful cause of war; the 
object should be great, the necessity extreme, and 
redress morally certain. It is the language of 
Vattel, treating professedly of the great question 
of war, “It is only in extremities that a just and 
wise nation has a recourse to war. It is a dan- 
gerous and terrible resort." President Jefferson, 
in his Message to the 8th Congress, expresses 
himself in the following terms: “ While we re- 
* gret the miseries in which we see others involved, 
‘let us bow with gratitude to that kind Provi- 
t dence, which, inspiring with wisdom and mode- 
* ration our late Legislative Councils, while placed 
*under the urgency of the greatest wrongs, 
* guarded us from hastily entering into the san- 
* guinary contest, and left us only to look on and 
* pity its ravages.” 


Peace, though suffering under the greatest 
wrongs, was, in the opinion of Mr. Jefferson, the 
dictate of wisdom. The same state of things, and 
all that is connected with the welfare of the coun- 
try, remains; but. new counsels have prevailed. 
But it is not now too late to return to the path 
we have lost; and let me solemnly exhort those 
who rule the destinies of the country to pause, 
look about them, and survey the nations of the 
earth. What do we see, sir? A state of the world 
that is not recorded in the history of centuries ! 
The great deep of the moral world broken up ! 
The long established Governments of the Old 
World convulsed to the centre, and the great so- 
ciety of man tossed from itsfoundation! Nations 
are bleeding at every pore! At such a period of 
the world, the United States have one single 
cause of war for which they have plunged into 
this sea of blood and abyss of misery, instead of 
bowing with gratitude to Heaven, in the langaage 
of Mr. Jefferson, for our singular exemption from 
the many other calamities that have overwhelmed 
nations. Thereis aconsideration, which, above all 
things, ought to have arrested this resort to war. 
The imperfect union of these States is the vul- 
nerable point of the great body politic. It is im- 
possible to shut our eyes on the great dangers 
that threaten this Union—the unequal operation 
of the measures preliminary to war, and of the 
war itself on different sections of the Union; the 
single fact, that the authors of the war are those 
least interested in its cause, and the parts most 
affected by that cause are most opposed to the 
war, have produced heart-burnings and animosi- 
ties not to be cured by a continuance of the war. 
No man can foresee the perilous issue; those who 
kindle the fire cannot always control the element 
and stay its ravages. 

The great calamities of this war exceed a hun- 
dred fold the complaint or cause of this war; the 
object of the war, compared with its price, dwin- 
dles into insignificance. Holding, as I do, this 
Union to be the sheet-anchor of our political safe- 
ty, I cannot consent to yield my support to any 
measure which shall jeopardize the Union. 

Mr. Pirin said, that independent of the ob- 
ject for which the money was to be raised by 
this bill, he was opposed to it:— 

Ist. Because the rate of interest was not limited. 

2d. That the President was authorized to sell 
stock at such a price as he might think proper. 

3d. Because no funds were provided for the 
payment, either of the interest or principal, of the 
money to be borrowed. : 

In answer to the first objection, the advocates 
of the bill say, that it is Justified by the prece- 
dents under former Administrations. That acts 
were passed authorizing President Washington 
and President Adams to borrow money, and with- 
out any restriction as to the rate of interest. 

With respect to the act passed under the Ad- 
ministration of General Washington, the na- 
ture of the transaction necessarily limited the 
rate of interest, so that there was scarcely a 
possibility of an abuse of power. What, sir, was 
the object of that law? Merely to enable the 
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President: to effect an entire alteration, if he: 
should think proper, of the foreign debt—and for 
this purpose he was authorized to borrow a large 
sum of money. The foreign debt drew an in- 
terest of only four and a half, or five per cent. ; 
but a small part of the principal was then due, 
and there was no danger that a much higher 
rate of interest would be given in order to ex- 
change this debt. 

The precedents, therefore, which can be justly 
considered, as at all applicable to the present bill, 
are those which were established during the Ad- 
ministration of President Adams. Laws were 
then passed authorizing the President to borrow 
money, without any limitation as to the rate of 
interest, and under which the famous eight per 
cent. loan was obtained. No act of that Admin- 
istration was or has been a subject of more uni- 
versal clamor, or greater obloquy, than the eight 
per cent. loan, obtained under those laws, But 
now gentlemen seem willing to shelter them- 
selves under a precedent, which has hitherto 
been a subject of their execration. 

It is said, however, that the complaints were 
not against the law itself, but against the impro- 
per execution of it; that those who were in- 
trusted with this unlimited power abused it in 
giving eight per cent. when it was unnecessary, 
and before they attempted to obtain the loan at 
a less rate of interest. I meet the gentlemen, 
then, sir, on their own ground. They say, this 
unlimited power was then abused, to the great 
injury of the public. May it not again be abused 2 
Is it not, sir, one of the best of reasons against 
intrusting any man with large and extensive 
powers, that those powers have been, and in 
all probability may and will again be abused ? 
Why, sir, has the Constitution, under which we 
now act, limited the power of Congress itself in 
certain cases? Why was it said, that treason 
shall only consist in levying war against the 
United States, or in adhering to their enemies, 
and that the privilege of the writ of habeas cor- 
pus should not be suspended, unless in cases of 
rebellion or invasion ? 

The second objection to the bill is, that the 
President, in order to raise the money, may sell 
the certificates of stock at such price as he may 
think proper. It is not pretended, sir, by the ad- 
vocates of the bill, that this power is justified by 
any former precedents. It stands then, in this 
respect, on 1ts own intrinsic merit. 

What, sir, is the extent of this power? It is 
nothing more or less than this, that the President, 
or rather the Secretary of the Treasury, may go 
into market with our notes, to the amount of 
$16,000,000, and, by the aid of a broker, sell them 
ata discount of ten, fifteen, twenty per cent., or 
any discount he may think proper. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the rate of interest to be 
given for this large loan, or the discount, at 
which it may be obtained by the sale of stock, 
must depend on the funds which you pledge, 
and on the security which is offered for the pay- 
ment of the interest and principal of the sums 
obtained. 


Public credit, sir, is a subject of a delicate na- 
ture; itisoftoo much importance tobe trifled with. 
To preserve it unimpaired, is the first duty of 
legislators, and on this subject no principle is 
better established than this: That at the time 
of the loan itself, permanent funds should be pro- 
vided, and inviolably pledged, for the punctual 
payment of the interest, and the ultimate re- 
imbursement of the principal. What funds are 
provided by this bill? None in reality. The 
third section indeed says, “ That so much of the 
* funds constituting the annual appropriation of 
* $8,000,000 for the payment of the principal and 
‘ interest of the public debt of the United States as 
' may be wanted for that purpose, after satisfy- 
‘ing the sums necessary for the payment of the 
‘interest, and such part of the principal of the 
‘said debt, as the United States are now an- 
‘nually to pay and reimburse, is hereby pledged 
‘and appropriated for the payment of the interest 
‘and for the reimbursement of the principal of 
‘the stock, which may be created by virtue of 
‘this act.” But, sir, from what source is this 
$8,000,000, which is thus appropriated for the 
payment of the public debt, to be obtained 
Why, sir, from duties on imposts and tonnage, 
and from the sales of public lands. And, by law, 
it is made the duty of the Secretary of the Trea- 
sury, every year, first to pay to the Commission- 
ers of the Sinking Fund, as they are called, this 
sum of $8,000,000 from these duties, (after re- 
serving six hundred thousand for the civil list,} 
and from the sales of public lands. But, sir, if 
the money does not come into the Treasury from 
these sources, it is impossible for the Secretary 
to pay it to these Commissioners. 

The Secretary, sir, has told us, in his annual 
financial report, that the duties on imposts and 
tonnage (although doubled) will not amount te 
more than $5,000,000, which will become paya- 
ble in 1814, and the avails of lands sold, not more 
than about $500,000 ; deducting then the civil 
list, there will remain but about five millions in 
the Treasury from these sources for that year. 
The residue can be supplied only by loans or 
other taxes. It will be observed, however, sir, 
that out of this pretended fund of eight millions, 
there must first be paid and satisfied “the sums 
* necessary for the payment of the interest, and. 
‘such part of the principal of the said debt, as 
‘the United States are now pledged annually to- 
* pay, or reimburse,” before any part can be ap- 
plied to the payment of the debt to be incurred 
by this bill. And, sir, the sums, which the Uni- 
ted States are now pledged to pay out of this 
fund, are more than the whole amount which, 
according to the calculation of the Secretary, will 
come into the Treasury from duties in 1814, and 
will exceed the eight millions. What, sir, are 
the present charges on this fund? They are: 


1. Interest and reimbursement of old debt $3,800,000 
2. Interest on the loan of 1812, exclusive 


of treasury notes—loan, say ten millions 600,000: 
3. Reimbursement of the principal of part 

of the loan of 1812, payuble by special 

contract in 1814- - - `- - 750,000 
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4. Treasury notes:anthorized in 1812, but. - 
which were either not issued in that year, . 
or if issued, may become payablein 1814 2,500,000 

5. A sum to be applied by the Commis- 
missioners of ‘the Sinking Fund, when 


stock is below par, say -. .-. =° - 500,000 
Total 7 0-2. + -$8,150,000 
Charges to be made on this sum, during 
the present session are— ~ 
4. Treasury notes to be issued in 1813, pay- 
‘able in 1814 . - - as E x 


5,000,000 
2, Interest on the whole sum borrowed or . 
obtained. in 1813, including treasury 
`. notes, being 23 millions of public debt, ^  . 
. | payable in 1814, at six per cent - - 1,380,000 
Aggregate — - - - $14,530,000 

The pledge, therefore, held out by this bill, to 
the money-lendér, is a mere pretence, without any 
foundation. The interest of the present loan can, 
therefore, only be paid in 1814 by new loans, un- 
less some further provision is made; and I know, 
sir, that no new taxes are to be laid during the 
present session. I need not ask, sir, how long 
public credit can be supported, when new loans 
must be resorted to, to pay the interest of old 
ones. The importance of supporting public ere- 
dit arises, also, from another circumstance.. The 
Secretary of the Treasury, as well as the Com- 
mittee: of Ways and Means, have informed us, 
that we are to rely solely on loans, to defray all 
the expenses of the present war; and during the 
last session, they urged it as indispensably neces- 
sary, to make ample provision for paying the 
interest of these loans. This, however, was not 
then done, nor is it to be done during the present 
session. : 

Under these circumstances, what, sir, will the 
money-lenders say to you, when you ask them for 
a loan of more than twenty millions of dollars ? 
Will they not say, if you will not or dare not lay 
taxes, or make provision for the interest at the 

.time of the loan, and when you are under the 
necessity of obtaining the money, ean we expect 
you will do so after you have got the money in 
. your own bands? Depend upon it, sir, the cap- 
italists will speculate upon you, and make you 
pay for every risk. They will also take into con- 
sideration the probable amount of the debt which 
may be incurred in the prosecution of the war. 
During the last session, the caleulation of the 
Committee of Ways and Means was, that the ex- 
penses of the war might be ten millions a year— 
making, in five years, fifty millions. Experience 
has proved the fallacy of such calculations. 

During the last year, we borrowed from twelve 
to fourteen millions; and the sums necessary to 
be procured on loan for the service of the year 
1813, cannot be less than twenty-three millions, 
including Treasury notes—making, for two years, 
the sum of thirty-five millions. 

"The whole expense of the present year, as stated by 
the Chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
will be thirty-six millions of dollars. About twelve 


` millions of this'is to be paid from the duties on im- 
ports of the last year. Thé amount of the duties 
which will accrue on. importations during. the pres- 
ent year, and become payable in 1814, the Secretary 
estimates at only five millions. ` If, then, the expen- 
ses of 1814.are equal to those of the present year, 
and no other provision is made, the sum to be bor- 
rowed during the next year mustbe - $31,000,000 . 

And, with the same expense in the year 


1815, must be - - - - 31,000,000 

| And in the year 1816 must be - - 31,000,000 
Allowing for contingencies - . - 2,000,000 
Making, in five years, a debt of $130,000,000 


A sum nearly equal to the whole expense of 
the Revolutionary war, and about double the 
amount of the debt due at the close of that war. 
It appears, from official estimates made 

in the year 1790, that the whole expen- 

ses of the last war were -~ - . $135,193,703 


That, in the year 1783, the amount of the 


debt of the United States was  - - 42,000,375 
And of the State debts, which were assum- 
ed by the United States  - . - 21,500,000 


Making, in 1783, about - - - $63,600,375 


The residue of the expense of the war was paid 
by taxes. This debt, it is well known, for some 
years lay unprovided for, and was at last funded 
in terms different from the original contract ; and 


about thirty-three millions of it remains unpaid 


to the present day. The funding of this debt, sir, 
ruined the popularity of one Administration, and 
who will say, that the funding of a debt of dou- 
ble this amount, may not also, at a future period, 
jeopardize the popularity of another? 

During the last session, Mr. Speaker, the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, for the support of 
public credit during the war, reported a system 
of taxation. This system contemplated laying a 
direct tax, sundry internal taxes, and an increase 
of the then existing duties on imports 100 per 
cent. These taxes were then denominated war 
taxes. They were proposed as one entire sys- 
tem, and were calculated to equalize the burdens 
upon every class of the community. It will be 
recollected, sir, that no part of this system was 
adopted, but that of doubling the duties on im- 
ports. This, sir, as I then stated to the House, 
makes the burden of taxes fall very unequally on 
different sections of the United States. Permit 
me again to call the attention of the House to this 
subject. 

In consequence, sir, of the increasing popula- 
tion of the interior of the country, the duties on 
imports, and particularly the high duties on par- 
ticular articles, fall much heavier on the inhab- 
itants along the seaboard than those living in the 
interior. To prove this, sir, suffer me to men- 
tion the duties collected on spirits imported. 
These are paid (and particularly on rum) almost 
wholly by the Northern and Eastern States, It 
is a fact, sir, that the duties on imported spirits 
alone, collected from 1792 to 1810 inclusive, have 
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amounted to one-fifth of all the duties collected 
on all articles imported during that time. The 
whole amount of duties received, from 1792 to 
1810, was $179,862,044 ; and, of this sum, spirits 
alone paid $35,849,173. 

Not more than one-third of the people of the 
United States, at present; pay any part of the 
duties on spirits. The quantity consumed in the 
United States is now about thirty millions of 
gallons annually. Of this quantity, more than 
twenty millions, as appears by the returns of the 
marshals in 1810, are distilled in the United States, 
from domestic materials, and on which no duty 
is laid. While, therefore, the people at the North 
and East are now paying sixty cents per gallon, 
on a great proportion of the spirits they consume, 
those at the South and West are paying nothing 
on their consumption of spirits. Nay, sir, they 
can purchase them for a sum much less per gal- 
lon, than the people of the East are now paying 
into the public Treasury, for the purpose of car- 
rying on this war. And, sir, I will venture to 
predict that these enormous taxes are to be per- 
petuated, for the purpose of paying the loans to be 
obtained by this bill. This, sir, is an inequality, 
to which we cannot expect that the people at the 
East will long submit; nay, sir, to which they 
ought not to submit with patience. 


The question was then taken on the passage of 
the bill, and decided in the affirmative—yeas 75, 
nays 38, as follows: 

Yxas— Willis Alston, jr, William Anderson, Ste- 
venson Archer, Daniel Avery, Ezekiel Bacon, David 
Bard, Burwell Bassett, William W. Bibb, William 
Blackledge, Robert Brown, William A. Burwell, Wil- 
liam Butler, John C. Calhoun, Francis Carr, Lang- 
don Cheves, James Cochran, John Clopton, Lewis 
Condict, William Crawford, Richard Cutts, Roger 
Davis, John Dawson, Joscph Desha, Samuel Dins- 
moor, Elias Earle, William Findley, Meshack Frank- 
lin, Thomas Gholson, Peterson Goodwyn, Isaiah L. 
Green, Felix Grundy, Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, John 
A. Harper, Aylett Hawes, John M. Hyneman, Richard 
M. Johnson, Joseph Kent, William R. King, Abner 
Lacock, Peter Little, Aaron Lyle, Thomas Moore, 
William McCoy, Alexander McKim, Samucl L. Mit- 
chill, James Morgan, Jeremiah Morrow, Hugh Nelson, 
Anthony New, Thomas Newton, Stephen Ormsby, 
Israel Pickens, William Piper, James Pleasants, jun., 
Benjamin Pond, Samuel Ringgold, Thomas B. Rob- 
ertson, John Rhea, Jonathan Roberts, Ebenezer Sage, 
Lemuel Sawyer, John Sevier, Adam Seybert, Samuel 
Shaw, George Smith, John Smith, Silas Stow, Wm. 
Strong, John Taliaferro, George M. Troup, Charles 
Turner, junior, Robert Whitehill, William Widgery, 
and Robert Wright. 


Naxs—John Baker, Abijah Bigelow, Harmanus 
Bleecker, Adam Boyd, James Breckenridge, Elijah 
Brigham, Epaphroditus Champion, Martin Chittenden, 
Thomas B. Cooke, John Davenport, junior, William 
Ely, James Emott, Asa Fitch, Thomas R. Gold, Chas. 
Goldsborough, Edwin Gray, Jacob Hufty, R. Jackson, 
jr, J. Lewis, jr., Archibald McBryde, James Milnor, 
Jonathan O. Moseley, Timothy Pitkin, junior, Elisha 
R. Potter, Josiah Quincy, John Randolph, William 
Reed, Henry M. Ridgely, Thomas Sammons, Daniel 
Sheffey, Philip Stuart, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Tag- 


gart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Peleg Tallman, Laban 
Wheaton, Leonard White, and Thomas Wilson. 


So the bill was passed. 
TREASURY NOTES. 
On motion of Mr. Cueves, the House resolved 


itself into a Committee of the Whole on the bill 
reported by the Committee of Ways and Means 
authorizing the issuing of Treasury notes for the 
service of the year 1813. 


[The bil authorizes the President of the United 


States to cause to be issued 'lreasury notes to the 


amount of five millions of dollars, and also, if he shall 


deem it expedient, to issue a further amount, not ex- 
ceeding five millions of dollars, provided the amount 
issued under the latter provision shall be deemed and 
held to be in part of the loan of sixteen millions of 
dollars authorized by the bill passed this day. 
notes to bear interest at the rate of five and two-fifths 


The 


per cent. per annum, to be redeemed one year after 


the day on which they are respectively issued. ] 


The bill having been read through by sections, 
and no objection having been made thereto, the 
Committee rose and reported it. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading without division ; and then the House 
adjourned. 


Wenpnrspay, January 27. 

The bill from the Senate “for the relief of 
Lewis Chacherie” was read twice, and commit- 
ted to the Committee of Claims. 

The amendment of the Senate to the resolu- 
tion relative to the brilliant achievements of Cap- 
tains Hull, Decatur, and Jones, was read, and 
concurred in by the House. 

An engrossed bill regulating pensions to per- 
sons on board private armed ships, was read the 
third time, and passed. 


TREASURY NOTES. 

The engrossed bill authorizing the issuing of 
Treasury notes for the year 1813, was read a 
third time. 

Mr. Porter said, he knew very well that the 
Government wanted money and must have it; 
and if they would not get it at one price they 
would at another; but he thought it much better 
to add the sum contemplated to be raised by the 
bill to the loan bill, or to create six per cent. 
stock, and whenever the money was like to be 
wanted, to give notice a reasonable time, and sell 
it for what it would bring; in that way the Gov- 
ernment would get the highest price for it, and 
every person who bad money and wished to in- 
vest it in public stock, would have an equal oppor- 
tunity to do it. "The Government would neither 
have to lose the interest on their notes, nor pay 
interest for money until it was wanted. Mr. P. 
said he was opposed to issuing Treasury notes, be- 
cause it was creating a new system of patronage 
and favoritism in the Treasury Department, al- 
ready too great. As these notes are not to draw 
an interest of eight per cent., they may be negoti- 
ated in such a manner as to give the person who 
may take them some other advantages as an 
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equivalent, as it is not pretended that the money 
can be got for six per cent on the stock sold for 
par; if it is, why give the power in the loan bill, 
to sell the stock under. par, and to give more than 
six per cent. interest? As those notes had been 
principally negotiated with the banks the last 
year, it was to be presumed they would be this; 
a bank therefore that takes a million of dollars in 
those notes, and gives the United States credit 
for that sum, and it is to remain in deposite for 
their use, not under-any particular agreement as 
for the time it‘shall remain with them, but with 
a well grounded expectation that it will not be 
wanted for some time; if it should remain there 
six months, and then should all be drawn for at 
once, which is not very common, the Govern- 
ment will have to pay the interest for a year, when 
they have had the money only six months. If 
the money should not be wanted, and it should 
remain in deposite, undrawn for during the year, 
(which is not at all improbable) the Government 
are then paid with their own notes, with their 
paying a year's interest on the million of dollars, 
without having used any of the money ; and in 
this way those notes will operate more or less in 
favor of the favorite bank, without much benefit 
to this Government. 

Mr. P. said, by examining the report from the 
Treasury Department, he found those notes were 
negotiated with the banks where the public money 
is deposited. He said it might be answered, that 
if the money was borrowed, it would be deposited 
in those banks; and they would derive the same 
advantage as from those notes, and the Govern- 
ment derive’ no advantage from the money de- 
posited. He said that was not the fact; as a 
bank that would risk to lend an hundred thou- 
sand dollars in cash, and immediately advance 
the money, would risk to lend a million of dollars 
and take those notes and give the United States 
credit to that amount; and in this respect it gave 
banks a very great advantage over individuals 
who should be disposed tolend their money to 
the Government, and over the Government like- 
wise; for, if the Government hired money, al- 
though it might be paid into those banks, it would 
be paid in by instalments as it wa$ wanted. The 
United States would not be obliged to pay inter- 
est until the money was actually paid in, nor the 
Jender entitled to the interest until hehad advanced 
the principal. Mr. P.said, he knew very well the 
advantages that those banks derived from the 
Government for their deposites, and he believed 
that during the last year the deposites of public 
money was nearly equal to the whole amount of 
Treasury notes issued. That he had on a former 
occasion introduced a resolution to authorize and 
direct the Secretary of the Treasury to deposite 
the money belonging to the United States in 
such banks as would give the most for that privi- 
lege; but the resolution was referred to a com- 
mittee, and that was the last he heard of it. He 
said, in looking at the report from the Treasury 
Department, of the money borrowed the last year, 
he found that the three banks in the State he rep- 
resented, and in which the money.belonging to 


the Government of the United States collected or 
borrowed in that State were deposited, had loaned 
to the Government eighty thousand dollars for 
six per cent. stock. He said he believed that 
those banks had atall times that sum and fre- 
quently much more of the Government money in 
their vaults; the consequence was, if the fact was 
correct, that the Government was paying those 
banks an actual interest on that amount for their 
own money. 

Mr. F. said, his object had been to show that 
if the bill was passed, it would extend the pat- 
ronage of the Treasury Department, already too 
extensive, to certain banks, and enable it to 
give them privileges not enjoyed by other banks, 
or by individuals. They had already been suffi- 
ciently favored by deposites in money, which had 
enabled them to increase their discounts and div- 
idends, and in this way to receive an interest on 
the money of the Government; and if instead of 
money they are to keep the amount of the Gov- 
ernment deposites in those Treasury notes, they 
must curtail their discounts to individuals, and 
the Government will have to pay them an inter- 
est on their own notes representing their own 
money; and those banks must derive an immense 
advantage the ensuing year, as they will have 
deposited in them sixteen millions to be raised by 
loan, five millions supposed to be received by the 
revenue by double duties, with the money now 
in deposite—making, in the whole, nearly forty 
millions. 

Mr. P. said, if it was at any time asked, why 
the people could not be permitted to pay a part 
of this enormous expense, and why the Govern- 
ment should not wish to mortgage their estates 
for so large a debt, a part of which they were 
willing to pay, and at an interest, including ex- 
penses, of perhaps ten or twelve per cent, the 
answer is, that the minority want the Govern- 
ment to tax the people, and thus to make the Ad- 
ministration and ruling party unpopular. Mr. 
P. said, that it was not a fact, as it respected him. 
It would cost his constituents too much: it was 
paying more for their popularity than it was 
worth. He said he voted for the loan the last 
year, although he did not vote for any of the ex- 
penses, in hopes that it would supersede the ne- 
cessity of imposing upon the people the most 
odious and burdensome system of taxation ever 
imposed in this country, containing among them 
a shop tax, that never could be enforced in Eng- 
land; and as it respected himself he could truly 
say, he would not, by any act of his, have brought 
those taxes, reported by the Committee, upon his 
constituents, or voted for any measures that even 
would have brought upon them their Constitu- 
tional proportion of this year's expenses, amount- 
ing at leastto four hundred thousand dollars, (and 
this is allowing the expenses for this year at only 
thirty-six millions of dollars,) if it would have 
put into his power to displace every officer in the 
Government, from the President to the tide wai- 
ter, and to put whom he pleased in their places; 
that it was of little importance to him who ad- 
ministered the Government of this country; his 
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only object was to have an economical adminis- 

' tration—one that would give to the nation peace 
as soon as possible, and use their best exertions 
to continue it, and give them all the commerce 
that the present state of the world was capable of 
affording ; with sueh an administration he should 
be perfectly satisfied. 

Mr. P. said he had been in hopes, when all the 
precedents of former times of Executive patron- 
age and favoritism had been exhausted, that we 
should have been satisfied without reforting to 

. new inventions, having that effect; but in this 
he had been disappointed. 

Mr. P. said, he was in Congress at the com- 
mencement of Mr. Adams’s Administration. En- 
ergy was said then to be the order of the day. 
The majority were then in favor of an army, a 
navy, war loans, taxes, salaries, and patronage; 
they were then opposed by a powerful minority, 
composed of such men as Mr. John Nicholas, and 
the late Mr. Venable, of Virginia, and a gentle- 
man now a member of this House, Mr. Macon, 
who were then the friends of peace and economy, 
and, in debate and by their votes, opposed to army, 
navy, loan and tax bills, to high salaries, Execu- 
tive patronage, and for restraining and confining 
appropriationsto the particular purposes for whieh 
they were made. He said those principles ac- 
corded very much with his own views and feel- 
ings. Finding himself very unpleasantly situa- 
ted, as is commonly the case with those who in 
party times cannot go all lengths on either side— 


for,although heapproved ofsome of the measures of 


the Administration, he was obliged to voteagainst 
many of them ; he did not wish to vote against 
the opinion of his constituents, nor could he vote 
against his own judgment. In this situation he 
thought, instead of ehoosing between the two 
evils, that he would avoid them both, and resigned 
place. 

What, said Mr. P., had since taken place? 
The people were honestly opposed to the mea- 
sures of that Administration, and in a Consti- 
tutional manner removed them from office and 
from their confidence, and put in those composed 
of the then opposition, professing principles more 
congenial to their own; but they honestly thought 
they had been contending for principle, and that 
it was measures and not men that they had becn 
condemning—for, if they were doomed to oppres- 
sion, it would be no consolation to have their bur- 
dens increased by other men. What, said Mr. 
P., do we now see, and what must we soon ex- 
pect to feel? We find the times are changed, and 
we are changed in them. Let us for a moment 
examine our present situation under the present 
Administration, compared with the one displaced 
by the people for their extravagances. We now 
hear the same doctrines from the present Adminis- 
tration as from the former. They wantan ener- 
getic Government; they talk of large standing ar- 
mies, ships, war loans, taxes, salaries, and patron- 


age; and instead of the skeleton of an army of 


` five thousand men, they have the skeleton of an 
army of fifty-five thousand men, enlisted for dif- 
ferent periods. Instead of frigates, they are not 


satisfied with building new frigates, but must 
have ships-of-the-line. 

Instead of a loan for five millions of dollars, 
they have passed laws within a year, including 
the one under consideration, for upwards of thir- 
ty-five millions of dollars. Instead of reducing 
the debt, it was increased last year ten millions 
six hundred thousand dollars, and, in all probabil- 
ity, will be increased more than double that sum 
this year. 

Instead of reducing the salaries of the War 
and Navy Departments, to the sums they were 
before they were raised by a temporary law of a 
former Administration, which then caused much 
dissatisfaction with the people, that law, he be- 
lieved, had been made permanent, and bills are 
now reported to raise them above the sum to 
which they were raised before. 

Mr. P. here observed, if it could have been pos- 
sible for him to have been absent out of the coun- 
try since his resignation, without hearing or 
knowing anything about the state of parties in 
this country, and could so have come into this 
House and have examined the army, navy, loan, 
and tax bills, and those for raising the salaries of 
the Secretaries of the War and Navy Depart- 
ments, he should have thought that the same 
party was now in power; that Mr. Adams was 
in the White House; that he had by some means 
contrived to silence the murmurs and complaints 
of the people and to put down all opposition ; and 
that they had regularly progressed, in many of 
their measures, from bad to worse ever since. 

Mr. P. said, he had often heard it unjustly ob- 
served to be a Federal doctrine, that a national 
debt was not only a bond of union but a very 
great national blessing. He said if that principle 
was correct, we shall have nothing to apprehend 
or even in the least to alarm our fears about a 
separation or a dissolution of the Union; and the 
time was not far distant when, in proportion to 
the time we had existed as a nation and our abil- 
ity to pay, we should be able to vie with any na- 
tion on earth in that kind of happiness. 

Mr. Curves said that, in the argument he 
should offer to the House, he should embrace the 
loan bill passed toa third reading yesterday, as 
well as the bill now before the House. The bills 
had originated together; they had been acted 
upon together; they had an immediate connex- 
ion; and, having been accidentally prevented 
yesterday from replying to the gentlemen from 
New York and Connecticut, (Messrs. Gotp and 
Pirxin,) he should, perhaps, now advert to their 
arguments. 

l will first notice, said he, the argument we 
have just heard on the bill before you. An ob- 
jection is raised to the particular mode of raising 
money, which is now submitted to your consid- 
eration. The honorable gentleman from Rhode 
Island (Mr. PorrER) says, he would infinitely 
prefer a direct loan to this measure. His reason 
is, that if the Government borrow money by this 
mode, the consequence will be, that the money 
will be deposited in banks, and they, receiving 
interest on their notes, will also have the use of 


913 


. HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


914 


January, 1813. + 


Treasury Notes. 


H.or R. 


the money, and therefore a loan is, in:his opinion, 
preferable. If the United. States create stock to- 
morrow, and receive.money for it from the banks, 
will not the money be deposited in the banks, 
and will not the holders of the stock have the 
interest, and the banks. at the same time have 
the benefit.of the deposites and carry on a sys- 
tem of banking upon them? They certainly 
will. Where; then, is the distinction attempted 
-to be drawn? There is absolutely none. Fur- 
ther, the.receipts from lands, from imposts, from 
internal taxes, if they existed, would all be depos- 
ited in baks, and the banks would discount on 
these deposites. The paper now proposed to be 
issued is not so exceptionable in this respect asa 
loan. From the peculiar nature of this paper, it 
may:be used as the exigencies of Government re- 
quire, and the banks do not become purchasers, 
until it is necessary for the exigencies of Gov- 
ernment that the paper should be issued. It is 
different with a loan, and the evil of which the 
gentleman speaks exists in a less degree with this 
species of paper than with theother. 'l'heargument 
against this bill now is exactly that which was 
pressed with so much force last year by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, (Mr. RaANDoLPH ;) but the 
argument is founded ona mistake in point of fact; 
and the fact, as conceived, is misapplied in ar- 
gument. . .. 

Another argument of the gentleman was, that 
publie credit is affected by relying on loans, in- 
stead,of the imposition of taxes or the acquisition 
of revenue in. other modes. That argument 

.comes under the general considerations which I 
propose to submit to.you. The general principle 
of relying on loans has been the subject of attack 
on all hands. An honorable gentleman from 
New York, (Mr. Gorp,) yesterday, commenced 
an animated speech to prove the great value of 
public credit. To prove this, he resorted to a 
writer of great celebrity on public economy; and 
also referred to the President's Message, and to 
the report of the Secretary of the Treasury. It 
‘was not necessary to go far to prove what is uni- 
versally admitted. Why should the gentleman 
labor to prove what no one denies? I admit that 
publie credit is infinitely valuable; it gives more 
than the mines of Peru and Mexico, without the 
labor of digging them. But look at the argu- 
ment of the gentleman. We may have bread, 
but must not eat; to preserve our credit, we must 
not use it. 

The principle on which the Government sat 
out in the war was, that there should be a suffi- 
cient fixed revenue to pay the annual interest of 
the old debt, and on the new loans. Ifit be proved 
that that object is already accomplished for the 
present year, then has there been no failure on 
the partof the Government. I will grant, per- 
haps, to the honorable gentleman that it might 
have been better to anticipate alittle; to take “a 
bond of fate and make assurance doubly sure.” But 
I contend, that there has been, so far, no failure. 
And has it not been stated, and repeatedly stated, 
that it is the duty of the Government, and no 
doubt its intention—that it is the duty and, no 


doubt, the intention of.the Legislature to provide 
the necessary means, forfuture years, for paying . 
the interest of the public debt? But the honor- 
able gentlemen say, we should not delay for a 
moment the execution of this purpose; that we 
should provide revenue in anticipation. Admit- 
ting the general proposition, is there anything 
which calls for a proceeding of this sort before 
the authorization of a loan? The year 1813 
has already been provided for; and for 1814, pro- 
vision may be made at the present session ;. and, 
if not at this session, by an anticipation of the 
usual time of the sitting of Congress. If it be not 
provided, there will be, on the part of the Gov- 
ernment, an omission of duty. I do not imagine, 
sir, that the persons who manage this concern 
will be guilty of a negligence so culpable as not 
to provide the means, in due season, for the next 
year. One measure alone would supply the 
means for the present and next year—permittiug 
the return of the property of our merchants from 
Great Britain. If the Legislature resort to this 
mode, the object of providing the revenue may 
be accomplished in a short time. Why should 
gentlemen be alarmed for the public credit, when 
there is so little apparent cause for alarm? Why 
should they suspect men, who have heretofore so 
amply provided for it, of a failure to do so in 
future? 

But honorable gentlemen bave said that there 
should be a sinking fund to secure the repayment 
of the public debt aecording to the contract of the 
Government, and that it bas not been provided, 
according to the usual practice of well-regulated 
Governments. ThisIdeny. What is the argu- 
ment of the gentleman from Connecticut, (Mr. 
Pirxin?) He endeavors to prove, by a particu- 
lar detail which he entered into, that there will 
be imposed on the sinking fund for 1814, thirteen 
millions and three hundred thousand dollars, This 
I deny. The sinking fund is the application, un- 
der the pledge of the Government, of a certain 
sum for the sinking of so much debt, and paying 
so much interest as that sinking fund is capable 
of effecting. Our sinking fund is eight millions. 
Iask the honorable gentleman whether, in the only 
instance which he has in his argument examined 
of a sinking fund—I mean the English—it be not 
encumbered every day with an addition of a new 
debt? Every new debt created becomes an en- 
cumbrance on the sinking fund. It may be said, 
that one per cent. is added to it on the amount of 
every new debt created. But, sir, our sinking 
fund bears a greater proportion to any new debt 
which can be created throughout the war, than 
the English sinking fund does to their debt. The 
competency of the sinking fund, therefore, as far 
as we look to example, is found to be at least 
equal to that of England. "The error of the gen- 
tleman is this: that the sum chargeable on the 
current expenses of the year he puts upon the 
sinking fund, with which it has nothing to do. 
Suppose the Government issue ten millions in- 
stead of five millions of Treasury notes, the sink- 
ing fund must, according to his ideas, be eighteen 
millions. And suppose, again, that the Govern-, 
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ment, instead of obtaining a loan for twelve years, 
should effect a temporary loan, for one year, of 
five millions; the sinking fund would then be 
twenty-three millions. "The error is in charging 
upon the sinking fund what is properly charge- 
able on the ways and means of the year. 

The honorable gentlemen differ, however. The 
honorable gentleman from New York admits, 
and I doubt not correctly, that if a nation like 
this shall provide for the payment of the interest 
of the national debt, and not allow an accumu- 
lation of interest and compound interest, the ex- 
penses of the war may be defrayed by loans, and 
its credit may be supported. But the gentleman 
from Connecticut contends that it is necessary to 
the support of public credit that during the con- 
tinuance of war we should pay the expenses of 
the war to a considerable extent by a revenue 
raised upon the people within the year. In sup- 
port of this position he cites the example of the 
Revolutionary war; and it appears to me that 
the gentleman was singularly unfortunate in this 
reference. During the present year we have 
already secured twelve millions of revenue. 
There are three millions in the Treasury, making 
together fifteen millions; and I might defy the 
gentleman to prove, by anything like aecurate 
calculation, that so much as fifteen millions of 
revenue raised upon the people accrued to the 
public treasury during the whole period of the 
Revolutionary war. I am acquainted with no 
historical faet to prove that during the whole 
Revolutionary war fifteen millions were raised 
on the people. Say that I am wrong as to the 
precise amount; say that twenty millions were 
raised, if you please. The revenue during the 
last and present year will exceed anything that 
could be supposed to have been received during 
the whole Revolutionary war. The gentleman 
J suppose makes out his calculation thus: It has 
been calculated, he says, that the Revolutionary 
war cost a hundred and thirty-five millions. Of 
these there remained payable at the close of the 
war, sixty-three millions. Therefore, he con- 
ceives the difference between the two must have 
been raised by taxation during the war; I answer 
that the fact is notso. I ask the gentleman to 
turn to a historical fact and refute that complaint 
which runs through the whole history of the war, 
of the incompetency of the Government thus to 
raise the sum necessary to the prosecution of the 
war. How the sum of one hundred and thirty- 
five millions was made out Iam unable at this 
moment with confidence to say; but I suppose by 
an arbitrary calculation of the value of bills of 
credit, of which probably not one-third was fund- 
ed at all; beeause the holders of the bills did not 
think it worth their while to bring them in; they 
are found now all over the United States in 
bundles. Every heir finds them in the bottoms 
of old trunks, and in the garrets of his progeni- 
tors. Thus this calculation of the cost of the 
war must have been founded; and, according to 
this mode of calculation, I dare say it might be 
made ont to have cost much more. It is not, 
- therefore, proved that the difference stated was 


raised by the United States. There were no im- 
positions laid by Congress itself, The debt of 
the General Government at the close of the war 
amounted to forty-two or forty-three millions— 
the debt arbitrarily assumed as due to the States 
was twenty-one and a half millions. How was 
thatsum made up? By the amount of contribu- 
tions of every description made by the States, 
That sum more than. embraced the whole con- 
tributions of the States—because some of it was 
interest. In any possible view the comparison 
of the revenue of the Revolutionary Government 
with that of the present is injurious to the argu- 
ment of the gentleman. It is no proof that any 
considerable sum expended in the war was raised 
during the war. 

In fine, sir, a basis of credit now exists which 
ought to be perfectly satisfactory to every man 
in the nation when taken in connexion with the 
religiously good faith with which the publie 
credit has been maintained. A basis is estab- 
lished which none but the most incorrigible scep- 
tic I think would doubt. It is indeed incumbent 
on the Government to provide a revenue for 
1814, and they will be guilty of a dereliction of 
duty if they do not provide it. But that dere- 
liction of duty has not yet taken place; the ac- 
cusation, therefore, is premature and unfounded. 

The next question is, the practicability of the 
loan—and here gentlemen admit that there is 
sufficient capital in the country to supply the 
wants of the Government, and that tlie value of 
money does not exceed six per centum. The 
honorable gentlemen say, that if a higher inter- 
est be given by Government for the money, it 
will be because the publie credit has not been 
sufficiently secured. But I contend, sir, if the 
value of money be no more than six per cent. that 
it will not be because of the defect of security 
that the Government will have to give more—it 
will be on account of the confidence given to the 
recondite calculations of the gentleman from 
Connecticut, and the fears excited by the rheto- 
rical spectres of the gentleman from New York; 
it is these fearful predictions and these erroneous 
calculations of gentlemen, and these only, that 
can shake the confidence of the moneyed men in 
the security of the Government. I do not here 
allude, sir, to what I consider a slander on gen- 
tlemen who are opposed to the loan, the asser- 
tions in the public prints, that efforts are used to 
destroy the credit of the Government and defeat 
the loan. Iwill not suppose it to be true. Such 
conduct would be too weak, too wicked, too 
treasonable, I had almost said, to be believed of 
any respectable portion of our citizens, Nothing 
but the honest fears of the people, excited by the 
arguments of gentlemen here, will prevent them 
from loaning money to Government on advan- 
tageous terms. It will not be for gentlemen 
hereafter, if the Government should be driven to 
give more than six per cent. for money, to com- 
plain of that which is the cunsequence of their 
own imprudence in exciting false alarms. Not- 
withstanding the like statements, arguments, and 
predictions of gentlemen about the public debt, 
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the loan for the last year has been obtained, and 
that wanted for the present year will be obtained 
in like manner, I tfust, at the lowest just rate of 
interest. Mee 

The particulars of the loan bill present the 
next and last view of the subject. The gentle- 
men have argued over and over again the ques- 
tion relative to limiting the interest to be given 
for the loan. The gentleman from Connecticut 
said there were no examples of such unlimited 
power. Itis painful for me, sir, to repeat argu- 
ments I have already urged. The first loan ever 
authorized by the Government is an example. 
What was the motive for allowing the Govern- 
ment then to give an indefinite interest? Was 
ita moment of difficulty? Was the enemy at 
your gates? Was he in the mouths of your har- 
bors, or on the frontiers? No; the Government 
was in profound peace. The old debt which was 
to be redeemed by the loan bore a reasonable in- 
terest, and yet an unlimited power as to the 
amount of interest was given. Why wasit done? 
Because the: interest of the Government called 
for it;. it was to put the Government out of the 
hands of the money lenders. If the Government 
had then passed a law authorizing a loan at eight 
per cent. the money-holder would have come 
forward and demanded it; and he would do so 
now, and would not abate an iota of the eight 
per cent. The honorable gentleman says there 
were but two other examples of this kind, the 
five million and the three and a half million 
loans; and he calls upon us to take warning by 
those examples, alluding to the Administration 
of that day having given eight per cent. interest. 
That high interest proceeded, I will not say from 
the abuse, but from the injudicious exercise of 
the power vested in the Government; and if the 
Government were to do now as the Government 
then did, I should consider it as abusing its 
power; but Ido not mean an immoral abuse of 
power. The Government may now possibly not 
get it for less; but, if they do not, it will proceed 
from causes such as I have stated. Trusting the 
Government thus with the management of the 
loan, and the negotiation of interest, is at this 
time not so indiscreet as to go into market and 
state their price. l wish you then, sir, to copy 
the wisdom and avoid the error of the former 
Administration. 

But there were other instances besides that 
which I have mentioned, and the three and a half 
and five million loans to which the gentleman has 
alluded. There was one for naval and military 
appropriations, of one anda half millions. There 
have indeed been numerous instances of such 
grants, and this too in a time of peace. Con- 
gress are authorized, therefore, in point of prece- 
dent, in granting power to make a loan without 
limitation of interest—and I will not disregard 
the value of precedent on this point, though it 
came from the honorable gentlemen, and though 
they even disown it. 

I need not I hope, sir, give any further answer 
to the argument that the want of limitation to 
the interest to be given is an exceptionable feature 


in the bill. ‘Nor is the authority to sell the stock, 
or give a premium, moreexceptionable. This the 
honorable gentleman from New York has cor- 
rectly stated is a matter of calculation. Nothing 
is more true. If, by the sale of stock, the Gov- 
ernment can makea better bargain tlian by the 
loan, they will do so; and they will give a pre- 
mium, if a better bargain may be made in that 
way. 

I need not enter into'the argument of the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut, going to show the prob- 
able expense of the war. I will show one in- 
stance however in which the gentleman is in error. 
The gentleman has stated that in this year twen- 
ty-one million will be added to the debt of the 
nation. Now this is a mistake; there will not 
be twenty-one millions added to the debt of the 
nation. For if thirty-six millions, the sum esti- 
mated for the present year, be expended, eight 
millions of it at least will be expended for the 
payment of the interest and the diminution of 
the prineipal of the publie debt. There will be 
expended for interest about three millions. The 
loan (including. the "Treasury notes) wanted for 
the present year is twenty-one millions; so that 
the amount added to the publie debt during the 
present year will not exceed sixteen millions. 
The gentleman says, if the war be continued four 
years, it will add to our debt an.hundred millions 
of dollars. Not, sir, if the interest of the loans 
be provided for within each year. The whole 
amount of four years’ loans, supposing them not 
greater than that of the present year, and they 
cannot well be conceived to be probably greater, 
will amount to but sixty millions, and will not 
exceed by twenty-four millions the sum which 
the republican Administrations of this Govern- 
ment have paid off of the public debt, 

Ihave no more to say, sir, on the merits of 
these bills. But gentlemen have again given 
us a dish of all sorts, and called our attention to 
the war. The honorable gentleman from New 
York gave us the reasons why he would not sup- 
port the war or vote forthe loan. In the first 
place, he said there exists a Constitutional right 
in every member to oppose the war. No man 
denies the right, and very far am I from question- 
ing it; but I hope there will be a prudent and 
a conscientious exercise of that right. Ido not 
deny that gentlemen act conscientiously; but I 
believe they are mistaken in their views. The 
conduct of the English opposition is offered as 
an example. But our Government is different 
from that of England. That Government con- 
sists of the people, the Sovereign, and the privi- 
leged orders; our Government is one of the peo- 
ple alone. In that Government it is sometimes 
necessary that that portion of it which represents 
the people should be in opposition to the Govern- 
ment. But that is not necessary and perhaps not 
justifiable here. The gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Stow) the other day, in his admirable speech, 
gave us illustrious examples of Englishmen dis- 
approving a war, and yet supporting their Gov- 
ernment incarrying iton. Gentlemen have a 
right of opposition, but they ought to exercise it 
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so as not to injure their country, and they ought 
not uncharitably to upbraid others who, in making 
war, make nothing but sacrifices, and run every 
hazard without almost any hope; who ean gain 
nothing but may lose everything; who conse- 
quently can have no sinister views, and must 
therefore be supposed to act honestly. 

Gentlemen have again adverted to the partic- 
ular causes of the war. "There is no end to this 
subject. Mocking is catching. The honorable 
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. RANDoLPH) dur- 
ing the last session, humorously and wittily, 
laughed at the gentleman on this side of the House 
for the frequent recurrence in debate of the pro- 
ject of invading Canada. He said their cry was 
* Canada, Canada, Canada!” But the gentlemen 
of the opposition have not only borrowed them, 
but have almost robbed the majority of their notes 
—they have not been satisfied with this, but so 
much enamored of them are they, that they have 
parodied them, and cry in imitation, almost inces- 
santly, “ War, war, war? Their reasons in oppo- 
sition to war are so numerous, that in this par- 
ticular they resemble the address of the mayor 
of an obscure town in France, which he proposed 
to deliver to the great Henry, as an apology for 
not firing cannon on the approach of the Mon- 
arch, who visited the town in one of his progresses 
through the Kingdom. He said they had eighty- 
nine reasons for not firing cannon; the first was, 
that they had none! The King besought him 
not to urge any more. The reasons of the gen- 
tlemen seem to be equally numerous, and they 
have one equally conclusive; they will not sup- 
port the war! We may number, but how shall 
we describe the various characters of the reasons 
of the gentlemen? I know no way so ready as 
by an alteration of the words which the poet puts 
in the mouth of the bacchanal as an apology for 
taking his glass— 

** A friend, a toast, or being dry, 
Or lest we should be by and by, 
Or any other reason why." 

To the gentlemen themselves, who abound in 
fiction and fancy, the materials of poetry, I will 
leave the alteration. 

Mr. Perrin rejoined. 


Mr. Winaery made a few remarks in favor of 


the bill; and the question was then taken on the 
passage of the bill, and decided in the affirmative, 
as follows: 

Yxas—Wilis Alston, junior, William Anderson, 
Stevenson Archer, Daniel Avery, David Bard, Bur- 
well Bassett, William W. Bibb, William Blackledge, 
Robert Brown, William A. Burwell, William Butler, 
John C. Calhoun, Francis Carr, Langdon Cheves, 
James Cochran, John Clopton, Lewis Condict, Wil- 
liam Crawford, Richard Cutts, Roger Davis, John 
Dawson, Joseph Desha, Samuel Dinsmoor, Elias Earle, 
William Findley, Meshack Franklin James Fisk, 
Thomas Gholson, Peterson Goodwyn, Isaiah L. Green, 
Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, John A. Harper, Aylett 
Hawes, John M. Hyneman, Richard M. Johnson, 
Joseph Kent, William R. King, Peter Little, William 
Lowndes, Aaron Lyle, Thomas Moore, William Mc- 
Coy, Samuel McKee, Alexander McKim, Arunah 


Metcalf, Samuel L. Mitchill, James Morgan, Jeremiah 
Morrow, Hugh Nelson, Anthony New, Thomas New- 
ton, Stephen Ormsby, Israel Pickens, William Piper, 
James Pleasants, junior, Benjamin Pond, William M. 
Richardson, Samuel Ringgold, Thomas B. Robertson, 
John Rhea, Jonathan Roberts, Lemuel Sawyer, Ebe- 
nezer Seaver, John Sevier, Adam Seybert, Samuel 
Shaw, George Smith, John Smith, Silas Stow, William 
Strong, John ‘Taliaferro, George M. Troup, Charles 
Turner, junior, Robert Whitehill, David R. Wil- 
liams, William Widgery, Richard Winn, and Robert 
Wright—79. 

Naxs—John Baker, Abijah Bigelow, Harmanus 
Bleecker, Adam Boyd, James Breckenridge, Elijah 
Brigham, Epaphroditus Champion, ,Martin Chitten-. 
den, Thomas B. Cooke, John Davenport, junior, Wil- 
jam Ely, James Emott, Asa Fitgh, Thomas R. Gold, 
Charles Goldsborough, Edwin Gray, Jacob Hufty, 
Richard Jackson, junior, Philip B. Key, Lyman Law, 
Joseph Lewis, junior, Archibald McBryde, James 
Milnor, Jonathan O. Moseley, Joseph Pearson, Timo- 
thy Pitkin, junior, Elisha R. Potter, Josiah Quincy, 
John Randolph, William Reed, Henry M. Ridgely, 
Daniel Sheffey, Philip Stuart, Lewis B. Sturges, 
Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Peleg Tall- 
man, Uri Tracy, Laban Wheaton, Leonard White, 
and Thomas Wilson—41. 


GOVERNMENT OFFICERS. 


On motion of Mr. RawporrH the House re- 
sumed the consideration of a resolution moved by 
him a few days ago, calling on the President for 
a list of the names of persons holding offices 
under the Government of the United States. 
For consideration 80, against it 30. 

Mr. BrAcKLEDGE stated that the objection he 
had formerly entertained to this resolution had 
been done away by subsequent reflection. He 
had, however, an amendment to propose, the ob- 
jeet of which was to proeure information which 
he thought necessary, in order to dispel the ridi- 
culous and false stories which had been circula- 
ted through the country of our armies being 
mainly officered by Frenchmen. He wished to 
ascertain the facts contemplated by the amend- 
ment, which would go to show, that where there 
was one of French nativity, there were twenty 
of English to counterbalance them. He, there- 
fore, moved to amend the resolution by adding 
thereto words to this effect: “and that where the 
officer shall not have been born in this country, 
to state the fact, and the time at which he emi- 
grated to this country.” 

Mr. Ruea opposed the amendment, because 
impracticable and unnecessary. He had no idea 
in time of war of publishing the names of our 
officers to the enemy, or he might have voted for 
the whole resolution. 

Mr. Ranvotpu said he had no objection to the 
amendment in principle, but could not consent to 
incorporate it in this resolution, because it would 
postpone the return by so long a time as it would 
require the Government to collect the informa- 
tion contemplated by it. He spoke in support of 
his resolution, and vindicated it from Mr. Ruza’s 
objections, citing in support of his proposition 
Í the example of the British Government annually 
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making an official publication of the names of 
their officers, &c,’ He was as anxious as any 
gentleman to ascertain what number of officers 
there were of foreign birth in the Government 
and even in this House, a 

Mr. BrLAckrLEDGE stated his object only to be, to 
be enabled officially to refute an infamous slander 
and falsehood circulated at the eve of recent 
elections in some of the States. l 

Mr. Raga again spoke against the amendment, 
and cited the recent proclamation of the Prince 
Regent requiring foreigners to return home, and 
the conduct ‘of British naval commanders, as 
Téasohs against exposing the English nativity of 
our citizens, &c. 

Mr. Desna then moved to postpone the further 
consideration of the resolution and amendment 
indefinitely. 

. Mr. Wricnt spoke against the resolution and 
in favor of postponement. His objection ap- 
peared to be to the disclosure of the names of 
persons employed in secret service. We are 
surrounded by British emissaries, and he had no 
idea of being deprived of an opportunity of fight- 
ing the enemy on equal ground, without exposing 
the names of our agents. 

The question on indefinite postponement was 
then taken and negatived—yeas 47, nays 60, as 
follows: 

Yzas— Willis Alston, jr., William Anderson, Stev- 
enson Archer, David Bard, William W. Bibb, Robert 
Brown, William Butler, James Cochran, John Clop- 
ton, Lewis Condict, William Crawford, Richard Cutts, 
Roger Davis, Joseph Desha, Samuel Dinsmoor, Elias 
Earle, James Fisk, Meshack Franklin, Thomas Ghol- 
son, Peterson Goodwyn, Isaiah L. Green, Bolling Hall, 
Obed Hall, John A. Harper, John M. Hyneman, Wil- 
liam R. King, Abner Lacock, Peter Little, Anron Lyle, 
Thomas Moore, William McCoy, James Morgan, Jere- 
miah Morrow, Israel Pickens, William Piper, Samuel 
Ringgold, John Rhea, Jouathan Roberts, Ebenezer 
Sage, John Sevier, Samuel Shaw, George Smith, Wil- 
liam Strong, Charles Turner, jr., Robert Whitehill, 
Richard Winn, and Robert Wright. 

Naxs—John Baker, Burwell Bassett, Abijah Bige- 
low, William Blackledge, Harmanus Bleecker, Adam 
Boyd, James Breckenridge, Elijah Brigham, William 
A. Burwell, John C. Calhoun, Epaphroditus Cham- 
pion, Langdon Cheves, Martin Chittenden, Thomas 
B. Cooke, John Davenport, jr, William Findley, Asa 
Fitch, Thomas R. Gold, Charles Goldsborough, Edwin 
Gray, Aylett Hawes, Jacob Hufty, Richard Jackson; jr. 
Philip B. Key, Lyman Law, William Lowndes, Archi- 
bald McBryde, Samuel McKee, James Milnor, Samuel 
L. Mitchill, Jonathan O. Moseley, Hugh Nelson, 
Thomas Newton, Stephen Ormsby, Joseph Pearson, 
Timothy Pitkin, jr, James Pleasants, jr., Elisha R. 
Potter, Josiah Quincy, John Randolph, William Reed, 
William M. Richardson, Henry M. Ridgely, Thomas 
B. Robertson, Lemuel Sawyer, Adam Seybert, Daniel 
Sheffey, John Smith, Philip Stuart, Silas Stow, Lewis 
B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, John Taliaferro, Benja- 
min Tallmadge, Uri Tracy, Laban Wheaton, Leonard 
White, David R. Williams, William Widgery, and 
Thomas Wilson. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Buacx- 
LEDGE’s proposed amendment, and decided in the 
negative—yeas 33. 


Mr. Wrigut then moved to amend the resolu- 
tion by adding thereto, after the words “ holding 
office or employment,” the words “of a public. 
nature under the United States.?—A greed to. 

After some further conversation on the subject 
of the motion, it was decided as follows: For 
the resolve 69, against it 39. 


Yxras—Ezekiel Bacon, John Baker, Burwell Bassett, 
William W. Bibb, Abijah Bigelow, William Black- 
ledge, Harmanus Bleecker, Adam Boyd, James Breck- 
enridge, Elijah Brigham, William A. Burwell, Wil- * 
liam Butler, John C. Calhoun, Francis Carr, Epaphro- 
ditus Champion, Langdon Cheves, Martin Chittenden, 
James Cochran, Thomas B. Cooke, John Davenport, jr., 
John Dawson, Samuel Dinsmoor, William Ely, James 
Emott, Asa Fitch, Meshack Franklin, Thomas R. Gold, 
Charles Goldsborough, Edwin Gray, Aylett Hawes, 
Jacob Hufty, Richard Jackson, jr., Joseph Kent, Philip 
B. Key, Joseph Lewis, jr, William Lowndes, Archi- 
bald McBryde, Samuel McKee, James Milnor, Jere- 
miah Morrow, Jonathan O. Moseley, Hugh Nelson, 
Thomas Newton, Stephen Ormsby, Joseph Pearson, 
Timothy Pitkin, jr, James Pleasants, jr., Elisha R. 
Potter, Josiah Qnincy, John Randolph, William Reed, 
William M. Richardson, Henry M. Ridgely, Thomas 
B. Robertson, Lemuel Sawyer, Adam Seybert, Daniel 
Sheffey, John Smith, Philip Stuart, Silas Stow, Lewis 
B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, John Taliaferro, Benja- 
min Tallmadge, Uri Tracy, Laban Wheaton, Leonard 
White, David R. Williams, and Thomas Wilson. 

Nays—Willis Alston, jr., William Anderson, Stev- 
enson Archer, David Bard, John Clopton, Lewis Con- 
dict, William Crawford, Richard Cutts, Roger Davis, 
Joseph Desha, William Findley, Thomas Gholson, 
Peterson Goodwyn, Isaiah L. Green, Felix Grundy, 
Obed Hall, John A. Harper, John M. Hyneman, Wil- 
liam R. King, Abner Lacock, Peter Little, Aaron Lyle, 
Thomas Moore, Alexander McKim, James Morgan, 
Israel Pickens, William Piper, Benjamin Pond, Sam- 
uel Ringgold, John Rhea, Jonathan Roberts, Ebenezer 
Sage, John Sevier, George Smith, William Strong, 
Charles Turner, jr., Robert Whitehill, Richard Winn, 
and Robert Wright. 


Mr. RanpoLrn and Mr. Baxer were appointed 


|a committee to present the resolution to the Pre- 


sident of the United States. 


TnunspAy, January 28. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill for the relief of Royal Con- 
verse. The bill was reported without amend- 
ment, and ordered to be engrossed and read the 
third time to-morrow. 


ARMING THE MILITIA. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill supplementary to “An act 
making provision for arming and equipping the 
whole body of the militia of the United States, 
and for classing the same.” 

[This bill provides, in its first section, a further ap- 
propriation of $400,000 annually for arming the whole 
body of the militia of the United States, in addition to 
sums already in like manner permanently appropria- 
ted. The five next sections arc mere detail on this 
head. The 6th section and the remoinder of the 
bill provides for the classification of the militia of the 
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United States, into three classes; the minor, to consist 
of those between eighteen and twenty-one years of age ; 
the junior, of those between twenty-one and thirty-one; 
and the senior, of those between thirty-one and forty- 
five, &c.] ` 

Mr. BunwELL moved to amend the bill by stri- 
king out the proviso of the 10th section, which 
authorizes substitutes, and supported his motion 
at some length. Mr. Wriaut opposed and Mr. 
McKim advocated the proposed amendment. 

The question on the amendment was lost, with- 
out a division. 

Mr. WirriAMs and Mr. Wriaat spoke in sup- 
port of the bill. 

Mr. Tattmange said, he was opposed to the 
principle and details of this bill, as he had been 
uniformly before to all bills of similar import and 
character. The first section of the bill on your 
table proposes to make an annual appropriation 
of $400,000, in addition to the standing annual 
appropriation of $200,000, for the purpose of pro- 
euring arms, &c., for the militia; and’ provision 
is made in the subsequent sections for dividing 
the whole body of the militia into three classes, 
to be denominated the minor, junior, and senior 
classes. The residue of the bill is calculated to 
carry those principles into effect. 

Mr. T. said he would agree with the chairman 
of the Military Committee, (Mr. WiuLIAMS,) as 
to the fundamental principles on which he de- 
fended the bill, viz: that the great body of our 
citizens, who form the militia of our country, 
ought to be armed; but he differed from him as 
to the mode of accomplishing the object. The 
law of May 8, 1792, under the Administration of 
General Washington, first organized the militia 
of the United States, by establishing an uniform 
system throughout the United States. By this 
law every citizen between the ages of eighteen 
and forty-five years, duly enrolled, was obliged 
to equip himself completely for the field, which 
arms were to be exempt from arrests, executions, 
&c. In obedience to this law, a considerable 
portion of the militia have armed and equipped 
themselves, and are at this day, in that respect, 
fit for any military duty. What is the argument 
for altering this law? Because another consid- 
erable portion of the militia have paid no atten- 
tion to the law, and have wholly neglected or 
omitted to arm themselves, therefore it must be 
altered or repealed. If this be ground sufficient 
to alter the law, then shall we have a precedent 
sufficiently broad to alter any law. 

But, say gentlemen, that class of our citizens 
who are enrolled in the militia, are those who 
are the laboring poor, and unable to arm and 
equip themselves. I inquire of you, Mr. Chair- 
man, whether this can be the case under the fair 
construction of our militia law? Is the rich, or 
the middle class of society more exempt than the 
poor? Has not the rich man sons and appren- 
tices to arm and accoutre for militia duty, as weli 
as the man who moves in the humbler walks of 
life? If this law, which has been in operation 
more than twenty years, and to which our militia 
systems (especially in the Northern States) have 


now become assimilated, should now be repealed, 
I beg leave to ask, what pledge or assurance have 
we that any other law will share a better fate? 

But, sir, although I can never consent to pun- 
ish those who fulfil the requisitions of a law, 
while, at the same time, we indirectly reward 
those who break it, or fail to comply with its 
provisions, if the fact ean be ascertained that 
the militia really desire this interference of the 
Legisiature to provide them with arms, I will 
even consent to draw upon the Treasury for this 
object. But here I take the liberty to remark, 
that the appropriation contained in the first sec- 
tion of this bill ought not to be made at this time 
for the following reason: On the 23d of April, 
1808, a law was enacted, purporting to be “an 
act making provision for arming and equipping 
the whole body of the militia of the United 
States,” by which it was declared that the annual 
sum of two hundred thousand dollars should be 
appropriated for the purpose of providing arms, 
&c., for the militia of the United States, either 
by purchase or manufacture. The President was 
also authorized to erect additional arsenals and 
manufactories, for the aforesaid purpose, as he 
might deem expedient. This law has been in 
operation nearly five years, and of course about 
one million of dollars has accrued to the fund for 
arming the militia. Ibeg gentlemen to give me 
their attention for a few moments while I ana- 
lyze the report of the Secretary of War, laid on. 
our tables on the 24th of December, at the call 
ofthis House. By this return we learn that the 
Secretary of War had drawn from the Treasury 
the sum of $483.000, of which he had paid over 
to contractors $99,792, leaving a balance unac- 
eounted for of $383,208. While the bill now 
under discussion laid on our tables, this return 
was called for, and after I saw how far the pur- 
chases of arms had fallen short of the money 
appropriated, I called on the Secretary of War, 
in company with my honorable friend who sits 
near me, (Mr. Reep,) and inquired why the 
whole appropriation had not been expended in 
the purchase of arms? To which he replied, that 
the money could not be usefully expended in the 
United States for the objects contemplated by 
the law. He assured me that it was a very diffi- 
cult thing to procure muskets of a good quality 
in quantities sufficient to absorb that appropria- 
tion, and, of course, that a further appropriation 
would be entirely useless. 

After this I called on the Secretary of the 
Treasury, who gave me the specific sums which 
had been paid to the Secretary of War on the 
aforesaid annual appropriation of $200,000, whieh 
amounted to $500,000, making a difference in the 
two statements of $17,000 against the Secretary 
of War. The Secretary of the Treasury further 
informed me, that, according to a standing law, 
there had been passed over to the credit of the 
sinking fund $100,000 of the aforesaid annual 
appropriation, because it had not been drawn for 
within the time limited by law; which proves 
most incontestably one of two things, either that 
the Executive Department has been guilty of 
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ross neglect in the non-execution of the law of 
April, 1808, or else that the money could not be 
judiciously expended. At all events, the fact 
stands confessed béfore the House, that even 
allowing that $500,000 have been expended in 
the execution of the law of April, 1808, there are 
now four hundred thousand dollars on hand— 
$100,000 being lost to this fund as before stated— 
ready to be expended in the purchase of arms. 
I inquire, then, in the present state of the Treas- 
ury, when loans are authorized to a great extent, 
unlimited. as to rate of interest or price of stocks, 
whether it can: be prudent to make the appropria- 
tion contemplated by the first section of this bill? 
I presume not. 

But gentlemen. say, as there was no appropria- 
tion in the law of 1808 to enable the President to 
establish, new factories, he was unable to enlarge 
the manufacture of arms. 

: To this I reply, that if the President had dis- 
covered this defect in the law, it might reasona- 
bly have been supposed that he would have laid 
the same before Congress. But the fact is, it was 
not contemplated to arm the militia from the fac- 
tories of the United States. These were the 
places where the troops of the United States were 
to. be supplied, and it was expected that the pur- 
chases of arms for the militia would have been 
on contracts with citizens; and, accordingly, you 
find that, in this way, the Secretary of War re- 
ports contracts to have been made. The great 
difficulty lies in the want of artists, who shall be 
capable of doing the -business in a workmanlike 
manner, An officer who lately went to one of 
our. publie armories (Springfield) to select some 
muskets for service, reported, on his return, that 
out of fifty or sixty thousand stands, principally 
made under the economical direction of General 
Dearborn, he could not select one thousand fit 
for use. If this be the case with arms that had 
been inspected, how can it be supposed that pri- 
vate factories can do much better? If fifteen or 
twenty thousand stand of arms can be manufac- 
tured yearly for the use of the militia, beyond 
what the public factories can deliver for the use 
of the troops and arsenals of the United States, 
I believe it will be as much as may be expected, 
and the appropriation under the law of 1808 will 
be adequate for this purpose. 

While I am upon this part of the subject, I 
take occasion further to remark, that, by the third 
section of the aforesaid law, it was made the 
bounden duty of the Executive to distribute the 
arms, &c., purchased or manufactured by virtue 
of that law, to the several States and Territories 
composing this Union, in proportion to their effec- 
tive militia, and for their use. The report of the 
Secretary of War, on that subject, now lying 
before me, informs us how this has been done. 
It is almost five years since that law was enacted, 
and yet many of the States have not received a 
single stand of arms procured under that law. 
Can gentlemen from the South and West expect 
us to aid them in passing these large annual ap- 
propriations, when we receive no part of the ben- 
efits designated by the law ? 


A ——————————— 


eee 


A recurrence to the report will.show where 
the arms have gone. J say, then, that the first 
section of this bill is worse than useless— . 

1. Because it. purports to be something, when 
it really is good for nothing. 

2. Beeause the fund under the law of April, 
1808, is now more than can be judiciously ex- 
pended—and 

3. Because I am unwilling to borrow. money 
at an extravagant rate of interest, to fill appro- 
priations not absolutely necessary. 

It was my intention, when I rose, to have re- 
marked only on the first section of this bill, which 
relates to the annual appropriation ; but, since I 
am up, I will make a few remarks on the other 
sections of the bill, which relate to classing the 
militia. I observe, then, that this principle in 
the bill, is in my judgment radically wrong, in- 
as much as it is founded on the detestable doctrine 
that the militia of our country are to be consid- 
ered as the army of the United States. I cannot 
too fully impress the sentiment upon this House 
and upon the nation, that the militia of this 
country, in a strictly military sense, are the ar- 
mies of the several States, and should never be 
under the control of the General Government, 
only when the exigencies provided for by the 
Constitution exist. Every new principle, there- 
fore, which is introduced into the militia code, 
should be examined withajealouseye. I inquire 
then, for what purpose this system of forming all 
the militia into three classes is introduced? The 
answer is at hand; itis to form them into a more 
disposable force for the purposes of the General 
Government; and although the term conscrip- 
tion is odious to every American, and quite of- 
fensive to the friends of-this bill, still I do say, 
that this principle of classing the militia partakes 
of that practice in a degree ; and is rendered ob- 
noxious on that account. Is this new system 
called for by the States ? whose troops, J again 
assert, are to be affected by it. Ianswer,no. Are 
those States solicitous for this innovation, who 
have formed and disciplined their militia in con- 
formity to the law of 1792? Most assuredly not. 
It must then be a proposition made in behalf of 
those who have never regarded our militia regu- 
lations, to affect those who have complied with 
the law, and are satisfied with its provisions. I 
cannot but consider the request as unreasonable 
in its nature, and dangerous in its consequences, 
and hope the House will not adopt it. 

I will not enlarge on this point, but do now 
move that the first section be stricken from the 
bill. 

Mr. WirLiaMS replied to Mr. TALLMADGE, and 
opposed the motion to strike out the first section. 

Mr. Srow followed in support of the bill, and 
in reply to Mr. TALLMADGE. 

Mr. Ery.—1I am decidedly friendly to the arm- 
ing the militia, but I have been of opinion, that 
it ought to be done as it has been done from the 
first settlement of our country—the course has 
always been to require every militiaman to be 
armed, and be the proprietor of his arms. But 
Congress have adopted another course. Now the 
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question is, how can the arms be procured? Not 
any more speedily by the appropriation in the 
present bill. We have already appropriations to 
a great amount, five or six hundred thousand 
dollars unexpended, and it is useless to make at 

resent further appropriations. When the act 
of 1808 was passed, making the appropriation of 
two hundred thousand dollars annually, I was of 
opinion, and then contended, that even that mea- 
sure would not materially promote the manufac- 
ture of arms in the United States, and I submit 
to this Committee that our experience has shown 
that I was correct. The reason is, that the reg- 
ular appropriation for arms and armories is as 
much money, or very nearly as much, as can be 
profitably expended on the manufactures of that 
article in our country. 

The Chairman of the Military Committee 
(Mr. D. R. WiLLIAMS) seems to suppose that the 
failure of the War Department to apply this an- 
nual fund for the purposes intended, is owing to 
neglect. or to a reluctance in the department to 
procure those arms for the militia. Iam by no 
means satisfied that any such idea is correct. 
There are but two ways in which arms can be 
obtained, by private contract—none can be im- 
ported in the present state of the world. When 
the United States commenced the manufacture 
of arms, which was under a law passed in 1794, 
the Presideut located three armories, one in Mas- 
sachusetts, one in Virginia, and one in South 
Carolina; two of these soon commenced their op- 
erations. "These establishments have been grad- 
vally progressing in their art, and extending their 
machinery and their works, as skilful artificers 
became instructed in the business, or could be ob- 
tained, until they produce annually, from twenty 
to twenty-five thousand stand of arms, and stiil 


we tind, frequently, suggestions from gentlemen, 


that the arms manufactured in these establish- 
ments, with all these advantages, are imperfect 
and unsafe, not fit to put into the hands of a sol- 
dier. This may be true of those produced in the 
infancy of the establishments, but I am not sen- 
sible that it is the case to any considerable extent. 
I believe the arms manufactured in the armo- 
ries have been, by far the greater part of them, 
good and safe. Butit must be acknowledged, 
that in these institutions, there have been some 
very unfortunate mistakes. Under the adminis- 
tration of tbe former Secretary, General Dear- 
born, there were manufactured ia one of them, 
near 15,000 muskets, with the bayonets soldered 
to the barrels. These arms, believed to be good 
in other respects, are considered, in their present 
form, to be good for nothing, and lie useless. 
Still it is believed that many of them might, by 
anew bayonet affixed to the barrel, in the com- 
mon form, be made good muskets. The great 
difficulty with these fixed bayonets is, that they 
are put on with solder that has not strength, they 
are easily broken off and lost. But why has not 
the Department gone on with their armory in 
South Carolina? To me the reason is obvious; 
itis because artificers of competent skill could 
not be found, unless, indeed, you call them from 


the other establishments already in operation, 
where they are more useful than they could be 
when removed. In the commencement of al- 
most every manufactory by a private individual, 
or by a State, inducements have been offered to 
the men employed in the public armories, to leave 
them and go to a different rank, and better pay, 
in these minor establishments. This was a fact 
which fell under my immediate notice in the com- 
mencement of the State's armory at Richmond. 
The difficulty has been, that skilful artifieers in 
this branch of business have been, and are still 
scarce. and to this is to be imputed the tardy 
progress in this manufacture, as well as the in- 
sufficiency of the arms produced. 

But the honorable Chairman of the Military 
Committee seems to suppose, that contracts for 
arms might have been made to any extent, and 
these safe for the Government, as the persons 
making them} would be under bonds. Ido not 
think so. [t has been found in the experience of 
the Department, that many of the arms procured 
by contraet, formerly, were very poor, and such 
as ought not to have been received ; that those 
now contracted for will be, I know not. But 
what is the course pursued by the War Depart- 
ment at present? They advertise that they are 
authorized to contract for arms, and are ready to 
receive proposals, and yet a mere pittance of 
your annual appropriation is expended. Do you 
wish your Secretary to make contracts, unless he 
has good reason to believe that the persons who 
offer, are competent, and can fulfilthem ? I trust 
not; the United States have already suffered 
enough by this procedure. .I have been informed, 
by the late Secretary of War, that contracts were 
made by his predecessor, with persons at or near 
Lancaster, in Pennsylvania, for rifles, where the 
manufacture in that branch is considered more 
perfect than in any other part of the Union. 
'That on these contracts, near two thousand rifles 
were inspected, received and paid for, and this 
by inspectors highly recommended ; that on com- 
plaint being made, he ordered a re-inspection by 
a skilful artist, in that branch of business, by 
whose report, which I saw, not one rifle of the 
whole number was found to be fit for use, or good 
for anything. Would the honorable Chairman 
of the Military Committee wish the publie 
money to be expended in this way? I presume 
not. Isay that, for all safe contracts that can be 
made, the former appropriations are sufficient—I 
am therefore for striking the appropriation from 
the bill. 

After considerable discussion between Messrs. 
WiLLIAMS, and Wrieur, in favor of the bill, and 
Mr. Tautmanee against it, the question on Mr. 
TALLMADGE’s motion to strike out the first sec- 
tion was taken and lost. 

The Committee then rose and reported the bill 
to the House without amendment. 


Famay. January 29. 


A new member, to wit: from New York, 
Tuomas P. Grosvenor, elected to supply the 
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vacancy occasioned by the resignation of Robert 
Le Roy Livingston, appeared, produced ‘his cre- 
dentials, was qualified, and took his seat.- 

Mr. Cueves; from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, presented a bill directing the Secre- 
tary of the "Treasury to remit certain fines, pen- 
alties, and forfeitures, therein mentioned; which 
was read twice, and committed to a Committee 
of the Whole on Monday next. 

Mr. Hempsreap, from the committee to whom 
were referred.the petition of Daniel Boone, and 
the fesolutions of the Legislature of Kentucky in 
his behalf, madea report; which was read twice, 
and committed to a Coinmittee of the Whole on 
Monday next. . 

. A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed a bill * to revive and 
continue in force ‘An act declaring the consent 


of Congress to an act of the State of Georgia, | 


assed the twelfth day of December, 1804, estab- 
ishing the fees of the harbor-master and health 
officer of the ports of Savannah, and St. Mary’s;” 
in which they desire the concurrence of this 
House. 

An engrossed bill for the relief of Royal Con- 
verse was read the third time, and passed. 

The bill from the Senate “to revive and con- 

tinue in force ‘An act declaring the consent of 
Congress to an act of the State of Georgia, passed 
the twelfth day of December, 1804, establishing 
thé fees of the harbor-master and health officer 
of the ports of Savannah and St. Mary's, was read 
twice and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole on Monday next. 
. Mr. Poinpexter reported a bill authorizing the 
appointment of additional officers (a marshal and 
attorney) in the several Territories of the United 
States, which was twice read and committed. 

On motion of Mr. Bassgrt, the House resolved 
itself into a Committee of the Whole, on the bill 
making remuneration to the officers and crew of 
the Constitution frigate for the capture and ne- 
cessary destruction of the British frigate Guer- 
riere. 

The sum to be apppropriated was fixed, on mo- 
tion of Mr. Basser, at $50,000. 

The Committee then reported the bill, and the 
House having agreed to the appropriation, the 
bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 


ing. 

The bill for the relief of the Bible Society of 
Philadelphia, went through a Committee of the 
Whole, was ordered to a third reading, 48 to 26, 
and forthwith read a third time and passed. 


TERRITORY OF MISSOURI. 


Mr. McKee, from the select committee which 
was directed to inquire into the propriety of 
amending the act for the government of the Mis- 
souri Territory, reported against any amend- 
ment. The report is as follows: 

That they have had the subject to them referred un- 
der their consideration, and have examined the act 
above recited. The principal difficulty suggested to 
the committce, occurring in the execution of the law, 
appears to relate to the election of a delegate to rep- 
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resent the interest of the Territory in the Congress of 
the United States. By the first clause of the 6th sec- 
tion of the act it is provided * that the House of Rep- 
resentatives shall be composed of members elected eve- 
ry second year, by the people of the said T'erritory, to 
serve for two years. By the 13th section of the said 
act it is also provided “that the citizens of the said 
Territory entitled to vote for Representatives to the 
General Assembly thereof, shall, at the time of electing 
their Representatives to the said General Assembly, 
also elect one delegate from the said Territory to the 
Congress of the United States. It also appears that 
an election was held in pursuance of the act on the 
second Monday of November last, when a delegato 
was elected. It appears that doubts have been enter- 
tained whether the delegate thus elected can legally 
hold his seat. after the 3d day of March next, and an 
alteration in the law has been suggested as necessary. 
to obviate the difficulty. It'seems to the committee 
that the first clause of the 6th section, and the 13th 
section of the act, taken together, leaves no room for 
doubt, but evidently fixes the period for which the del- 
egate may hold his seat at two years from the second 
Monday of November last; and it follows, as a neces- 
sary consequence, that the delegate elected in pursu- 
ance of the law, and for the term of two years, cannot 
be deprived of his right to a seat by any subsequent 
law. 

It also appears to the committce that the Territorial 
Legislature are furnished, by the 7th section of the act, 
with competent power to change the time of holding 
elections so as to obviate any difficulty that may occur 
in the subsequent elections of a delegate. 

The Committee, therefore, recommend the following 
resolution : 

Resolved, That the act entitled “An act providing 
for the government of the Territory of Missouri,” re- 
quires no amendment. 


By Benjamin Howard, Governor of the Territory of 
Louisiana, Commander-in-Chief of the Militia 
thercof, and Superintendent of Indian Affairs, in 
and over the same : 

A PROCLAMATION. 


In discharge of those duties enjoined on the Gov- 
ernor of this Territory by an act of the Congress of 
the United States of America, approved the 4th of 
June, 1812, entitled “An act providing for the govern- 
ment of the Territory of Missouri," I have made the 
following arrangements, preparatory to the new organ- 
ization of Government to be instituted by the said act, 
and which will commence its operation on the first 
Monday in December next: that is to say: 

I have divided the future Territory of Missouri into 
five counties, excluding from the civil jurisdiction of 
each of said counties any tract or tracts of country 
which may fall within their respective general limits, 
as hereinafter set forth, the Indian title to which may 
not have been extinguished. 

That portion of territory situated north of the Mis- 
souri river, and usually known by the name of the 
Forks, as lying between that river and the river Mias- 
sissippi, shall compose one county, and be called the 
county of St. Charles. 

That portion of territory bounded by the Missouri 
river on the north; by the Mississippi on the east; on 
the south by the Platin creek, from its mouth to its 
source; thence by a west line to the Missouri river, or 
to the western boundary of the Osage purchase ; and 
on the west, by the said western boundary of the Os- 


931. HISTORY OF 


H. or R. 


Foreign Relations. 


CONGRESS. 932 


January, 1813. 


age purchase, shall compose one other county, and be 
called the county of St. Louis. f 
That portion of territory bounded by the county of 
St. Louis on the north; on the east by the Mississippi; 
on the south by Apple creek, from its mouth to its 
source; thence by a due west line to the western boun- 
dary of the Osage purchase; and on the west, by the 
said western boundary of the Osage purchase, shall | 
compose one other county, and be called the county of 
St. Genevieve. 
That portion of territory bounded on the north by 
. the south limit of tbe county of St. Genevieve; east 
by the Mississippi; west by the western boundary of 
the Osage purchase; and south by that line which 
formerly separated the commanders of Cape Girardeau 
and New Madrid, and known more recently as the 
boundary between those two districts, shall compose 
one other county, and be called the county of Cape: 
Girardeau. 


That portion of territory bounded north by the south 
limit of the county of Cape Girardeau; east by the 
Mississippi; south by the 33d degree of north latitude, 
(the southern boundary of this Territory as settled by 
actof Congress;) west by the western boundary of the 
Osage purchase; and from the southern extremity 
thereof to the 33d degree of north latitude aforesaid, 
shall compose one other county, and be called the 
eounty of New Madrid. 

And I do hereby make known and declare that elec- 
tions of Representatives, to serve in the General As- 
sembly of the future Territory of Missouri, shall be 
holden throughout the Territory, on the second Mon- 
day of November next, at the respective seats of jus- 
tice of the present districts, which are hereby declared 
to be the seats of justice for the several future counties 
respectively, except that the town of New Madrid shall 
be the seat of justice of the future county of New 
Madrid, which said future county will comprehend the 
present districts of New Madrid and Arkansas; to wit: 
at the town of St. Charles for the future county of St. 
Charles, at which time and place there will be chosen 
for the said county two Representatives. At the town 
of St. Louis for the future county of St. Louis, at 
which time and place there will be chosen four Repre- 
sentatives. At the town of St. Genevieve for the fu- 
ture county of St. Genevieve, at which time and place 
there will be chosen for the said county three Repre- 
sentatives. At the town of Cape Girardeau for the 
future county of Cape Girardeau, at which time and 
place there will be chosen for the said county two Rep- 
sentatives. And at the town of New Madrid, for the 
future county of New Madrid, at which time and place 
there will be chosen for the said county two Repre- 
sentatives. 


And I do, moreover, make known and declare that, 
on the said second Monday of November next, an elec- 
tion will also be holden, at the several seats of justice 
aforesaid, for a Territorial delegate to the Congress of 
the United States. And I do enjoin and require that 
these elections be holden by the sheriffs of the present 
districts, or in their absence, or inability to act, by the 
coroners respectively; that the said sheriffs or coroners 
shall take the polls of those qualified to vote; that the 
clerks of the courts of the present districts, or their de- 
puties, shall respectively write down the names of the 
voters in a fair and legible manner, and that the presi- 
ding judges of the courts of the present districts respec- 
tively, or in case of absence, or inability to act, the 
next in commission shall attend, and be judges of the 


qualification of the voters; that the said elections shall 
be opened at the respective seats of justice aforesaid, 
at or before 9 o’clock in the morning of the said second 
Monday of November, and close at sunset of that day. 

And the sheriffs or coroners respectively, after hav- 
ing caused the proces-verbal of said polls to be signed 
by the clerks or their deputies, who may have respec- 
tively committed the same to writing, and counter- 
signed by the judges respectively who may have attend- 
ed the elections, will themselves certify the same, ex- 
plicitly stating, at large, the names of the persons elect- 
ed as Representatives, and the name of the person 
having the greatest number of votes as a delegate to 
Congress, and make immediate return thereof to the 
Governor of the Territory. : 

And I do, lastly, enjoin and require, that the Rep- 
resentatives of the several future counties, so as afore- 
said to be elected, do convene in the town of St. Louis 
on the first Monday in December next, as provided by 
the act of Congress aforesaid. 

In testimony, .whereof, I have caused the seal of the 
Territory of Louisiana to be hereunto affixed. Given 
under my hand, at the town of St. Louis, the first day 
of October, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight 
hundred and twelve, and of the independence of the 
United States of America the thirty-seventh. i 

BENJAMIN A. HOWARD. 


For the information of the people who are called on 
to decide the right of suffrage by the Governor's pro- 


-clamation, we have inserted below that part of the law 


which defines the qualification as well of the Represen- 
tative as of the voter. 

“ No person shall be eligible or qualified to be a Rep- 
resentative, who shall not have attained to the age of 
twenty-one years, and who shall not have resided in 
the Territory one year next preceding the day of elec- 
tion, and who shall not be a freeholder within the 
county in which he may be elected; and no person 
holding an office under the United States, or an office 
of profit under the Territory, shall be a Representative. 
In case of vacancy, by death, resignation, or removal or 
otherwise of a Representative, the Governor shall issue 
a writ to the county wherever a vacancy may be as 
aforesaid, to elect another person to serve the residue 
ofthe term. "That all free white male citizens of the 
United States above the age of twenty-one years, who 
have resided in said Territory twelve months next pre- 
ceding an election, and who shall bave paid a territo 
rial or county tax, assessed at least six months previous 
thereto, shall be entitled to vote for Representatives to 
the General Assembly of said Territory." i 


The report was ordered to lie on the table. 


FOREIGN RELATIONS. 


Mr. Gronpy, from the Committee of Foreign 
Relations, made the following report: 


The committee to whom was referred so much of 
the President’s Message of the 4th day of November 
last, as relates to our Foreign Affairs, report: 


That in presenting to the House at this time a view 
of our relations with Great Britain, it is deemed un- 
necessary to recite the causes which produced the 
war. The wrongs which the United States had re- 
ceived from that Power, for a long series of years, had 
already been laid before the public, and need not 
again be enumerated; they were too deeply felt to 
have been forgotten, although they may be. forgiven 
by the American people. The United States having en- 


933 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


934 


January, 1813. 


Foreign Relations. 


H. or R. 


gaged in the war for the sole purpose-of vindicating 


their rights and honor, that motive alone should ani-- 


mate them to-its close. It becomes a free and virtu- 
-ous people to give an useful example to the world. It 
is the duty of a representative Government to render 
a faithful account-of its conduct to its constituents. A 
just sensibility to great and unprovoked wrongs and 
indignities will justify an appeal to arms; an honora- 
ble reparation should restore the blessings of peace; 
every step which they take should be.guided by a sa- 
«red regard to principle. 

To form a correct estimate of the duties which the 
United States have to perform, it is necessary to take 
& view of the communications which have passed be- 
tween ‘the Executive of the United States and the 
British Government since the declaration of war. 
Such a view, the committee is persuaded, will show 
distinctly the existing ground of controversy between 
the two. nations, and the indispensable obligation on 
the United States to maintain it. 

Your committee has seen with much satisfaction, 
that, at the moment of the declaration of war, the at- 
tention of the Executive was engaged in an effort to 
bring it to a speedy and honorable termination. As 
early as the twenty-sixth of June last, the Chargé 
d'Affaires of the United States at London was in- 
structed to propose to the British Government an ar- 
mistice, to take immediate effect, on conditions which 
it is believed the impartial world will consider safe, 
honorable, and advantageous to Great Britain. They 
were few in number, and limited to positive wrongs 
daily practised. That.the Orders in Council should 
be repealed, and that our flag should protect our sea- 
men, were the only indispensable conditions insisted 
on. Other wrongs, however great, were postponed 
for amicable negotiation. As an inducement to the 
British Government to forbear these wrongs, it was 
proposed to repeal the non-importation law, and to 
prohibit the employment of British seamen in the 
public and private vessels of the United States; par- 
ticular care was taken that these propositions should 
be made in a form as conciliatory as they were amica- 
ble in substance. 

. Your committee cannot avoid expressing its aston- 
ishment at the manner in which they were received. 
It was not sufficient to reject the proposed armistice; 
terme of peculiar reproach and insult were adopted to 
make the rejection offensive. 

It happened, that almost on the same day in which 
the United States, after having been worn out with 
accumulated wrongs, had resorted to the last and only 
remaining honorable. alternative in support of their 
rights, the British Government had repealed, condi- 
tionally, its Orders in Council. That measure was 
unexpected, because every application for it had failed, 
although repeated to the very moment it was decided 
on. Conditional as the repeal was, it was admitted to 
have removed a great obstacle to accommodation. 

The other only remained: the practice of impress- 
ment. It was proposed to the British Government to 
open an amicable negotiation to provide a substitute to 
it, which should be considered an ample equivalent. 
The substitute proposed was defined, and of a char- 
acter so comprehensive as to have removed, as was 
presumed, every possible objection to an accommoda- 
tion. The proposition before made to exclude British 
seamen from our service was enlarged, so as to com- 
prehend all native British subjects not already natu- 
ralized, or entitled to naturalization, under the laws of 
the United States; this was likewise rejected. 


Your committee have sought with anxiety some 
proof of a disposition in the British Government to 
accommodate on any fair condition the important dif- 
ference between the two nations relative to impress- 
ment, but they have sought in vain; none is to be 
found either in the communications of the British 
Minister to the American Chargé d’Affaires at Lon- 
don, or in those of the Commander of the British 
naval forces at Halifax made by order of his Govern- 
ment to the Department of State. They have seen 
with regret, that although Lord Castlereagh professed 
a willingness in his Government to receive and dis- 
cuss amicably any proposition having in view either to 
check abuse in the practice of impressment, or to pro- 
vide a substitute to it, he not only declined entering 
into a negotiation for the purpose, but diseountenanced 
the expectation that any substitute could be proposed 
which his Government would accept. It merits notice, 
also, though it ceased to be a cause of surprise that, 
in the communication of Admiral Warren to the De- 
partment of State, the subject of impressment was 
not even alluded to. 

Had the Executive consented to an armistice on the 
repeal of the Orders in Council, without a satisfactory 
provision against impressmient, or a clear and distinct 
understanding with the British Government to that 
effect, in some mode entitled to confidence, your com- 
mittee would not have hesitated to disapprove it. 

The impressment of our seamen being deservedly 
considered a principal cause of the war, the war 
ought to be prosecuted until that cause was removed. 
To appeal to arms in defence of a right, and to lay 
them down without securing it, or a satisfactory evi- 
dence of a good disposition in the opposite party to 
secure it, would be considered in no other light than a 
relinquishment of it. To attempt to negotiate after- 
wards for the security of such right, in the expecta- 
tion that any ofthe arguments which have been urged 
before the declaration of war and been rejected, would 
have more weight, after that experiment had been 
made in vain, would be an aet of folly which would 
not fail to expose us to the scorn and derision of tho 
British nation, and of the world. 

On a full view, therefore, of the conduct of the Ex- 
ecutive in its transactions with the British Govern- 
ment since the declaration of war, the committee con- 
sider it their duty to express their entire approbation 
of it. "They perceive in it a firm resolution to support 
the rights and honor of their country, with a sincere 
and commendable disposition to promote peace, om 
such just and honorable conditions as the United 
States may with safety accept. 

It remains, therefore, for the United States to tako 
their final attitude with Great Britain, and to main- 
tain it with consistency, and with unshaken firmness 
and constancy. 

The manner in which the friendly advances and 
liberal propositions of the. Executive have been re- 
ceived by the British Government has, in a great mea- 
sure, extinguished the hope of amicable accommoda- 
tion. It is, however, possible that the British Govern- 
ment, after instructing Admiral Warren to communi- 
cate to the Department of State the repeal of the Or- 
ders in Council, may have declined the arrangement 
proposed by Mr. Russell, in the expectation that that 
measure would have been satisfactory to the United 
States. Be this as it may, your committee consider it 
the duty of this House to explain to its constituents 
the remaining cause of controversy, the precise nature 
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of that cause, and the high obligation which it im- 
poses. 

From what has been stated, it appears that however 
great the sensibility to other wrongs, the impressment 
of our seamen was that alone which prevented an ar- 
mistice, and in all probability an accommodation. 
Had that great interest been arranged in a satisfactory 
manner, the President was willing to rely on the in- 
trinsic justice of other claims, and the amicable spirit 
in which the negotiation would. have been entered 
into, for satisfaction in their. favor. Great Britain 
claims a right to impress her own seamen, and to ex- 
ercise it in American vessels. In the practice British 
cruisers impress American citizens, and from the na- 
ture of things, it is impossible that that abuse should 
not be carried to a great extent. A subaltern or any 
other officer of the British navy ought not to be the 
arbiter in such acase. The liberty and lives of Amer- 
ican citizens ought not to depend on the will of such 
a party. 

The British Government has insisted that every 

American citizen should carry with him the evidence 
of his citizenship, and that all those not possessed of it 
might be impressed. . This criterion, if not otherwise 
objectionable, would be so, as the document might be 
lost, destroyed, or taken from the party to whom it 
was granted, nor might it in all cases be entitled to 
respect, as it might be counterfeited, transferred, or 
granted to improper persons. But this rule is liable to 
other and much stronger objections. On what princi- 
ple does the British Government claim of the United 
States so great and shameful a degradation? Ought 
the free citizens of an independent Power to carry 
with them on the main ocean, and in their own ves- 
sels, the evidence of their freedom? And are all to 
be considered British subjects, and liable to impress- 
ment, who do not bear with them the badge? Isit 
not more consistent with every idea both of public as 
well as of private right, that the party setting up a 
claim to any interest, whether it be to persons or prop- 
erty, should prove his right? What would be the 
conduct of Great Britain under similar circumstances 1 
Would she permit the public ship of any other Power, 
disregarding the rights of their flag, to enter on board 
her merchant vessels, take from them such part of 
their crews as the boarding-officer thought fit, often 
her own subjects, exposing by means thereof their 
vessels to destruction? Would she suffer such an 
usurpation to derive any sanction from her patient for- 
bearance ? 

With the British claim to impress British seamen, 
the United States have no right to interfere, provided 
it be in British vessels, or in any other than those of 
the United States. That American citizens should be 
exempted from its operation, is all that they demand. 
Experience has shown that this cannot be secured 
otherwise than by the vessels in which they sail. Take 
from American citizens this barrier, which ought to be 
held sacred, and there is nothing to protect them 
against the rapacious grasp of the British navy. This, 
then, is the extent of the demand of tbe United States, 
a demand so just in itself, so consistent and insepara- 
ble from their rights as an independent nation, that it 
has been a cause of astonishment that it should ever 
have been called in question. The foundation of the 
British claim is, that British seamen find employment 
in the service of the United States; this is represented 
as an evil affecting essentially the great interests of 
the British nation, This complaint would have more 


weight if sanctioned by the British example. It is 
known on the contrary that it is in direct repugnance 
to it. Great Britain does not scruple to receive into 
her service all who enter it voluntarily. If she con- 
fined herself within that limit, the present controversy 
would not exist. Heretofore the subjects of even the 
most despotic Powers. have been left at liberty to pur- 
sue their own happiness by honest industry, wherever 
their inclination led them. The British Government 
refuses to its seamen that privilege. Let not this, 
then, be a ground of controversy with that nation. 
Let it be distinctly understood, that in case. an ar- 
rangement should be made between the two nations, 
whereby each should exclude from its service the citi- 
zens and subjects of the other, on the principles and 
conditions above stated, that this House will be pre- 
pared, so far as depends on it, to give it effect, and 
for that purpose to enact laws, with such regulations 
and penalties as will be adequate. With this pledge, 
itis not perceived on what ground the British Gov- 
ernment can persist in its claim. If British seamen 
are excluded from the service of the United States, as 
may be effectually done, the foundation of the claim 
must cease. When it is known that not one British 
seaman could be found on board American vessels, it 
would be absurd to urge that fact as a motive for such 
impressment. 

In declaring a willingness to give effect to the pro- 
posed arrangement, your committee consider it equally 
the duty of the House to declare, in terms the most 
decisive, that should the British Government still de- 
cline it, and persevere in the practice of impressment 
from American vessels, the United States will never 
acquiesce in that practice, but will resist it unceasingly 
with all their force. It is not necessary now to inquire 
what the course would have been with respect to im- 
pressment, in case the Orders in Council had, been 
repealed before the declaration of war—or how long 
the practice of impressment would have been borne, in 
the hope that that repeal would have been followed by 
a satisfactory arrangement with respect to impressment. 

War having been declared, and the case of impress- 
ment being necessarily included as one of the most 
important causes, it is evident that it must be provided 
for in the pacification. The omission of it in a treaty 
of peace, would not leave it on its former ground ; it 
would in effect be an absolute relinquishment, an idea 
at which the feelings of every American must revolt. 
The seamen of the United States have a claim on their 
country for protection, and they must be protected. If 
a single ship is taken at sea, and the property of an 
American citizen arrested from him unjustly, it rouses 
the indignation of the country. How much more 
deeply then ought we to be excited, wheri we behold 
so many of this gallant and highly meritorious class of 
our fellow-citizens snatched from the bosoms of their 
families and of their country, and carried into a cruel 
and afflicting bondage! It is an evil which ought not, 
which cannot belong tolerated. Without dwelling on 
the sufferings of the victims, or on that wide scene of 
distress which it sprcads among their relatives through 
the country, the practice is in itself in the highest de- 
gree degrading to the United States asa nation. It is 
incompatible with their sovereignty—it is subversive 
of the main pillars of their independence. The for- 
bearance of the United States under it has been mis- 
taken for pusillanimity. 

The British pretension was maturing fast into a 
tight. Had resistance been longer delayed, it might 
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against it, in a tone which bespoke the growing indig- 
nation of the country. `. Their remonstrances produced 


no effect. It was worthy the illustrious leader of our 


armies, when called by the voice of his country to the 
head of the Government, to pause, rather than recom- 
mend to his fellow-citizens a new war, before they had 
recovered from the calamities of the late one. It was 
worthy ‘his immediate successors to follow his exam- 
ple. In peace, our free system of Goverament would 
gain strength, and our happy Union become consoli- 
dated. But at the last session, the period had arrived 
when forbearance could be no longer justified. It was 
the duty of Congress to take up this subject in con- 
nexion with the other great wrongs of which they 
complained, and to seek redress in the only mode 
which became the Representatives of a free people. 
They have done so by appealing to arms, and that ap- 
peal will be supported by their constituents. 

Your committee are aware that an interesting crisis 
has arrived in the United States, but they have no 
painful apprehension of its consequences. The course 
before them is direct. It is pointed out equally by a 
regard to the honor, the rights, and the interests of the 
nation. If we pursue it with firmness and vigor, re- 
lying on the aid of Heaven, our success is inevitable. 
Our resources are abundant ; the people are brave and 
virtuous, and their spirit unbroken. The gallantry 
of our infant Navy bespeaks our growing greatness 
on that element, and that of our troops when led to 
action inspires full confidence of what may be expected 
from them when their organization is complete. Our 
Union is always most strong when menaced by foreign 
danger. The people of America are never so much 
one family as when their liberties are invaded. 


The report concludes by recommending the 
passage of the following bill : 
A bill for the regulation of the seamen on board the 
public vessels and in the merchant service of the 
United States. 


Be it enacted, &c., That, from and after the termi- 
nation by a treaty of peace of the war in which the 
United States are now engaged with Great Britain, it 
shall not be lawful to employ as seamen or otherwise, 
on board of any public vessel of the United States, or 
of any vessel owned by citizens of the United States, 
or sailing under their flag, any person or persons, ex- 
cept natural born citizens of the United States, or cit- 
izens of the United States at the time of such treaty 
being made and concluded, or persons who, being 
resident within the United States at the time of such 
treaty, and having previously declared, agreeably to 
existing laws, their intention to become citizens of the 
United States, shall be admitted as such within five 
years thereafter, in the manner prescribed by law. 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That, from and 
after the time as aforesaid, when this act shall take 
effect, it shall not be lawful to employ as seamen or 
otherwise, as aforesaid, except as is by this act except- 
ed, any person or persons not natural born citizens of 
the United States, unless such person or persons shall 
produce to the commander of the public vessel, or to 
the collector of the customs of the district to which 
the private vessel belongs, the certificate of his or their 
having been naturalized. The President of the Uni- 
ted States is hereby authorized, from time to time, to 
make such other regulations, and to give such other 
directions to the several commanders of public vessels, 
and to the several collectors, as may be proper and ne- 
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cessary respecting the’ requisite proofs of nativity or 
citizenship to be exhibited tothe commander or collec- 
tors aforesaid. And no person shall be admitted ‘or 
employed as seamen or otherwise, as aforesaid, on 
board of any vessel owned by citizens of the United 
States, or sailing under their flag, unless his name 
shall have been entered in a list of the crew approved 
and certified by the collector for the district to which 
the vessel belongs, 


Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That, from and 
after the time as aforesaid, when this act shall take 
effect, no seamen or other seafaring man not being a 
citizen of the United States, shall be admitted or re- 
ceived as a passenger on board any public vessel of 
the United States, or of any private vessel owned by 
citizens of the United States, or sailing under their 
flag, without a passport from the proper officers of the 
country of which such seaman or seafaring man may 
be subject or citizen. 

Sec. 4, And be it further enactéd, That, from and 
after the time as aforesaid, when this act shall take 
effect, the consuls or commercial agents of any nation 
at peace with the United States shall be admitted, 
under such regulations as may be prescribed by the 
President of the United States, to state their objec- 
tions to the proper commander or collector as afore- 
said, against the employment of any seaman or sea- 
faring man on board of any public or private vessel of 
the United States, on account of his being a native 
subject or citizen of such nation, and not embraced 
within the description of persons who may thus be 
lawfully employed, according to the provisons of this 
act; and the said consuls or commercial agents shall 
also be admitted under the said regulations, to be pre- 
sent at the time when the proofs of the nativity or 
citizenship of the persons against whom such objec- 
tions may have been made, shall be investigated by 
such commander or collector. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That, if any 
commander of a public vessel of the United States 
shall employ or permit to be employed, or shall admit 
or receive, or permit to be admitted or received on 
board his vessel, any person whose employment or 
admission is prohibited by the provisions of this act, 
he shall, on conviction thereof, forfeit and pay the 
sum of one thousand dollars for each person thus un- 
lawfully employed, or admitted on board such vessel. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That, if any 
person shall, contrary to the provisions of this act, be 
employed as a seaman or otherwise, or be received as 
a passenger on board of any vessel owned by citizens 
of the United States, or sailing under their flag, the 
master or commander, and the owner or owners of 
such vessel, shall each, respectively, forfeit and pay 
five hundred dollars for each person thus unlaw- 
fully employed in any one voyage; which sum or 
sums shall be recovered, even although such seaman 
or person might have been admitted and entered in 
the certified list of the crew aforesaid, by the collector 
for the district to which the vessel may belong; and 
all penalties and forfeitures arising under or incurred 
by virtue of this act, may be sued for, prosecuted, and 
recovered, with costs of suits, by action of debt, in the 
name of the United States, or by indictment or in- 
formation in any court having competent jurisdiction 
to try the same, and shall accrue and be one moiety 
thereof to the use of the informer, and the other 
moiety thereof to the use of the United States, except 
where the prosecution shall be first instituted on be- 
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half of the United States, in which case the whole 
shall be to their use; and may be examined, mitigated, 
or remitted in like manner, and under the like condi- 
tions, regulations, and restrictions, as are prescribed, 
authorized, and directed by the act, entitled “An act 
io provide for mitigating or remitting the forfeitures, 
penalties, and disabilities, accruing in certain cases 
therein mentioned," passed the third day of March, 
one thousand seven hundred and ninety-seven, and 
made perpetual by an act passed the eleventh day of 
February, one thousand eight hundred. 

Sxc. 7. And be tt further enacted, That nothing 
in this act contained shall be construed to forbid any 
commander or master of a public or private vessel of 
the United States, whilst in a foreign port or place, 
from supplying any deficiency of seamen on board 
such vessel by employing subjects of such foreign 
country, with the permission of the Government 
thereof. : - 

Sxzc. 8. And beit further enacted, That the pro- 
visions of this act-shal] have no effect or operation with 
respect to the employment, as seamen, of the subjects 
or citizens of any foreign nation, which shall not have 
forbidden on board her public and private vessels the 
employment, as seamen or otherwise, of native citizens 
of the United States; or who shall permit the com- 
manders of her public vessels to impress or take away 
from on board any vessel, sailing under the flag of 
the United States, any seaman or any other person, 
not being a soldier, or otherwise, in the employment 
of an enemy of such nation. 

Src. 9. And beit further enacted, That nothing in 
this act contained shall be so construed as to prevent 
any arrangement between the United States and any 
foreign nation, which may take place under any treaty 
or convention, made and ratified in the manner pre- 
scribed by the Constitution of the United States, and 
by which the reciprocal employment, as seamen, of 
citizens or subjects of the two countries, may, in the 
instances and manner provided by such treaty or con- 
vention, be permitted. 

Src. 10. And be it further enacted, That no per- 
son, who shall arrive in the United States, from and 
after the time when this act shall take effect, shall be 
admitted to become a citizen of the United States, 
who shall not, for the continued term of five years 
next preceding his admission as aforesaid, have re- 
sided within the United States, without being, at any 
time, during the said five years, out of the territory of 
the said States. 


The bill was twice read and referred. 


Mr. Grunpy moved that the bill be made the 
order of the day for Monday. 


Mr. Seyzert said, the time mentioned by the 
gentleman from Tennessee was too short to al- 
low members, who, for the first time, at this mo- 
ment were allowed a knowledge of the provisions 
of the bill—the principle seemed one of too much 
importance to be hastily acted on. It concerns, 
said he, not only this nation, but all civilized man- 
kind. The principles of the report of this day 
Were so much at war with those reported by the 
same committee at the last session, that it was 
impossible for him to reconcile them—time was 
necessary to understand this subject. Mr. S. 
said, this was the first report we have received 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations du- 
ring the present session. They probably were 


maturing their schemes for more than two months.. 
Is it fair to expect that the members of this 
Housecould be prepared toact on them definitively 
in the course of two days? He doubted the con- 
stitutionality of the measure; to him it seemed 
the very error of the moon. He must again and 
again consult his pillow, before he could ‘be 
brought to vote in favor of the passage of the bill. 
Perhaps he might consider it a duty to offer some 
remarks, whether or not. Wednesday wasa short 
time to ask of the House. He moved to consider 
it on that day. 

Mr. Grunpy said it was not his intention at this 
time to defend the bill, or to make any observa- 
tions in reply to the remarks and insinuations 
thrown out against the committee, of which he 
had the honor to be one. When the subject 
should come before the House, he would put him- 
self on this House and the country for the cor- 
rectness of that report and of the bill. Whatever 
others might say, he would support a measure 
which he believed essential to the interests of the 
country. He wished the gentleman had reflect- 
ed a little before he ventured, without knowing 
anything at all of the subject, to denounce the 
bill reported by the committee. On this subject, 
Mr. G. said, he felt no disposition to accommo- 
date gentlemen who, without having examined; 
were prepared to condemn the bill The com- 
mittee which reported the bill, he assured the 
gentleman and the House, were not to be intimi- 
cated from supporting it; they were willing to 
stake themselves on the consequences which 
would grow out of the bill. Mr. G. concluded by 
expressing his anxiety that this bill, on which he 
conceived so much to depend, should come be- 
fore the House at an early day. 

Mr. SevnEnT in reply said, he was willing to. 
give the necessary despatch ; he was not unreason- 
able in his request; the printing cannot be done 
intime. As to his understanding the subject, 
the gentlemen from "Tennessee was out of place 
in his remarks; he said when he was up before, 
that he did not understand how to reconcile the 
present report with that of thelast session; he 
feared he saw too plainly the tendeney of the 
measure now proposed, and he concluded by per- 
sisting in his motion. 

Mr. Wricur spoke warmly in favor of a post- 
ponement of the question to Wednesday. He 
wished, as the committee had taken since the 
4th of November, to make up their report, they 
would at least give the House three days to con- 
sider. 

Mr. Gnunpy having withdrawn his opposition 
to the postponement of the bill to Wednesday, it 
was made the order of the day for that day. 

Mr. GorssoRoucn moved to refer the report to 
the same committee, that, being a statement on 
which the bill was predicated, it might proceed 
pari passu with the bill, and receive a like exami- 
nation. 

Mr. Grunpy moved that it lie on the table, as. 
it merely embraced the reasoning of the commit- 
tee which had led to the conclusions they had re- 
ported, 
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The report was ordered to lie on the table. and 

five thousand copies were ordered to be-printed. 
PLASTER OF PARIS. 

Mr. Kent offered for. consideration the follow- 
ing resolution; observing, that as it merely pro- 
posed an inquiry, he did not expect it would meet 
with any objection: à 

“ Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of remit- 
ting the penalties of the non-importation law, in favor of 
all importations of plaster of Paris, which may be made, 
whether in neutral or Ámerican vessels. 


Mr. Baxer spoke in favor of the resolution at 
considerable length. 

Mr. BrackrEpoE, Mr. Rua, and Mr. McKim, 
opposed the resolution, as aiming a blow at the 
non-importation aet, which they were disposed 
religously to enforre. l 

Mr. Kenr defended his proposition, as merely 
for an inquiry on a subject very interesting to 
the agricultural interest in some parts of the 
country. ` 

The resolution was eventually rejected. For 
the motion 51, against it 56, as follows: 


Yzas— Willis Alston, jr, Stevenson Archer, John 
Baker, William W. Bibb, James Breckenridge, Elijah 
Brigham, William A. Burwell, John C. Calhoun, 
: Epaphroditus Champion, Langdon Cheves Martin 
Chittenden, John Davenport, junior, William Ely, 
James Emott, Asa ‘Fitch, Thomas R. Gold, Charles 
Goldsborough, Edwin Gray, Thomas P. Grosvenor, 
Aylett Hawes, John M. Hyneman, Richard Jackson, jr., 
Joseph Kent, Philip B. Key, Lyman Law, Joseph 
Lewis, jr; William Lowndes, Archibald McBryde, 
Samuel McKee, Jonathan O. Moseley, Joseph Pear- 
son, Timothy Pitkin, jr., James! Pleasants, jr., Elisha 
R. Potter, Josiah Quincy, John Randolph, William 
Reed, William M. Richardson, Henry M. Ridgely, 
Daniel Sheffey, John Smith, Richard Stanford, Lewis 
B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, John Taliaferro, Benja- 
min Tallmadge, Peleg Tallman, Uri Tracy, Laban 
Wheaton, William Widgery, and Thomas Wilson—51. 

Nays—William Anderson, David Bard, Burwell 
Bassett, William Blackledge, Adam Boyd, William 
Butler, Francis Carr, James Cochran, John Clopton, 
Léwis. Condict, William Crawford, Richard Cutts, 
Roger Davis, Joseph Desha, Samuel Dinsmoor, Elias 
Earle, William Findley, James Fisk, Meshack Fr nk- 
lin, Thomas Gholson, Isaiah L Green, Bolling Hall, 
Obed Hall, John A. Harper, Jacob Hufty, Richard M. 
Johnson, William R. King, Abner Lacock, Peter Lit- 
tle, Nathaniel Macon, Thomas Moore, William McCoy, 
Alexander McKim, Arunah Metcalf, James Morgan, 
Hugh Nelson, Anthony New, Thomas Newton, Ste- 
phen Ormsby, Israel Pickens, William Piper, Benja- 
min Pond, Samuel Ringgold, John Rhea, John Roane, 
Jonathan Roberts, Ebenezer Sage, Thomas Sammons, 
Samuel Shaw, George Smith, William Strong, George 
M. Troup, Charles Turner, jr., Robert Whitehill, Rich- 
ard Winn, and Robert Wright—56. ' 


ARMING AND CLASSING THE MILITIA. 
The House resumed the consideration of the 
bill supplementary to the act for arming the mili- 


tia, and for classing the same. 
Mr. Fircn moved to strike out all that part of 


the bill which provides for the classing the mili- 
tia of the United States. 

Mr. Euy said that he was totally opposed to 
the classification of the militia; that it had been 
pressed upon us from year to year, by gentlemen 
from the Southern section of the Union, he knew 
not why; that he thought the effects of the meas- 
ure in rendering the militia efficient, for Consti- 
tutional, purposes, were very trifling and unim- 
portant. From some cause or other, the militia 
in the Southern States are very little improved, 
and gentlemen seemed to imagine that classifica- 
tion was to supply the place of arms, of organi- 
zation, of discipline, of everything. This would 
not prove to be the case. He said that the laws 
heretofore made had proved in the Northern 
States, particularly in Massachusetts, abundantly 
sufficient to answer all the purposes of forming an 
efficient militia; but they have been followed up 
by State regulations which had been enjoined by 
penalties sufficiently severe. "These, he had un- 
derstood, had been in a great measure neglected 
in the South, and this was the reason that the mi- 
litia were so imperfect; and if the States would 
not enforce those laws, he had no idea they would 
enforce this. The sums expended on the militia 
in Massachusetts, both from the public treasury 
and by private individuals, is very great—that 
State has furnished more than sixty artillery com- 
panies, with their pieces, ammunition carriages, 
and everything appurtenant to them, complete; 
the artillery and cavalry are completely uniform- 
ed and equipped, and are required so to be by law; 
for the greater part, the infantry are in uniform 
complete, are well armed, and are equal in all re- 
spects to any militia in the world. That this 
classification would add to their burdens, and they 
had already burdens enough; that it would be an 
insidious thing, and so considered by the militia, 
and go to destroy the harmony of the militia corps. 
That if gentlemen in the South thought it would 
be useful, let their State governments, who were 
the best judges, adopt as much of it as they pleased. 
No one would object to that, if they did not inter- 
fere with existing regulations. All will acknow- 
ledge that the State governments have it in their 
power, and it has been, in sotne form or other, ex- 
ercised by some of the States, and particularly 
by Pennsylvania—this measure will interfere with 
their favorite mode. He said he was disposed 
to have the militia in the South improved, but he 
prayed gentlemen not to adopt a measure caleu- 
lated to injure one part of the militia more than 
it would benefit the other; he hoped the provi- 
sions for classing the militia would be stricken 
out of the bill. 

Mr. WiLLiams and Mr. Brow opposed the 
motion. 

The question was decided by yeas and nays: 
For striking out 58, against it 65, as follows: 

Yxas—-Ezekiel Bacon, Abijah Bigelow, Harmanus 
Bleecker, Adam Boyd, Elijah Brigham, Robert Brown, 
William A. Burwell, William Butler, Epaphroditus 
Champion, Martin Chittenden, Thomas B. Cooke, 
John Davenport, jr., Roger Davis, William Ely, James 
Emott, Asa Fitch, Thomas Gholson, Thomas R. Gold, 
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Peterson Goodwyn, Thomas P. Grosvenor, Aylett 


Hawes, Jacob Hufty, John M. Hyneman, Richard. 


Jackson, jr. Joseph Lewis, jr., Aaron Lyle, James 
Morgan, Jonathan O. Moseley, Hugh Nelson, William 
Piper, Timothy Pitkin, jr, Elisha R. Potter, Josiah 
Quincy, John Randolph, William Reed, William M. 
Richardson, Jonathan Roberts, Thomas Sammons, 
Daniel Sheffey, George Smith, Lewis B. Sturges, 
Samuel Taggart, John Taliaferro, Benjamin Tallmadge, 
Uri Tracy, Laban Wheaton, Leonard White, and 
Thomas Wilson—48. 

"s Naxs— Willis Alston, jr, William Anderson, Stev- 
enson Archer, Daniel Avery, David Bard, Burwell 
Bassett, William W. Bibb, William Blackledge, James 
Breckenridge, Francis Carr, Langdon Cheves, James 
Cochran, John Clopton, Lewis Condict, William 
Crawford, Richard Cutts, John Dawson, Joseph Desha, 
Samuel Dinsmoor, Elias Earle, William Findley, James 
Fisk, Meshack Franklin, Edwin Gray, Isaiah L. Green, 
Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, Richard M. Johnson, Joseph 
Kent, William R. King, Abner Lacock, Peter Little, 

` William Lowndes, Nathaniel Macon, Thomas Moore, 
Archibald McBryde, William McCoy, Alexander Mc- 
Kim, Arunah Metcalf, Anthony New, Thomas New- 
ton, Stephen Ormsby, Joseph Pearson, Israel Pickens, 
James Pleasants, jr., Henry M. Ridgely, Samuel Ring- 
gold, Thomas B. Robertson, John Rhea, John Roane, 
Ebenezer Sage, Ebenezer Seaver, Adam Seybert, 
Samuel Shaw, John Smith, Richard Stanford, Philip 
Stuart, Silas Stow, William Strong, Peleg Tallman, 
George M. Troup, Charles Turner, jr., David R. Wil- 
liams, Richard Winn, and Robert Wright—65. 

Sundry other amendments were proposed to 
the bill, some of which were adopted and others 
negatived. Among those agreed to, was one 
moved by Mr. WiLLiAus, authorizing the estab- 
lishment of four additional armories. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading. 


SATURDAY, January 30. 


À new member, to wit: from North Carolina, 
WitiraM Kennepy, elected to supply the vacancy 
occasioned by the death of Gen. Thomas Blount, 
appeared, was qualified, and took his seat. 

Mr. GnBoLson, from the Committee of Claims, 
presented a bill for the relief of Edward Kean 
and Aquila Deaver; which was read twice, and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole on Mon- 
day next. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill “ giving the 
right of pre-emption, in the purchase of lands, to 
certain settlers in the Illinois Territory,” with an 
amendment; in which they desire the concur- 
rence of this House. 


ARMING THE MILITIA. 

The bill supplementary to the act for arming 
the whole body of the militia, and for classing 
the same, was read the third time. 

Mr. Quincy, of Massachusetts, said that he rose 
with no hope of changing a vote; that the subject 
had been sufficiently canvassed now, and formerly, 
by himself and others; and that he had no other 
intention in rising than to bear testimony against 
‘the classifying principle contained in this bill, 


eee 


and to express his belief and his hope that the 
people of the Northern States, particularly of 
Massachusetts, would treat that classifying prin- 
ciple precisely as the people of the Southern 
States had treated the old militia law of the 
United States, in relation to arming their mili- 
tia, with utter neglect. At every Constitutional 
peril he trusted that such an attempt would be 
evaded. 

Mr. Q. said it was curious and alarming to see 
gentlemen, who admit their own militia to be 
worth little, and also admit that our Northern 
militia is worth much, instead of attempting to 
adapt our system to their exigencies, are attempt- 
ing to wrest our practical system to their specula- 
tive theories. 

Mr. Q. said it was an objection to him, if it 
were not to others, that this wasa French system; 
that it was a tyrants system, and not suited, nor 
could be adapted to those old principles of Saxon 
liberty, on which the Constitutions of this coun- 
try are built. 

Mr. Q. said that he did not know as there was 
any difference between him and the friends of 
the bill, as to the efficiency of the system, con- 
sidered as a mode of obtaining a subservient 
military force, suited for all times and purposes. 
The difference between them, he said, was this, 
that they deemed the militia capable of being 
turned into a mere instrument of power—whereas 
he did not believe in any such thing. The re- 
sulting force might be called a conscription, Im- 
perial guards, or the like, but it was not a 
militia. 

The great object, Mr. Q. said, was to place, in 
the first instance, all the youth of the nation at 
the command of the Executive, asa disposable 
force, to march anywhere, and do anything for 
which any Congress may pass alaw. It is per- 
fectly well understood that the young men, once 
carried into the field, and deprived of their guar- 
dians and friends, and perhaps dragged away a 
hundred or a thousand miles from their homes, 
may be wrought into the temper and character 
of a soldiery very easily. Ignorant of the world 
and their rights, and fascinated by the hopes of 
glory, they will, with facility, be turned into the 
tools of ambition. This is the example of France 
—and its effeet upon the happiness and liberties 
of that country, said Mr. Q., is warning enough 
for me. I agree, that without the classifying 
principle, Bonaparte would not have found the 
French population such convenient tools. But 
it is yet to be shown that had he limited his pur- 
poses to mere self-defence, to guard French altars 
and hearths, that a militia, organized us is the 
militia of Massachusetts, would not have been 
sufficient for the purpose. My own opinion is, it 
would have been ample for that object. 

Mr. Q. said that it had become very fashiona- 
ble of late to decry the militia. For his part, he 
neither wished to elevate it far above, or suffer it 
to be depressed very far below the real state of 
that system. He considered the state of the 
militia of Massachusetts to be about where it 
ought to be—adequate to all the exigencies of 
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the defence of their altars and-hearths, in. the ' Mr. ROBERTSON replied to Mr. Quinex, and 


present condition of the séciety in which we are 
found. axo Vue as i - 

. It is efficient for every necessary purpose, with 
the exception, perhaps, of our seaboard and cities, 
which are exposed to predatory incursions; partly 
owing to their extent, and partly owing to the 
neglect of the General Government, to which 
that protection is intrusted; except in this re- 
spect, we.are safe in Massachusetts. We have 
nothing to fear from any external force. We 
sleep in security under our own militia shield. 

w After this bill passes, three effects will result. 
There are others, but I shall notice only these. 
First.—The young men will be disgusted, and 
rendered willing to evade exposure to militia 
duty. At the period between eighteen and twenty- 
one, the destinies of the young -men are shaped 
more distinctly than at-any other period. They 
will feel the peculiarity of their exposure. Ia- 
stead of a lot among all classes of active citizens 
between eighteen and forty-five, as at present 
exists, it will a lot among a very small class be- 
tween eighteen and twenty-one. The difference 
of the chance is immense, and cannot fail of 
creating disgust to the service in the young mind. 

Second.—The parents will be also disgusted 

and apprehensive, Their sons will be subject to 
be called from them, and put at the disposal of 
the Executive, under circumstances peculiarly 
calculated to excite parental apprehension. Ia- 
stead of being mingled with the old and middle 
aged, and associated with them in the ranks, 
under whose care they might be placed, and to 
whose guardianship they might be intrusted, the 
young conscripts will be.removed from their 
parents, and collected in bodies, composed of 
youths of their own age, and exposed to all the 
vices and temptations of a camp, at a period of 
life peeuliarly subject to be misled by the arti- 
fice of officers, whose business it may be to fasci- 
nate the young mind and render it subservient to 
the purposes of ambition. 

Third.—It renders the militia less efficient for 
the purpose for which it is designed and for 
which it ought to be used. ‘he object of the 
militia is self-defence. It is impossible but that 
our young men should go to the field with less 
alacrity if they were carried there, in a body, 
unaccompanied and unsupported by the other 
ages of society. "The great strength of the mili- 
tia system, and which stands it instead of discip- 
line, must, from the nature of things, result from 
this eireumstance—that sons, brothers, and fa- 
thers, the old and young, the rich and the poor, 
are formed and associated in one phalanx in de- 
fence of their household goods. "This system of 
classification deprives the militia of all the ad- 
vantages derived from the sympathies of this as- 
sociation. [t is impossible but that on this ac- 
count the efficient force of the militia, for its 
legitimate objects, should not by classification be 
diminished. It might be good for Frenchmen; 
and good for foreign conquest; and good for cor- 
ruption; but it is bad for self-defence, and bad for 


Americans. 


advocated the-bill. : : 
à M5 "TTALLMADGE followed, in opposition to the 
ill. 

Mr. Wricut and Mr. Stow spoke in .support 
of the bill, and Mr. BiagLow against it. 

Mr. NELsow opposed the bill, on the ground 
that it is not so constructed as to satisfy the vari- 
ous and conflicting interests of the different sec- 
tions of the Union, and from his dislike to the 
provision authorizing substitutes, &c., although 
approving the additional provision for arming the 
militia; and concluded by moving to recommit 
the bill to the Committee of the Whole for amend- 
ment. ` 

The question on recommitment was negatived. 
For recommitment 46, against it 51. 

Mr. Rura supported the passage of the bill. 

Mr. WiLLiAMS followed in support of the bill; 
and in reply to Mr. Quincy and Mr. TALLMADGE. 


The question on the final passage of the bill 
was then taken by yeas and nays, and carried— 
yeas 67, nays 48, as follows: 


Yxas—William Anderson, Stevenson Archer, John 
Baker, David Bard, Burwell Bassett, William W. Bibb, 
William Blackledge, James Breckenridge, William 
Butler, Langdon Cheves, James Cochran, John Clop- 
ton, Lewis Condict, William Crawford, Roger Davis, 
John Dawson, Joseph Desha, Elias Earle, James Fisk, 
Meshack Franklin, Edwin Gray, Isaiah L. Green, 
Felix Grundy, Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, Richard M. 
Johnson, Joseph Kent, William Kennedy, William R. 
King, Abner Lacock, Joseph Lewis, jr., Peter Little, 
William Lowndes, Nathaniel Macon, Thomas Moore, 
Archibald McBryde, William McCoy, Samucl McKee, 
Alexander McKim, Arunah Metcalf, Jeremiah Morrow, 
Thomas Newton, Stephen Ormsby, Joseph Pearson, 
Israel Pickens, James Pleasants, jr, John Randolph, 
John Rhea, Henry M. Ridgely, John Roane, Jonathan 
Roberts, Thomas B. Robertson, Ebenezer Sage, Lem- 
uel Sawyer, Ebenezer Seaver, John Sevier, Adam Sey- 
bert, Samuel Shaw, Richard Stanford, Silas Stow, Philip 
Stuart, George M. Troup, Charles Turner, jr., David 
R. Williams, Thomas Wilson, Richard Winn, and 
Robert Wright. 

Naxs—Ezekiel Bacon, Abijah Bigelow, Harmanus 
Bleecker, Adam Boyd, Elijah Brigham, Robert Brown, 
William A. Burwell, Epaphroditus Champion, Martin 
Chittenden, Thomas B. Cooke, John Davenport, jun., 
William Ely, James Emott, William Findley, Asa 
Fitch, Thomas Gholson, Thomas R. Gold, Charles 
Goldsborough, Peterson Goodwyn, Thomas P. Gros- 
venor, John A. Harper, Aylett Hawes, Jacob Hufty, 
John M. Hyneman, Richard Jackson, jr., Lyman Law, 
Aaron Lyle, James Milnor, James Morgan, Jonathan 
O. Moseley, Hugh Nelson, William Piper, Timothy 
Pitkin, jr., Peter B. Porter, Elisha R. Potter, Josiah 
Quincy, William Reed, William M. Richardson, Tho- 
mas Sammons, George Smith, Lewis B. Sturges, Sam- 
uel Taggart, John Taliaferro, Benjamin Tallmadge, 
Peleg Tallman, Uri Tracy, Laban Wheaton, and 
Leonard White. 


CONSTITUTION AND GUERRIERE. 


The engrossed bill providing compensation to 
Captain Hull, and the officers and crew of the 
frigate Constitution, for the capture and desiruc- 
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tion of the British frigate Guerriere, was read a 
third time. | - 

[The bill authorizes a grant of $50,000.] 

Mr. McKsz opposed the passage of the bill, on 
the ground that the President has no authority to 
expend the publie money in gratuitous grants to 
individuals. 

Mr. Sawyer stated, that he wished to make 
some remarks in reply to Mr. MeKzz, but, from 
the lateness of the hour, and an indisposition with 
which he was oppressed, it was not now in his 
power. He therefore moved an adjournment, 
which was carried—ayes 54. 


Mownpay, February 1. 


Mr. Seaver presented a petition of Benjamin 
Waterhouse, medical doctor, of Boston, stating 
that he is willing, and wishes to undertake the 
inoculation of the Army of the United States 
with the “kine-pock inoculation,” and praying 
the aid and patronage of Congress in that under- 
taking.—Referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. Morrow, from the Committee on the Pub- 

.lie Lands, reported a bill giving further time to 
the purchasers of publie lands to complete their 
payments; which was read twice, and committed 
to a Committee of the Whole to-morrow. 

The amendment of the Senate to the bill *giv- 
ing the right of pre-emption, in the purchase of 
lands, to certain settlers in the Illinois Territory,” 
was read, and concurred in by the House. 

A message from the Seuate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed two bills: one “ for 
tha relief of Washington Lee,” and the other “ for 
the relief of Reuben Attwater;” in which they 
desire the concurrence of this House. 

The bill from the Senate “for the relief of 
Washington. Lee? was read twice, and referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

The bill from the Senate “ for the relief of Reu- 
ben Attwater” was read twice, and referred to the 
same committee. 


PENNSYLVANIA RESOLUTIONS. 


The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 


To the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States: 

At the request of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, 
conveyed through the Governor of that State, I trans- 
mit to Congress copies of its resolutions of the 16th of 
December, 1812. JAMES MADISON. 

January 30, 1813. 


The resolutions are as follow: 


Viewing the present state of our foreign relations, 
we, with astonishment and regret, behold the Emperor 
of the French withholding from our country those in- 
demnifications which ought to have been rendered 
with liberality and promptness. After the aggressions 
of Great Britain had, by long continued practice, been 
regarded by her Government as right, after the forbear- 
ance of the American Government had assumed the 
appearance of cowardice, war is reluctantly, unavoid- 
ably, but decisively declared. Animated by the most 


sincere love of peace, the President of the United 
States in the same despatch announces to the British 
Government the existence of war, and the equitable, 
easy, and honorable means, by which its progress 
might be arrested, and its calamities permanently pre- 
vented; but this extraordinary proof of a humane and 
pacific disposition is treated with contempt. Familiar- 
ized with the slaughter of man around the globe, the 
British Government prefer the effusion of human blood 
to a suspension of the inhuman practice of impress- 
ment, even during the short space of an armistice 
agreed on for the purpose of negotiating a just and 
honorable peace ; nay, notwithstanding the offer made 
by the Government of the United States to exclude 
British subjects from our merchantmen, and Navy. 
But what atrocities are too enormous ta be found in 
that Government, whose characteristical features are 
cruelty and perfidy, which stimulates the savage to 
drench his tomahawk and scalping knife in the blood 
of our frontier men, women, and infants; which, mak- 
ing the most solemn professions of friendship and peace, 
strives by the malignant breath of its secret emissaries 
to kindle in our nation dissatisfaction, discord, rebel- 
lion, and civil war, with all their sanguinary and horrible 
consequences! "Thus is extinguished in the American 
Government, and in every American bosom, the last 
hope of finding in the conduct of Great Britain toward 
the United States a single voluntary act ofjustice or 
humanity. Impressed with these considerations, and 
with others of a collateral and subordinate nature, we, 
the Senate and House of Representatives of the Com- 
monwealth of Pennsylvania, in General Assembly met, 
do adopt the following resolutions : 

Resolved, That the declaration of war against the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, issued, 
by the General Government on the 18th of June last, 
was the result of solemn deliberation, sound wisdom, 
and imperious necessity. 

Resolved, That the sword being drawn, should never 
be sheathed till our wrongs are redressed, our com- 
merce unfettered, and our citizens freed from the dan- 
ger of British impressment in the floating dungeons 
of the British navy, and the painful necessity of fight- 
ing the battles of an inveterate enemy, against their 
fathers, their brethren, their native country, and their 
friends. 

Resolved, That, to exert all the energies of his body 
and of his mind, and to devote his property to bring 
the existing war to a speedy, just, and honorable issue, 
and to teach our insolent foe that the Americans are 


| as free from timidity, and weakness in battle, as from 


covert and disguise in negotiating, is a duty which every 
citizen of the Union owes to himself, to his country, 
and to his God. 


Resolved, That with painful regret we contemplated 
the refusal by the Executive authorities of some of the 
States in the Union to furnish, on the President’s de- 
mand, their quota of militia for the defence of the sea- 
coast; and that with confidence we expect from the 
National Legislature a prompt attention to this alarm- 
ing and unprecedented occurrence. 

Resolved, That the promptness and the zeal with 
which the Governor of this Commonwealth executed 


.the military orders of the President, since the com- 


mencement of hostilities, entitle him to the gratitude 
of this General Assembly of Pennsylvania, and of the 
nation. 

Resolved, That the Governor of this Commonwealth 
be instructed to transmit a copy of these resolutions to 
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the President of the United States, with a reguest that 

he communicate them,to Congress. : 
JOHN TODD, Speaker of the House. 
P. C. LANE, Speaker of the Senate. 


YAZOO CLAIMS. 


. Mr. Morrow, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred the bill from the 
Senate "to carry into effect the report made to 
Congress, in February, 1803, by James Madison, 
then Secretary of State; Albert Gallatin, Secre- 
tary of the Treasury ; and Levi Lincoln, Attorney 
General of the United States— commissioners 
appointed in pursuance of the act, entitled * An 
act for an amicable settlement of limits with the 
State of Georgia, and authorizing the establish- 
ment of a government in the Missisippi Territory, 
in obedience to the provisions of the act supple- 
mental to the last mentioned act”—madea report ; 
which was read, and, together with the bill, com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole on Friday 
next. The report is as follows: 


That, after a careful investigation of the subject, and 
examination of the provisions of the bill referred to 
them, the committee deem it their duty to present a 
particuler view of the subject only so far asthe United 
States are at present concerned in its decision. Had 
the committee possessed the means of correct informa- 
sion, they had not the leisure, nor did they believe that 
any practical good would result from any general expo- 
sition they could present of the circumstances attend- 
ing the case from its origin. "They have, therefore, 
viewed the subject in the aspect and on the ground 
upon which it has been placed by the former acts of 
the Government in relation to it. The committee, 
therefore, give no. opinion on any of the questions that 
have been agitated respecting the competency of the 
Legislature of Georgia to dispose of the unappropri- 
ated territory in that State, or the validity of the act or 
pretended act of the 7th of January, 1795, purporting 
to alienate the right of soil to great extent of such ter- 
ritory, nor respecting the effect of the rescinding act 
passed by a subsequent Legislature. The necessity 
of a legislative decision on these questions appears to 
be superseded by prior conventional and legislative acts 
of the Government. The agreement and articles of 
cession between the State of Georgia and the United 
States, confirmed by a legislative act of the one, and 
assented to by the Legislature of the other, the subse- 
quent act of Congress appropriating and providing for 
the disposal of the lands acquired by the cession, and 
the several after acts providing for the sale of lands in 
the Mississippi Territory, all proceed on the ground 
that the act or pretended act of the State of Georgia, of 
the 7th of January, 1795, was not valid to give title. 
Although every act of the Government in relation to 
the subject is predicated on the invalidity of the said 
act or pretended act, yet it would appear that the arti- 
cles of cession from Georgia, the report of the Commis- 
sioners to Congress, and the subsequent act of Con- 
gress appropriating the lands received by that cession, 
would all seem to recognise in the present claimant an 
equitable claim to some compensation. 

The articles of agreement and cession, after having 
made specific provision for several species of claims, 
provided a fund of five millions of acres of land, to be 
placed at the disposal of Congress, “for the purpose of 
satisfying, quieting, or compensating for any claims 


-other than those before recognised, which may be made 
to the said lands, or to. any part thereof.” The exist- 
ence of the claims in question was made known tothe 
Commissioners who coricluded the agreement, and, as 
no excluding provision was introduced with respect to 
them, the inference is pretty obvious, that those claims 
came within the contemplation of the Commissioners, 
and were designed to be provided for. 

The Commissioners of the United States who con- 
cluded the aforesaid agreement with those of Georgia, 
in their report to Congress, recommend these claims to 
the consideration of the Legislature, and state, in rela- 
tion to them, that * various equitable considerations, 
which may be urged in favor of most of the present 
claimants, render it expedient to enter into a compro- 
mise on reasonable terms." 


, The act of Congress “regulating the grants for land, 
and providing for the disposal of the-lands of the Uni- 
ted States south of the State of Tennessce,” approved 
on the 3d of March, 1803, which appears to have been 
passed in pursuance of the articles of agreement and 
of the aforesaid report, by the eighth section provided 
“that so much of the aforesaid five millions of acres 
should be appropriated, as might be necessary to sat- 
isfy certain classes of claims not recognised by the arti- 
cles of cession; and so much of the residue of the five 
millions of acres, or of the net proceeds thereof, as may 
be necessary for that purpose, are thereby appropriated 
for the purpose of satisfying, quieting, and compensat- 
ing for such other claims to the lands of the United 
States south of the State of Tennessee, not recognised 
in the above-mentioned articles of agreement, and 
which are derived from any act or pretended act of the 
State of Georgia, which Congress may hereafter think 
fit to provide for.” The language made use of by the 
Legislature, in appropriating the residue of the five 
millions of acres placed at their disposal, appears to be 
descriptive of the claims in question. 

Congress, then, in the opinion of the committee, are 
at liberty, in conformity with the articles of agreement 
and their own act, either to apply the aforesaid lands, . 
or any part of them, or the proceeds thereof, for the 
purposes proposed by the bill under consideration, or. 
to withhold them, as to them may appear proper. How 
farit would now be for the public interest to quiet 
claims that may interfere with grants made, or to be 
made, by the United States, is a consideration of ex- 
pediency alone; the decision must also rest on the 
opinion that may be formed of the equity or want of 
equity in the claims of the present claimants. The 
committee think proper to state, that a gentleman, in 
the character of an agent for many of the present claim- 
ants, produced to them sevéral powers of attorney and 
letters, which, although they do not give positive as- 
surance, yet give a reasonable ground of expectation 
that the present claimants will generally consent to 
compromise their claims on the terms proposed by the 
report of the Commissioners. In case the House shail 
think proper to authorize a compromise of the claims 
in question, by passing the bill under consideration, the 
committee would recommend a modification of the terins 
originally proposed by the Commissioners, and assumed 
as the basis of compromise by the bill, as passed by the 
Senate. According to the agreement with Georgia, five 
millions of acres constituted the whole fund applicable to 
the satisfaction of claims not recognised by that agrec- 
ment. It has not been ascertained (nor can it be with pre- 
cision) what quantity of those lands have already been 
appropriated by Congress. The residue applicable to 
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the satisfaction ofthe claims in question is conjectural 
in quantity and value; and, in the absence of other 
objections to the commuting of this residue for a spe- 
cific sum in. money, that uncertainty would form one 
of considerable weight. It appears to the committee 
that the alternatives proposed to the option of the 
claimants, by the report, are not equal; thatif the land 
should be located in the manner provided, and be 
brought into market at the same time with other 
lands, the proceeds arising from the sales would not 
discharge the interest and redeem the principal of two 
million five hundred thousand dollars, to which amount 
the certificates are proposed to be issued. In making 
the compensation proposed, Congress ought not to 
transcend the fund placed at their disposal for the pur- 
pose. If the estimate of the committee be correct, the 
fund would be overdrawn by the issue of certificates. 
Ifthey should be incorrect, and the land be of equal 
value, then it should be equally acceptable to the claim- 
ants ag the certificates; and, in that case, no injury 
would arise in confining their compensation to land 
alone. The committee, therefore, recommend a modi- 
fication of the terms, and will report an amendment 
accordingly. 

The sixth section of the bill provides that the United 
States shall sue for and recover such parts of the ori- 
ginal purchase money as have been improperly with- 
drawn from the treasury of Georgia; which provision 
the committee consider exceptionable, and have pro- 
posed a substitute. 


Amendments proposed. 


Sec. 2. After the word “lands,” in the second line, 
insert ‘ the evidence of claim to which shall have been 
exhibited to, and recorded in the office of, the Secretary 
of State." Same line, after the word “exhibited,” 
strike out the word “to ;” and after ** recorded," strike 
out “in the office of the Secretary of State.” 

Sec, 3. Insert after the word “aforesaid,” in line 
ten, the following: “in so far as the said terms pro- 
posed as the basis of compromise contemplate an in- 
demnity in lands to the claimants. But it shall be 
understood, and is hereby expressly provided, that no 
alternative shall be offered or given to the claimants, 
or any of them, to receive certificates, with interest or 
without interest, at their option, in lieu of the lands 
proposed; and the indemnification authorized by this 
act shall be allowed to the claimants in land only, and 
to the amount and in the manner by the aforesaid 
terms proposed.” 

Sec. 4. Strike out, after the word “report,” inclu- 
sive, in the sixth line, to the end of the section, and 
insert in lieu thereof * provisions of this act." 

Src. 6. Strike out from the word “ aforesaid” to the 
end of the section, and insert in lieu thereof, ** shall 
be holden and liable to refund and pay such sum or 
sums of money, so had and received, as aforesaid, to 
the person or persons at present claiming the lands for 
which such sum or sums, so had and received, were origi- 
nally paid into the treasury of Georgia; and any right, 
interest, or claim, which the United States have had 
or now have to demand, sue for, and recover the said 
sum or sums of money, so received and withdrawn 
from the treasury of Georgia, shall be and is hereby 
transferred to and vested in the present claimant or 
claimants of such lands, as aforeseid, for the purpose 
of enabling him or them to demand, sue for, and re- 
cover the sum or sums of money aforesaid, from the 
person or persons, or any of them, who shall have re- 
ceived or withdrawn the same from the treasury of 


Georgia in the manner aforesaid. And the lands 
which the said present claimant or claimants shall or 
may receive from the United States, for compensation 
or indemnity of his or their claims, shall not be holden 
or adjudged in bar of his or their right to demand, sue 
for, and recover the sum or sums of money aforesaid. 
And the Commissioners, in awarding the dividends to 
any of the present claimants who shall have the right 
to sue for and recover the sum or sums aforesaid, shall 
deduct from the dividend he or they would otherwise 
be entitled.to a quantity of land equal in value to the 
sum or sums of money as aforesaid, which the said 
Commissioners shall judge such claimants may recover, 
making a reasonable allowance for cost. 


CONSTITUTION AND GUERRIERE. 


The House resumed the order of the day on 
the bill making compensation to the officers and 
crew of the Constitution for the destruction of 
the frigate Guerriere. The bill being on its third 
reading— 

Mr. Sawyer spoke in support of the bill, and 
in reply to Mr. McKee. 

Mr. Dawson.—Mr. Speaker: The bill which is 
now on your table, and which I hope will soon 
receive your signature, was drawn from a reso- 
lution, or rather the part of a resolution which I 
had the honor to offer you at the very com- 
mencement of the session. : 

When I offered you that resolution, I did hope. 
and I did believe that it would have received the 
immediate attention and unanimous approbation 
of this House; that regardless of those punctilios 
which too often shacklé the best intentions, and 
do injury to the best causes, and in compliance 
with the sentiments and feelings of the nation, 
we should have immediately expressed our own, 
thereby giving force to that expression, and have 
rendered that tribute which is justly due to un- 
daunted valor, and to modest merit; that we 
should have declared our admiration, and the 
high sense we entertain of the gallant conduct of 
the defenders of their country’s flag, and the de- 
fenders of her rights, and while we gave to some 
testimonials of our approbation, we should have 
yielded to all that which is justly due. g 

In this expectation I have been wofully disap- 
pointed; doubts, difficulties, and delays have 
taken place; commitment has succeeded com- 
mitment, and so many amendments, or rather 
alterations, have been made to the original reso- 
lution, that I can scarcely call it my own; it has 
received the fostering care of so many step-fa- 
thers that I am almost constrained to disown it 
as illegitimate; but as it is natural to protect 
that which we call “our own,” although all the 
features do not please us, so I shall vote for that 
biil although all its provisions do not please me. 

Some gentlemen, with a liberality which I 
neither envy, nor shall I imitate, are willing to 
load those brave tars with all the praise, with all 
the applause, which the pride of language can 
bestow, or which a resolution written on paper 
gilded with gold can confer; and, becoming their 
own judges, they think that ample compensa- 
tion for all the hardships they have suffered, for 
all the dangers they have encountered, for all the 
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wounds they have received. With all the re- 
spect which I feel for these honorable gentlemen, 
and the high value which I set on their good 
opinion, I do not think it ample compensation to 
the brave and indigent tars who have boldly 
fought your battles, and generously sacrificed 
their interest for your good; they merit some 
more substantial stuff than air; they have ac- 
quired. for you, sir, they have given to your ene- 
my, something more substantial. 

Others there are, who are well pleased to be- 
stow on the brave officers who have distinguished 
themselves, some testimonials of our approba- 
tion—some insignia of their merit. With these 
gentlemen I most perfectly agree, and most cor- 
‘dially voted in favor of the bill for that purpose. 
But, while I remember the gallant captain who 
proudly steps the quarter-deck, I will not forget 
the -sailor boy, “who whistles o'er the lee,” or the 
aged mariner who fathoms the deep, and on 
whom, when the battle rages, danger has no 
more effect than the foaming surge which sur- 
tounds him has on the hard rock, when it dashes 
and breaks against its side; they all, sir, are en- 
titled to your applause and gratitude; they all 
demand your justice; and to render that justice 
is the object of the bill now on your table, as I 
will presently show, and which had it passed at 
an earlier period of the session, asI did expect it 
would, your “ Constellation” would not have lain 
for eek within your view for the want of men, 
and is stili, I believe, in your waters, but would 
long since have been at sea, and would have ad- 
ded new trophies to those already won. 

The Secretary of the Navy, Í mean the late 
Secretary, in whose veracity and integrity I have 
the highest confidence, who carries to his retire- 
ment the best wishes of my heart, and under 
whose auspices this gallant exploit was achieved, 
and Commodore Hull, whose disinterestedness 
seems only equalled by his valor, have informed 
us that “the Guerriere? when she went into ac- 
tion was worth two hundred thousand dollars, 
and that she had articles on board to the value 
of one hundred thousand dollars. She was one 
of the finest frigates in the British navy, well 
.manned, and commanded by one of their most 
experienced and gallant captains! This ship, 
our frigate, “the Constitution,” of equal force, 
attacked, vanquished, and captured, after a short, 
though one of the most brilliant actions recorded 
in the naval history of any country; thereby 
giving certain presages of future glory, and a 
character to our rising navy, coeval almost with 
its existence, and setting an example which other 
officers and crews, equally emulous of fame, have 
since imitated, and have obtained the same lau- 
rels, which will never fade. 

Agreeably to the act for the better government 
of the Navy of the United States, the ship, with 
all articles on board her became their prize; they 
might have used it to their best advantage ; they 
might have brought her into port, and divided 
the whole among themselves; but apprehensive 
that from the crippled state of the prize she 
might again fall into the hands of your enemy ; 


nay, sir, that your own frigate might be endan- 
gered in proteeting and convoying her, they with 
that liberality, with that magoanimity which 
marks the character of the sailor, determined to 
destroy her, thereby sacrificing their interest for 
your good. i 

And here, Mr. Speaker, let me ask what other 
class of men in our society can you find who 
would have acted thus nobly? I fear, sir, we 
shall search for them in vain. lam sure, sir, 
that we shall not find them among those who 
daily violate your laws, relieve your enemy of , 
his surplus manufactures, or supply him with 
your provisions, and then come here and receive 
indemnification, remission for the ‘crimes which 
they have committed. — - 

And, sir, what is the mighty boon which these 
brave and indigent tars ask from you? or rather 
was it that I, in the name of justice, demanded 
for them ?—it is one-sixth part in value of that 
property—of their property, which they have 
sacrificed for your good, rather than it should fall 
into the hands of your enemy. And will you 
refuse it? No, you will not, you cannot, you 
dare not. You will not, because every consider- 
ation of policy, and the best interest of our coun- 
try, forbid it; you cannot, because every feeling 
which ennobles the human heart, and I think I 
know yours, forbids it; you dare not, because 
justice forbids it, and you dare not do an act so 
flagitious. Se . 

Mr. Speaker, during the very lengthy discus- 
sions which have taken place in this session, I 
have remained silent in my seat; this has not 
arisen from a supineness of disposition, or from 
an inattention to the public business, or the pub- 
lic welfare, but in the hope, that when gentlemen 
had exhausted all their eloquence, they would 
have permitted us to progress, and to place our 
country in the situation demanded by the crisis; 
and I should have indulged that disposition which 
I have to be silent, had not an attempt been made 
to deprive the brave and needy tars of that which 
is justly due to them; but under these circum- 
stances I could not restrain my feelings, and have 
to regret that I cannot give to them that utter- 
ance which the occasion calls for. 

I shall vote for the bill, although the blank has 
been filled with only half the sum which I wished, 
and whieh the Committee of the Whole did 
sanction; and although the incitement is but 
small, I trust that the day is not far distant when 
our ships will ride in security on the highway of 
nations, or snatch from its proud mistress that 
trident which she has so long usurped to the in- 
jury of unoffending nations, civilized and sav- 
age, and particularly of these United States; and 
when our merchant vessels will visit every quar- 
ter of the globe unmolested by British arrogance, 
or the arrogance of any other nation. 

Mr. McKee replied with considerable warmth. 

Mr. Srow advocated the bill. f 

The argument against this bil was that it 
would be setting a precedent which would be 
considered authoritative in future cases; that it 
was giving a donation for an aet of duty only, 
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though gallantly performed. It was rewarding |. 
a service, which, had it been rendered on land, 
would have received no remuneration, as expe- 
rience had proved in the case of the Tippecanoe 
expedition; and that it was contrary to justice 
to confer pecuniary rewards on one class of our 
In favor of the 
bill, it was stated that the captured vessel, if she 
had been brought into port, would have produced 


citizens in exclusion of others. 


six. times the amount now proposed to be allowed 


to her; and that the captors ought not to incura 
total loss from the destruction of the vessel, which 
the fear of her falling into the hands of the ene- 
my had rendered necessary to the public service. 
It was urged, that if any city in the United States 
had to legislate on this subject, five times as 
much would have been awarded as is now pro- 
All the gentlemen who spoke offered the 
tribute of their respect to the gallantry and con- 


posed. 


duct of the officers and seamen of our public 
vessels. ] 


The question on the passage of the bill was deci- 


ded in the negative—yeas 55, nays 59. as follows: 


Yras— William Anderson, John Baker, Burwell 
Bassett, Abijah Bigelow, William Blackledge, Harma- 
nus Bleecker, James Breckenridge, Langdon Cheves, 


Thomas B. Cooke, Lewis Condict, Richard Cutts, 
John Dawson, William Findley, Asa Fitch, Thomas 


Gholson, Thomas R. Gold, Charles Goldsborough, 
Edwin Gray, Isaiah L. Green, Thomas P. Grosvenor, 


Aylett Hawes, Joseph Kent, Lyman Law, William 
Lowndes, Archibald McBryde, James Milnor, Samuel 


L. Mitchill, Jonathan O. Moseley, Hugh Nelson, An- 
thony New, Thomas Newton, Joseph Pearson, Timo- 


thy Pitkin, jun., James Pleasants, jun., Peter B. Por- 
ter, John Randolph, William Reed, Wm. M. Richard- 
son, Thomas B. Robertson, Thomas Sammons, Lem- 
uel Sawyer, John Sevier, Adam Seybert, Daniel Shef- 
fey, John Smith, Philip Stuart, Silas Stow, Lewis B. 
Sturges, Peleg Tallman, George M. Troup, Leonard 


White, William Widgery, Richard Winn, and Robert 


Wright. 


Naxs—Willis Alston, junior, Stevenson Archer, 


Daniel Avery, Ezekiel Bacon, David Bard, Wm. W. 


lin, Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, John A. Harper, Jacob 
Hufty, John M. Hyneman, Richard M. Johnson, Wm. 
Kennedy, William R. King, Abner Lacock, Joseph 
Lewis, jr., Peter Little, Aaron Lyle, Nathaniel Macon, 
William McCoy, Samuel McKee, Arunah Metcalf, 
James Morgan, Jeremiah Morrow, Thomas N ewbold, 
Stephen Ormsby, Israel Pickens, Benjamin Pond, Eli- 
sha R. Potter, John Rhea, John Roane, Jonathan 
Roberts, Ebenezer Sage, Ebenezer Seaver, Samuel 
Shaw, George Smith, Richard Stanford, Wm. Strong, 
Charles Turner, jr., Laban Wheaton, Robert White- 
hill, David R. Williams, and Thomas Wilson. 
So the bill was rejected. 


SALARIES OF HEADS OF DEPARTMENTS. 


_ On motion of Mr. Cnzvzs, the House resolved 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on the bill 
to increase the salaries of the Secretaries of the 
War and Navy Departments. 


Bibb, Elijah Brigham, Robt. Brown, William A. Bur- 
well, William Butler, Francis Carr, Martin Chitten- 
den, James Cochran, John Clopton, William Craw- 
ford, Roger Davis, Joseph Desha, Samuel Dinsmoor, 
Elias Earle, Wm. Ely, James Fisk, Meshack Frank- 


Mr. C; then rose, and stated that the salaries of 
these officers heretofore had not been equal to 
those of the Secretaries of State and Treasury, 
probably because their duties had not been con- 
sidered as arduous; but that now the duties of 
these officers had become equally arduous, they 
required equal talent, incurred equal responsi- 
bility with the other two officers, and were liable 
to equal expenses. It had been, therefore, thought 
by the Committee of Ways and Means, that the 
salaries of all the Secretaries ought to be placed 
on an equal footing. He moved to fill the blank 
in the bill for the amount of the salary with “five 
thousand dollars,” the present salary of the Sec- 
retaries of State and Treasury. 

After a few observations from Mr. FINDLEY in 
favor of the bill, the motion was agreed to by a 
very small majority. 

Mr. Raza moved.to amend the bill by incor- 
porating therein a provision for raising the salary 
of the Postmaster General of the United States 
from three thousand to.“ three thousand five hun- 
dred” dollars. . 

Mr. TaLLMapGE moved to amend the amend- 
ment, so as to increase the salary of the Assist- 
ant Postmaster General to “two thousand dol- 
lars."— The motion was lost. 

The question on Mr. Rnga's motion was then 
decided in the negative by a small majority. 

The Committee rose and reported the bill; and, 
the question being stated on coneurrence with 
the Committee of the Whole on the principles 
of the bill— ' 

Mr. RaNwporPH stated his objections to the 
measure. He was opposed to the bill, not be- 
cause he did not believe the salaries, abstractly 
considered, with reference to the grade of talent 
which ought to grace these offices, might be too 
low, but because, compared with the salaries of 
the judges, and other officers of the United States, 
their salaries were, comparatively, already too 
high. He drew a comparison between the fate 
of this bill and of that just rejected for compen- 
sating the officers and crew of the Constitution, 
unfavorable to the decision of the House on these 
twocases. He was not for lavishing treasure on 
those who were basking in sunshine at home, 
and withholding with a niggardly hand the re- 
muneration justly due to the merits and exploits 
of the latter. f 

Mr. Cueves replied. He fully agreed with 
Mr. Ranpo.py that salaries of other officers were 
too low; but it was no reason against placing 
officers of the same grade on an equal footing 
that other officers were too low. The greatest 
objection to the present inequality of the salaries 
of the Heads of Departments was the inferiority 
which it implied in two of these officers to the 
other two, though all were placed in the Cabinet 
on an equal footing, &c. He, too, lamented the 
decision of the House which had just taken place, 
but it was no reason whatever against the meas- 
ure now before the House. 

Mr. RaxDorPaz spoke in explanation, and added 
some other remarks to those he had before made. 
He particularly objected to an increase, at this 
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moment, of the salaries of those who had placed 
the nation in its present situation. The equality 
of compensation would not place these officers on 
an equal footing. He contended that the one 
would still také precedence of the other, in ridic- 
ulous imitation of the customs of foreign Courts. 
Equality of salary would not place these officers 
on the same footing; it could not, as he said, 
compensate for thé inequality created by the in- 
feriority of intellect, supposing that to exist, &c. 

: Mr. Cngvss rejoined, and replied to some of 
Mr. RaNporPz's remarks. i 

Mr. Bras spoke in favor of the bill, and stated 
thatit had been reported without any reference 
to personal considerations, for it had been laid 
before the House before it was'known what gen- 
tlemen were to fill these two offices. 

The vote on concurrence with the Committee 
in fixing the compensation at five thousand dol- 
lars, was—for concurrence 50, against it 66, as 
follows: 

Yxas—Willis Alston, junior, William Anderson, 
David Bard, Burwell Bassett, William W. Bibb, Wm. 
Blackledge, Harmanus Bleecker, James Breckenridge, 
Robert Brown, John C. Calhoun, Langdon Cheves, 
John Clopton, Lewis Condict, William Crawford, 
Roger Davis, John Dawson, Elias Earle, William 
Findley, James Fisk, Thos. Gholson, Isaiah L. Green, 
Bolling Hall, John A. Harper, Richard M. Johnson, 
Joseph Kent, William Kennedy, William Lowndes, 
Thomas Moore, Alexander McKim, Samuel L. Mit- 
chill, Jeremiah Morrow, Thomas Newton, Israel Pick- 
ens, James Pleasants, jun., Peter B. Porter, William 
M. Richardson, Thomas B. Robertson, Ebenezer Sage, 
Lemuel Sawyer, John Sevier, Adam Seybert, Daniel 
Sheffey, George Smith, John Smith, John Taliaferro, 
Géorge M. Troup, David R. Williams, William Wid- 
gery, and Robert Wright. 

Naxs—Stevenson Archer, Daniel Avery, Ezekiel 
Bacon, John Baker, Abijah Bigelow, Adam Boyd, 
Elijah Brigham, William A. Burwell , William Butler, 
Francis Carr, Epaphroditus Champion, Martin Chit- 
tenden, James Cochran, Thomas B. Cooke, Richard 
Cutts, John Davenport, jun., Joseph Desha, William 
Ely, Asa Fitch, Meshack Franklin, Thomas R. Gold, 
Charles Goldsborough, Edwin Gray, Thomas P. Gros- 
venor, Obed Hall, Aylett Hawes, Jacob Hufty, Rich- 
ard. Jackson, jun., Philip B. Key, Lyman Law, Joseph 
Lewis, jun., Peter Little, Aaron Lyle, Nathaniel Ma- 
con, Archibald McBryde, Samuel McKee, Arunah 
Metcalf, James Morgan, Jonathan O. Moseley, Hugh 
Nelson, Thomas Newbold, Stephen Ormsby, Joseph 
Pearson, Timothy Pitkin, jr., Benjamin Pond, Elisha 
R. Potter, Josiah Quincy, John Randolph, John Rhea, 
John Roane, Jonathan Roberts, Thomas Sammons, 
Ebenezer Seaver, Samuel Shaw, Richard Stanford, 
Philip Stuart, Silas. Stow, William Strong, Lewis B. 
Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Peleg 
Tallman, Uri Tracy, Charles Turner, junior, Laban 
Wheaton, Leonard White, and Thomas Wilson. 

Mr. Cueves moved that the bill lie on the 
table—The motion was lost. 

The bill was then indefinitely postponed. 


Tusspay, February 2. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee 
of the Whole on the bill to impose a duty on the 


Proceedings. 
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importation of iron wire. ` The bill was reported 
without amendment, and ordered to. be engrossed, 
and read the third time to-morrow. . I 

The bill giving further time to the purchasers 
of public lands to complete their pay ments passed 
through a Committee of the Whole, and was or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

The bill to increase the capital stock of the 
Bank of Washington passed through a Committee 
of the Whole, and was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 

The bill to encourage vaccination (by appoint- 
ing an agent to preserve the genuine vaccine 
matter, and to clothe him with the privilege of 
franking the same,) passed through a Committee 
of the Whole, and was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 

The House then resolved itself intoa Commit- 
tee of the Whole, on the report of the select com- 
mittee relative to the military lands due to the 
officers and soldiers of the Virginia line in the 
Revolutionary war on State establishment. 

After some debate, the report of the commit- 
tee, favorable to the granting the land therein re- 
ferred to, was disagreed to. 

The Committee rose and reported their disa- 
greement thereto. 

On the question of concurrence, considerable 
debate arose, and the House adjourned without 
having come to any decision. 

The principal speakers were, in favor of the 
claim or right of the officers and soldiers, Messrs. 
Neuson, RanpoLen, GrorsoN, and others; and 
against them, Messrs. Goun, Waricut, and others. 


Weonespay, February 3. 


Mr. GnoLsow, from the Committee of Claims 
reported the bill from the Senate “for the relief 
of Washington Lee,” without amendment; the 
bill was then committed to a Committee of the 
Whole to-morrow. 

Mr. Cuzvzs, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, presented a bill reguiating foreign coins, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice, 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole to- 
morrow. 

Mr. Ruza, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, presented a billin addition 
to an act regulating the Post Office Establish- 
ment; which was read twice, and committed to 
a Committee of the Whole to-morrow. 

On motion of Mr. Lacocg, the Committee of 
Commerce and Manufactures were instructed to 
inquire into the expediency of briaging in a bill 
in confirmation of an act of the Legislature of 
Pennsylvania, establishing a Board of Wardens, 
and regulating pilots and pilotage, for the port of 
Philadelphia. f 

The House proceeded to consider the report of 
the Committee of the Whole on the report of the 
select committee, touching the claims of the offi- 
cers and soldiers of the Virginia line of the Rev- 
olutionary army to bounty lands; and, on motion, 
the report was ordered to lie on the table. 

On motion of Mr. WinGERy, a committee was 
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appointed to consider the expediency of altering 
the time of holding the district court of the Uni- 
ted States for the district of Maine, now holden 
at Wiscassett, from the first Tuesday of March, 
to the last Tuesday of February; with leave to 
report by bill, or otherwise; and Mr. Wincery, 
Mr. Ricnarpson, and Mr. Erv, were appointed 
the committee. 

An engrossed bill giving further time to the 
purchasers of public lands to complete their pay- 
ments was read the third time, and passed. 

An engrossed bill authorizing an increase of 
the capital stock of the Bank of Washington was 
read the third time, and passed. 

An engrossed bill to impose a duty on the im- 
portation of iron wire was read the third time, 
and passed. 

MILITARY. BOUNTY LANDS. 


The House then proceeded to eonsider the re- 
port of the Committee of the Whole on the report 
of the select committee touching the claims of the 
officers and soldiers of the Virginia line of the 
Revolutionary army to military bounty lands. 

The question was then taken to concur with 
the Committee of the Whole House in their dis- 
agreement to the resolution recommended by the 
select committee, which is as follows: 


Resolved, That provision should be made for secur- 
ing tothe officers and soldiers of the Revolutionary 
army of Virginia, on State establishment, in the land 
or sea service of the said State, the bounty lands which 
were promised to them, either by a law or resolution 
of the said Commonwealth, out of the lands not other- 
wise appropriated, and lying on the northwest side of 
the river Ohio, within the Virginia cession, to be of 
good quality, according to the true intent and meaning 
of the promises made on the part of Virginia, and that, 
if a sufficiency of good land within the meaning of the 
aforesaid engagement cannot there be found, that their 
bounties shall be satisfied out of any other public land 
of the United States, not heretofore otherwise appro- 
priated : 

And was determined in the affirmative—yeas 
66, nays 41, as follows: 

Yxas— Willis Alston, jr., William Anderson, Eze- 
kiel Bacon, David Bard, William W. Bibb, William 
Blackledge, Elijah Brigham, Robert Brown, William 
Butler, John C. Calhoun, Francis Carr, Epaphroditus 
Champion, Martin Chittenden, James Cochran, Tho- 
mas B. Cooke, Lewis Condict, William Crawford, 
Richard Cutts, John Davenport, jr., Roger Davis, Sam- 
uel Dinsmoor, William Ely, James Emott, James Fisk, 
Asa Fitch, Meshack Franklin, Thomas R. Gold, Charles 
Goldsborough, Isaiah L. Green, Obed Hall,John A. 
Harper, Jacob Hufty, John M. Hyneman, Richard 
Jackson, jr., Joseph Kent, William Kennedy, Lyman 
Law, Aaron Lyle, Nathaniel Macon, Alexander Mc- 
Kim, Arunah Metcalf, Samuel L. Mitchill, James Mor- 
gan, Jeremiah Morrow, Jonathan O. Moseley, Thomas 
Newbold, Israel Pickens, Timothy Pitkin, jr. Benja- 
min Pond, Elisha R. Potter, Josiah Quincy, William 
Reed, William M. Richardson, Jonathan Roberts, Ebe- 
nezer Sage, Thomas Sammons, Ebenezer Seaver, Lew- 


enridge, William A. Burwell, Langdon Cheves, John 
Clopton, John Dawson, Joseph Desha, Elias Earle, 
Thomas Gholson, Peterson Goodwyn, Aylett Hawes, 
Richard M. Johnson, William R. King, Abner Lacock, 
Joseph Lewis, jr, Peter Little, Willliam Lowndes, 
Thomas Moore, William McCoy, Samuel McKee, Jas. 
Milnor, Hugh Nelson, Thomas Newton, Stephen Orma- 
by, Joseph Pearson, James Pleasants, jr., Samuel Ring- 
gold, Thomas B. Robertson, John Rhea, John Roane, 
John Sevier, Daniel Sheffey, George Smith, John 
Smith, Richard Stanford, Philip Stuart, Wm. Strong, 
John_ Taliaferro, David R. Williams, and Thomas 
Wilson. 


REGULATION OF SEAMEN, 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the bill prohibiting the employ- 
ment of foreign seamen in the armed vessels and 
merchant service of the United States. 

The first section of the bill having been read— 

Mr. Grunpy said: Mr. Chairman, notwith- 
standing the unkind reception with which the bill 
under consideration met with from a particular 
quarter, on its first appearance in the House, I 
am still its advocate, and solicit a calm and tem- 
perate discussion of its merits. I ask this not on 
my own account—for the storm of debate has no 
terrors to me—but I ask itin order that justice 
may be done to the subject. . 

Weall know, that when the passions are ex- 
cited, or those prejudices which are incident to 
man in his most perfect state indulged, reason, 
the pride of our nature, is thrown from its place, 
and errors of the most pernicious kind often fol- 
low. Having requested that a mild tempera- 
ment of mind shall characterize the debate upon 
which we are now entering, I shall be the last to 
disregard it myself. Hoping that nothing which 
I shall say may produce a single unpleasant sen- 
sation, either in this House or elsewhere, I shall 
proceed to an examination of the principles of 
the bill on your table. To these I shall confine 
my remarks at present, believing that any ob- 
jections which are intended to be made to the 
various details, by those who are opposed to its 
passage, will be withheld until the opinion of the 
committee can be taken upon the main question, 
The propriety of this course is strongly enforced 
by the consideration that all amendments which 
may be deemed necessary to render the bill more 
acceptable to gentlemen can be offered, and, if 
approved, adopted at a subsequent period. And, 
sir, permit me to assure you, that those members 
of the committee who directed the bill to be re- 
ported to the House will cheerfully accede to any 
modification which is not calculated to defeat 
the objects intended by them to beattained. We 
do not pretend that the bill is a perfect one; the 
novelty and difficulty of the subject forbid us to 
entertain an idea of that kind: at ihe same time, 
they furnish an apology for any imperfections 
which may be pointed out. In order that I may 
be distinetly understood, I shall in the first place 


is B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, | Consider this measure as unconnected with the 
Peleg Tallman, Charles Turner, jr., Laban Wheaton, | present peculiar state of the country, and after- 


Robert Whitehill, William Widgery, Robert Wright. 
Naxs—John Baker, Burwell Bassett, James Breck- 


wards inquire into the time and circumstances 
under which it is offered. 
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This, sir, is not intended as a temporary, short- 
lived. expedient; it ‘is proposed to make it a 
permanent law of the country. If adopted, it is 
hoped that experience alone will: point out its 
defects, and apply the necessary remedies. In 
considering this subject, gentlemen should divest 
themselves of narrow, sectional views, and re- 
collect. that the welfare of every portion of the 
country, however. remote, must be consulted in 
connexion with the particular districts which 
they more immediately represent. In casting 
our eyes over the United States, we see in the 
Eastern section an overflowing population ; there, 
also, is found a great proportion of the tonnage ; 
and there, too, is the spirit of commercial enter- 
prise. There both the laborers and the labor to 
be performed are concentrated, combined with 
the. proper skill and spirit to give direction to 
both. American citizens who adventure their 
lives and fortunes on the ocean, have assuredly 
a legitimate claim on their Government for pro- 
, teetion—their liberty and livelihood should at 
least besecured ; but, under existing regulations, 
neither is sufficiently guarded. In times of peace, 
the Governments of Europe permit their seamen 
to find employment in the merchant service. of 
the United States ; upon the appearance of war, 
they claim the right to withdraw them. What 
effect has this practice upon the seamen and com- 
merce of this country? When no war rages 
among the nations of Europe, swarms of foreign 
seamen flock to the United States in search of a 
livelihood; by reason of which, your own sea- 
men are thrown out of employment, or their 
wages greatly diminished. This is, to my mind, 
a species of injustice against that class of the 
community which ought not to be tolerated. 
Look, sir, at its operation on the mercantile inter- 
ests of the country. If on the eve of a war in 
Europe foreign seamen are withdrawn, a defi- 
ciency of sailors to navigate American vessels 
must be the unavoidable consequence. The fair 
trader cannot prosecute his customary voyages; 
the wages of seamen are suddenly raised, and 
the difficulty of obtaining them at any price is 
often productive of serious embarrassment. It 
is true, that a total exclusion of foreign seamen 
from our service might compel our merchants to 
raise, in some decree, the wages of American 
seamen; but for this they would be amply com- 
pensated by the uniformity of wages which 
would be established, and the certainty of being 
at all times able to obtain the number of sea- 
men necessary. For, sir, I have been assured by 
gentlemen on both sides of the House, acquainted 
with the subject, that, were foreigners excluded 
altogether, there would at all times be of native 
citizens a number of seamen equal to the prose- 
cution of the various branches of commerce 
usually carried on between this and other coun- 
tries, as well as our coasting trade. And when 
all who reside in our seaport towns concur in this 
opinion, I presume no reasonable doubt can be 
entertained of its accuracy ; and when it shall be 
known that the livelihood of American seamen 
is not to be rendered precarious by the contin- 
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gency arising from the compétition of foreigners, 
and that they will be exempt from the danger 
of impressment, many. will no doubt engage in 
that course of life who are at present deterred 
fromit. ; : 
,, Ina national point of view, how does this sub- 
ject present itself ? According to existing reg- 
ulations, when the United States are engaged in. 
war, we must rely on foreigners, who have no 
attachment to our country. It may happen that 
they are natives of the very country with which 
we are contending. If this bill shall be adopted, 
the country will be in safer hands; you will 
have men to navigate your vessels and fight 
your battles who have their family connexions 
amongst us, and whose feelings and attachments 
are purely American. In other respects, this 
measure is important: It will diminish the points 
of collision between this and other nations; it 
may do away the necessity of future wars (for I 
wish it to be understood, that nothing I now say 
is intended as having any relation to the present 
controversy between Great Britain and the Uni- 
ted States.) By this bill you will show foreign 
nations the limits to which our claims extend ; 
it will mark out by a defined boundary the ex- 
tent of our national rights, so far as they relate 
to the subject-matter of this bill. They will see 
that beyond the indisputable rights of the coun- 
try nothing is claimed ; and will Edo, of course, 
that should they intrench upon them, the people 
of the United States will put forth their strength 
in opposition to the invader. Further, sir, it will 
do away all doubt as to the propriety of resist- 
ance among ourselves. If a single individual is 
then impressed, we shall all know that a political 
brother has lost his liberty. And, sir, although 
we now divide in opinion, let this be reduced to 


such certainty as to be incapable of contradiction, 


and we are an united people. If this bill goes 
into effect, it will be known by all, that none but 
an American can be taken from under our flag. 
Then let a course of impressment occur, and no 
man will dare raise his voice against relieving 
his fellow-cittizen from bondage, and punishing 
the Power which has deprived him of his liberty. 

By the bill on your table, is not every claim 
which any human being has on the American 
Government secured? To the native citizen, 
its language is, whether you inhabit the soil or 
visit the most distant climes, wherever you may 
lawfully be, the protecting hand of your Govern- 
ment shall cover you. So long as you shall not 
attach yourself to another community, but retain 
your native character, to be able to say you are 
an American citizen, it shall be your shield and 
safeguard, To naturalized citizens, and those 
who have commenced a course of naturalization, 
we are under obligations. They have claims on 
us which must be discharged. For myself, I can 
never consent that Punic faith shall be ascribed 
to the American nation; and although, from the 
other side of the House, it is at some times inti- 
mated, and at others faintly urged, that the same 
kind of protection is not due to naturalized as to 
native citizens, I doubt very much whether any 
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member on this floor will hazard a declaration 
to that effect. 

As between naturalized citizens and this Gov- 
ernment, how does the subject of allegiance and 
protection stand ? The Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States authorizes Congress to pass laws for 
the naturalization of foreigners. In pursuance 
of this authority, Congress laid down a rule; the 
terms and conditions were prescribed; it was 
published to the citizens and subjects of all na- 
tions. By this foreigners were invited to come 
forward and forma part of the American fam- 
ily—many have complied ; if conformity to your 
requisitions, they have renounced their allegiance 
to their parent State, and have sworn allegiance 
to the American Government. Are you not 
bound to protect so long as their duty of allegi- 
ance continues? J cannot see how any mancan 
bring himself to doubt on sucha point. In other 
words, you have made the proposition—they have 
accepted and fulfilled the terms on their part; 
and you cannot be released from the obligation 
which the compact thus entered into imposes; and 
any attempt to withhold full protection from this 
description of men would be a violation of the 
pledged faith of the Government. To these men 
all the rights of native Americans attach, and the 
bill on your table places them precisely on the 
same ground. 

Are we under obligations to any other descrip- 
tionofmen? As Christiansand civilized men we 
owe the kind offices of humanity and hospitality to 
every member of the great human family; but I 
deny that we are under political obligations to 
others, than thoseI have enumerated. Sir, those 
who are citizens of other countries form no part 
of our political association; they have not con- 
sented to participate in our dangers and difficul- 
ties; they form a part of a different community. 
There they owe allegiance, and to that commu- 
nity should they look for protection. I intend 
not by this to contravene the sentiments expressed 
by that distinguished statesman, who declared, 
that America should form an asylum for oppressed 
humanity. Far from it; but I mean to say, that 
foreigners who wish to enjoy the benefits shall 
stay within the asylum, according to the terms 
specified in the bill before you. 

Let us now inquire whether anything is con- 
ceded by the provisions of this bill to other na- 
tions which tends to degrade the American char- 
acter. We exclude foreign seamen of those 
nations from our service, who will reciprocate 
that regulation—we also require that the Amer- 
ican flag shall protect all who sail under it, except 
those who may be in the service of an enemy to 
that nation which claims the right to seize on 
board the vesssel of a neutral Power. This it is 
believed is in conformity with public law, as ac- 
knowledged by all nations, until Great Britain, in 
the confidence of her maritime superiority, had 
attempted to innovate upon it. There is, sir, no 
regulation in this bill, except one, of which I shall 
presently speak, which is not required to be re- 
ciprocal. On the point of our demanding an ex- 
clusion of American seamen from foreign ships, 


in consideration of this country excluding their 
seamen from our vessels, I feel a perfect indiffer- 
ence. Ifit were made aquestion between thisand 
another nation, I would yield nothing to its de- 
mands; a perfect reciprocity should exist in all 
things. But if I am asked to yield to our own 
citizens the right of unqualified locomotion, and 
to extend to them the privilege of seeking em- 
ployment wherever they choose, I am ready to 
grantit; the inducements to remain in the Amer- 
ican service are so strong that no evil can result 
from permitting it. Iam also the more willing 
to surrender this part of the bill, lest some gen- 
tlemen might think it abridged the rights of ex- 
patriation. Consuls and commercial agents are 
permitted by the provisions of the bill to claim 
the citizens or subjects belonging to their respec- 
tive countries and to be present when the inves- 
tigation takes place, and in this particular the 
same privilege is not secured in behalf of A mer- 
ican Consuls and agents. 'Iwo reasons had in- 
fluence in preventing the committee from insert- 
ing asimilar provision as.it regards American 
citizens—first, it might be deemed arrogant and 
presumptuous in us to attempt to make a regula- 
tion, which was required to be executed in ano- 
ther country, precisely in our way, without giving 
to other nations an opportunity of suggesting or 
proposing a mode by which the objects could be 
effected in a manner more agreeable to them and 
as safe to this country. In the next place it was 
and is still seriously doubted, whether such rigor 
should be exercised towards American citizens. 

I trust I have succeeded in establishing the 
utility of this measure, as a permanent and last- 
ing regulation, and will proceed to a considera- 
tion of the time and circumstances under which 
the proposition is offered. It is made, and you 
are asked to adopt it, when we are in a state of 
actual war with Great Britain, and this I know 
constitutes the only objection which some gen- 
tlemen have to it. Iask them to reflect cooly, 
and answer me, with the same plainness and sim- 
plicity in which I make the inquiry. this question, 
Is it ever wrong to do right? For my part, 1 
think there is no period at which it is improper 
to declare to the peopie of the United States and 
to the world the nature of our rightful claims; 
how far they have been disregarded, and upon 
what terms a settlement of existing differences 
can be had, and to perform any act which shall 
be deemed necessary to satisfy our own citizens 
and other nations of the sincerity of our profes- 
sions. Sir, you must notattempt to conceal from 
the public eye your sentiments on any great po- 
litical subject—if you do, a degree of distrust un- 
friendly to the movements of the Government 
will be produced. Sir,if I know anything of the 
American people, the way to retain their confi- 
dence, is tu ask nothing unreasonable or unjust 
from other Governments; extend your claims so 
far as to include cvery American right, and no 
farther ; have no contest for anything which lies 
beyond the true boundary, but with firmness of 
mind and determination of character protect 
everything within. Sir, the people of this coun- 
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try are brave in defénce of their rights ;-and un- 
just war they will not wage; is it-not then im- 
portant that you convince every portion of them, 
that this war is‘not ‘carried on wantonly, but to 
protect essential rights? When they see you 
placing the Américan ‘cause upon the true and 

` just point, and declaring that you will never re- 
cede, they will support you; nor will they mis- 
construe your conduct; they will not mistake solid 
determination for timidity: No, sir, they think 
with him’who knew how to acquire glory in the 
field—that there are no laurels so estimable as 
those which are engrafted upon the olive. 

Mr. Chaifman, a Roman Senator, upon an oc- 
casion not unlike the present, is represented as 
saying— ` 2d 

“True fortitude is seen in great exploits, 

That justice warrants and that wisdom guides ; 
All else is towering frenzy and distraction ” 


And, sir, shall the counsellors of a great na- 
tion be,so misled by a momentary passion or 
frenzy, as to lose. the opportunity of doing an 
act, which will give strength to the American 
arm in the prosecution of a just and necessary 
war; a war which must and shall, so far as my 
voice will go, be carried on until every American 
right is secured, and every wrong redressed ? 
There are reasons which render the passage of 
this bill peculiarly proper at this time. What 
will give most vigor to the war? Union. What 
will ‘produce union? Convince all men that 
you are disposed to act justly; that you com- 
menced and now prosecute this war from neces- 
sity, not choice. I know this is the case; the 
people I represent are satisfied of it, and their 
conduct has proved it. But there are men who 
have deceived themselves into a belief that you 
-are not willing to see harmony restored between 

- the two countries. Jask you to undeceive them, 
take the bandage from their eyes, let them see 
their error, many of them will unite with us. 

Admit that there are men who hate this Ad- 
ministration more than they love their country, 

. and therefore will not unite in the prosecution of 

. the war, will not those who have been misled by 
-their counsels leave them? Yes, sir, with this 
manifestation of the rectitude of your intentions, 
I think I am safe in saying to my political friends 

. that the opposition cannot stand before them; 
you sweep the ground from under their feet; you 
leave them nothing on which to stand. At pres- 
ent we have truth on our side; adopt this bill, 
and you disarm your adversaries of all plausible 
argument. 

In the effects to be produced by the passage of 
this bill, I think I cannot be mistaken. Have 
not the gentlemen on the other side of the House 
called for it repeatedly during the present ses- 
sion? Have they not said, do this and you have 
peace, or a union of all parties in the prosecution 
of the war? The gentleman from North Caro- 
lina (Mr. Pearson) was explicit on this point. 
Sir, Tam willing to yield to their request; the 
thing is right in itself, and they have asked for 
it; as honorable men they cannot fail to comply 


"with their former declarations. If, however, they 


should not, I would still grant their request; I 
would give it to them as a rod with which to 
chastise them. For, sir, rely on it, that it is ne- 
cessary to destroy the means of error, and the 
effects of misrepresentation. And, sir, if we 
use well the means in our power, the remainder 
will be done in our respective districts. 

Sir, it is due to the opposition that this step 
should be taken; many of them do believe that 
a fair and equitable peace will be the conse- 
quence. I differ from them in opinion, but I am 
still disposed to gratify them. If they are mis- 
taken, their error will be more manifest ; it will 
convince them that justice cannot be obtained 
from the enemy. Suppose, on the other hand, 
that peace should follow from the adoption of 
this measure, where is a man to be found who is 
unwilling to see a just, honorable, and reciprocal 
treaty between the two nations? If such a feel- 
ing exists in any man, he will never venture to 
express it before the American people. Any 
other treaty than such as I have described, I 
should contemn, and I feel confident that the 
Executive would not listen to propositions which 
would place the nation over which he presides 
on dishonorable ground. 

Other reasons than those already enumerated 
dictate the propriety of now acting on this sub- 
ject: we are in a state of war; weare a divided 
people. [regret that truth compels me to say 
this, but the fact isso. Much misrepresentation 
prevails with regard to our motives; so long as 
this is the case, the people will not go so heartily 
with us, and render all that support which is de- 
sirable in the present state of the country. They 
have the right to know distinetly for what you 
are fighting; and let me tell you how far I think 
they will support you. So long as you are con- 
tending to protect native Americans or foreign- 
ers, to whom the United States owe protection, 
they will be with you; but let them suspect that 
the object is to secure deserters from foreign ves- 
sels, and they will tell you that their blood and 
treasure shall not be expended for such an object, 
and in a voice which must be obeyed they will 
command you to desist. Sir, we should not only 
do right, but avoid the appearance of evil. Let 
it be known to all men that this contest is kept 
up for American rights, purely so, and a high- 
minded, honorable people, will never abandon us. 

Sir, I ask this demonstration of the sincerity 
of your motives in behalf of the people I repre- 
sent; they have confidence in you ; let it not be 
impaired. Fask it in behalf of men who will 
not halt at the margin of a river; men who will 
not stop to consult the Constitution and geogra- 
phy of their country when the enemies of Amer- 
ica are in view. Preserve the minds of such 
men free from doubt; if you do not, double the 
number required by Government will not again 
raliy around. your standard at the call of their 
country, and that too with a view of encounter- 
ing the severest seasons and the worst of cli- 
mates, in addition to the enemies of the land. 

By the bill on your table, is a single American 
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right surrendered ? Nay, more, do you yield any- 
thing which your Government has ever claimed ? 
All must answer in the negative, I would then 
ask all men of sober sense, how is this nation 
degraded ? "This is not intended as a mere step- 
ping stone, to enable the Executive to make an 
overture for peace, but it will authorize him, 
should the proposition come from the other party, 
to stand on even ground in the negotiation. 

Some gentlemen think.this measure belongs 
exclusively to the Executive under the treaty- 
making power. Sir, they misconceive the sub- 
ject. This is intended as a general law, not ap- 
plicable to Great Britain alone; but suppose it 
were, they would gain by this nothing in the ar- 
gument. Has not Congress the power to say 
who shall navigate the vessels of the United 
States? Has it not the right to regulate the nav- 
igation of the country ? Is it not its duty to 
pass naturalization laws ? Surely, no man can 
seriously believe that we have not the Constitu- 
tional power to act. And, sir, whatever may be 
the correct opinion on the point so ably dis- 
cussed on the adoption of the last treaty between 
the United States and Great Britain, gentlemen 
should recollect, that although the Constitution 
gives to the President, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, the power to make 
treaties; it also gives to Congress the right to 
pass laws for the naturalization of foreigners. 
If, then, a treaty should be concluded by the 
proper authorities, containing provisions on a 
subject confided by the Constitution to the Con- 
gress of the United States, I very much doubt 
whether a House of Representatives could be 
found which would willingly consent to be used 
as a piece of mere machinery, to carry into effect 
stipulations contrary to the judgment of its mem- 
bers., I wish to avoid a discussion on the ques- 
tion which occurred in the year 1796. It is not 
necessary to enable us to come to a correct de- 
cision on the subject now under consideration ; 
and, sir, nothing but necessity shall ever induce 
me to advocate an opinion in which I differ from 
that man to whom I owe the right of thinking 
and speaking freely ; him to whom I am indebted 
for the high privilege of addressing an Ameri- 
can Congress; him, for the honor of whose 
birth, not seven cities alone, but more than seven 
nations would have contended, had not the title 
of America been unquestionable. 

It is expedient to act at present on another ac- 
count; the Executive has offered these terms ; 
the British Minister declined their acceptance, 
partly on the ground that Congress might not 
sanction the measure. I question the sincerity 
of the British Minister on this subject; but, pass 
this bill, and you bring him to the test; if insin- 
cere, you put your enemy more in the wrong. 
The British nation, the American people, and 
‘the whole world will see, that the continuance of 
this war is not owing to any disregard to justice 
on our part. 

Mr. Chairman, I have been amused when I 
have heard certain objections to the passage of 
this bill stated in conversation. It has been said, 


in opposition to it, that Lord Castlereagh, when 
discussing American affairs with Mr. Russell, 
used certain expressions loftily. I will tell you, 
sir, what I think of Lord Castlereagh’s conduet 
on that occasion. I view it as unbecoming, un- 
dignified, and rude. But it certainly is attach- 
ing too much importance to it, to permit the 
councils of those who have in charge the inter- 
ests of seven millions of people to be moved by 
it. Sir, unaffected by his smiles or his frowns, 
we should pursue our object, and not be driven 
from our purpose. By not passing this bill, will 
you not justify that distrust expressed by Lord 
Castlereagh? Whatever may be your motives, 
will not your actions show an unwillingness to 
accede to the just and equitable terms held out 
by your own Executive? Sir, I do greatly fear 
the consequences. 

Mr. Chairman, should this bill be rejected, I 
shall feel no other mortification than that which 
arises from a convietion that the true interest of 
the country has not been. sufficiently consulted. 
But for this I will not abandon my political 
friends on this floor; no, sir, I will go with them 
through good and evil report, so long as I enter- 
tain the same good opinion of their motives, 
which I now do; and of one thing let all be as- 
sured, that I never will be content to surrender 
an American right, so long as a current runs in 
these veins. 

Mr. Waicut replied to Mr. Grunpy, and op- 
posed the bill at considerablelength. He consid- 
ered it as a violation of public law, and as a vio- 
lation of our Constitution, so far as respects nat- 
uralization. He also viewed it as an attempt to 
wrest the treaty-making power from the hands of 
the Executive, and offered many objections to 
the bill in principle and detail. 

After he concluded, the Committee rose, and 
reported progress, and obtained leave to sit again. 


Tuurspay, February 4. 

On motion of Mr. Hempstead, the committee 
appointed on that part of the Presidents Message 
which relates to military affairs, wereinstruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of authorizing 
the President of the Ünited States to cause ten 
companies of mounted riflemen to be raised for 
the protection of the Northwestern frontier. 

On motion of Mr. Bonn, a committee was ap- 
pointed to inquire whether any, and if any, what, 
amendments are necessary to be made to the act, 
entitled “An act to extend the right of suffrage 
in the Illinois Territory, and for other purposes ;” 
with leave to report by bill, or otherwise; and 
Mr. Bonn, Mr. Lirtie,Mr. Grosvenor, Mr. Ars- 
Ton, and Mr. McKzz, were appointed the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. Wricat, from the committee to whom 
was referred the petition of Henry Gassaway, 
made a report; which was read, and the resolu- 
tion therein contained concurred in by the House. 
"The report is as follows: 

“The committee to whom was referred the petition 
of Henry Gassaway, a lieutenant in the army of the 
Revolution, in the Maryland line, have had the same 


969° 


Feproary, 1813. 


under their consideration; and report : That it is inex- 
pedient, from .principles:of -general policy, to:apply the 
national bounty to a particular case, however merito- 
rious the applicant, where numerous cases alike claim 
the national liberality; that Henry Gassaway has 
strong claims on the gratitude of his country for his 
Revolutionary sacrifices on the altar of liberty, during 
the war that secured our independence; that, having 
received no wound, his case is not provided for by the 
act giving pensions. 'l'he committee, however, feel it 
their duty to recommend to the justice and magnani- 
mity of the United States’ Government, as well as to 
the governments of the respective States, the appoint- 
ment of such meritorious officers and privates to such 
offices as their talents would enable them to discharge, 
with profit to themselves and justice to their country, 
that the evening of their lives might be as serene and 
easy as their youthful toils have been honorable to them- 
selves, and profitable to their country. 

“ They recommend the following resolution : 

** Resolved, That Henry Gassaway be permitted to 
withdraw his petition and papers." 

On motion of Mr. Hempsteap, the Committee 
of the Whole were discharged from the consider- 
ation of the report of the select committee on the 
petition of Daniel Boone, and the report and pe- 
tition were committed to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

REGULATION OF SEAMEN. 

"The House again resolved itself intoa Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the bill regulating the em- 
ployment of foreign seamen in the merchant ser- 
vice, and in the armed vessels of the United 
States, 

‘Mr. Seysenr said he had a desire to lay before 
the Committee the views which had presented 
themselves to his mind concerning the bill in 
question. The vital principle of this bill was to 
be found in the first section. To try the sense of 
the Committee he would move to strike out the 
first section. Having made this important mo- 
tion it was his duty to give the reasons whereon 
it was grounded. 

Sir, (continued he,) the great principle of this 
bill is, to forbid, after a eertain period, the occu- 
pation of seamen to persons who may become 
citizens of the United States. Yesterday we 
We were informed by the gentleman from Tennessee 
(Mr. Grunpy) that this was not to be considered 
a temporary regulation—it was intended to form 
a permanent navigation system for the United 
States. To this Mr. S. replied it was not proper 
toform permanent regulations of the kind during 
a state of war, because the commerce of the 
‘country must then be liable to many uncertain- 
ties; such a system could be better matured dur- 
ing a state of peace. 

He said the provisions of this bill were the 
consequence of the horrid practice of impress- 
ment which Great Britain exercised towards the 
seamen of the United States. For more than 
twenty years last past the Government of the 
United States has been protesting against this 
practice. By some it is pretended this bill will 
remove the difficulties in question, and restore 
peace to the United States—would to God it 
may produce this effect should it pass! In this 


OF CONGRESS, 


Regulation of Seamen. 


970 
H. or R. 


light he said it was worthy the serious consid- . 
eration of the Legislature; for faets, he should: 
rely upon the authentic documents which were 
at various times laid before Congress—your tables 
groan under their pressure and ‘seem to rise into 
resistance. d He 
Sir, said Mr. S. the practice has always been 
declared unjustifiable; it cannot be grounded on 
natural or national law; numerous proofs are 
extant of the uniform protest of every Adminis- 
tration of the Government of the United States 
against it; it has been unceasingly destructive to 
our honor and our interests—no other nation has 
ever submitted to it. Such have been the de- 
clarations of your several Presidents; they were 
supported by the opinions of Messrs. Pickering, 
Wolcott, McHenry, Stoddert, Charles Lee, and 
Chief Justice Marshall. The last named gen- 
tleman considered the impressment of our sea- 
men “an act of violence for which there exists 
no palliative.’ He well imagined, if the practice 
was continued, it would lead to a rupture between 
the United States and Great Britain. Every 
Administration, including the present, has failed 
in their numerous efforts to negotiate on and 
regulate this subject with the British Govern- 
ment. In vain did we yield that “in the ports of 
Great Britain and Ireland, the impress of British 
subjects found on board our vessels must doubt- 
less be admitted.” After the many fruitless ef- 
forts which have been adverted to—after the 
more recent offers tendered by Mr. Russell to the 
British Government—after the several declara- 
tions of Lord Castlereagh that “they cannot ton- 
' sentto suspend the exercise of a right upon which 
t the naval strength of the empire mainly depends 
* until they are fully convinced that means can be 
t devised, and will be adopted, by which the object 
* to be obtained by the exercise of that right can 
* be effectually secured”—after his Lordship can- 
didly confessed “that no Administration could 
t expect to remain in power that should consent 
* to renounce the right of impressment, orto sus- 
* pend the practice, without the certainty of an 
* arrangement which should obviously be calcu- 
‘ted most unequivocally to secure its object? — 
after Mr. Hamilton, the British under-Secretary 
of State, asked Mr. Russell “if the United States 
would deliver up the native British seamen who 
might be naturalized in America"—after Mr. 
Russell informed the Government of the United 
States that Lord Castlereagh told him all the 
expectations which had been entertained by our 
former Minister at the Court of St. James on this 
subject were impracticable and unfounded—after 
it had been most satisfactorily proved to Mr. 
Russell that nothing could be done with Great 
Britain on the subject—the Government of the 
United States declared war against that Power, 
and placed the odious practice of impressment as 
the first of its causes on that list which has been 
sarcastically termed “an ingenious catalogue.” 
This declaration was by Mr. S. considered as the 
“final attitude” of the United States with regard 
to Great Britain; all his subsequent views were 
turned towards its vigorous prosecution. But, 
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alas! the Legislature has another “ crisis? brought 
before it—its merits must be inquired into. If 
other circumstances did not require it of him, 
Mr. S. would content himself with observing 
that the report of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations afforded sufficient arguments why the 
bill should not pass. The committee acknowl- 
edge there seems no disposition on the part of 
the British Minister to treat on the subject! 
When speaking of the propositions which have 
been tendered by Mr. Russell they declared “ your 
t committee cannot avoid expressing its astonish- 
‘ment at the manner in which they were re- 
‘ceived. It was not sufficient to reject the pro- 
! posed armistice ; terms of peculiar reproach and 
‘insult were adopted to make the rejection of- 
‘fensive.” Again they tell you, “ your commit- 
‘tee have sought with anxiety some proof of a 
‘disposition in the British Government to ac- 
‘eommodate, on any fair condition, the import- 
‘ant difference between the two nations relative 
* to impressment ; but they have sought in vain: 
‘none is to be found, either in the communica- 
‘tions of the British Minister to the American 
* Chargé des Affaires at London, or in those of 
‘the commander of the British naval forces at 
‘ Halifax, made by order of his Government to 
t the Department of State.” 

Mr. S. then said he considered the passage of 
this bill inexpedient as to time and existing cir- 
cumstances. It has already been remarked that 
no prospect of being able to treat with the British 
Government on the great cause of dispute now 
exists. Your committee has informed you that 
propositions similar to those contemplated by this 
bill have been rejected, in terms of peculiar re- 
proach and insult. Your late accredited agent 
at the Court of St. James has communicated— 
nay, he says he is satisfied, and every circum- 
stance “proves most unequivocally the predeter- 
mination of the British Government to reject, at 
this time, every overture for the discontinuance 
of this degrading practice." Lord Castlereagh 
is uniform in his declaration that no suspension 
or modification of the practice can be admitted 
which should render doubtful the security of the 
object! What, sir, demanded Mr. S, is the ob- 
ject? He said it was man stealing; and asked, 
if anything but the practice itself could secure 
the end in view? This crime, said he, in the 
great catalogue of human enormities, stands alone, 
and no equivalent can be offered for it. The 
mere supposition of that being possible, implied a 
degree of baseness to which he hoped the people 
of the United States were strangers. Will our 
honor, will our interest, permit us again to stretch 
forth the arm of submission to Great Britain? 
Do not forget that public safety is incompatible 
with degradation. Great Britain knows she will 
be met on honorable ground if she was disposed 
to take it. Peace he considered the greatest of 
blessings if properly secured—it may be purchased 
at a rate which will consume your vitals. Ask 
nothing from Great Britain which she cannot 
grant consistent with her sovereignty and inde- 
pendence. Nothing is expected from Great Brit- 


ain for which. an equivalent is denied; to be on 
a level with her on this question is the right of a 
free, sovereign, and independent Power. Look 


to yourself and secure the safety of your people ;. 


the true path to prosperity and security must be 
that which we have indicated—all other terms, 
it is hoped, will be treated with the contempt 
which they merit. Have the wrongs been re- 
dressed for which the United States have con- 
tended? Has atonement been made for our vio- 
lated rights? Have our impressed seamen been. 
restored to their wives, their children, and their 
parents? Has Great Britain shown a disposi- 
tion to meet us after we have advanced more 
than two-thirds of the way? No! and no alone 


must be the uniform answer to all these questions. . 


Our course and our duty cannot be of a doubtful 
character— Prove to the enemy and to the 
world that we have not only inherited that lib- 
erty which our fathers gave us, but also the will 
and power to maintain it." Such a course and 
conduct alone will secure to you and to posterity 
those blessings which the God of nature has so 
bounteously bestowed on us. 

Have we, said Mr. S., reason to entertain any 
hopes from a late change of administration in 
Great Britain? Certainly not; the same spirit 
which has been prevalent in her councils for the 
last twenty years still exists—the virtuous Cas- 
tlereagh, with whom we have been negotiating 
for the several years last past, continues to con- 
trol the foreign department of that Government ;. 
he is aided by his former adherents and by the 
result of the late elections for members of Parlia- 
ment. You can expect nothing more from this 
man than what your power can achieve; this 
haughty Minister treated your propositions with 


neglect, when they were offered for a purpose to . 


which he attached much less consequence than 
he does to the present question. It was commu- 


nicated to this man, that a repeal of the unjust . 


ediets of Great Britain, in all probability, * would 
be followed by a war between the United States 
and France; your President informed you that, 
“even this communication received no atten- 
tion!” Sir, said Mr. S., this act, if it be Consti-- 
tutional, would be much better timed if we had 
remedied the disasters which we have so often 
been exultingly told now stain our arms and our 
reputation. The disasters of the last campaign 
gave him no uneasiness for the result in future, if 
it shall be determined to carry on the war with 
energy, and without regard to temporary expe- 
dients—all calculations should be founded on a 
prolongation of the war; thus will you be pre- 
pared to meet the worst from your enemy—you 
cannot fail to conquer her on the continent of 
North America. 

He said, he had heard it pretended that this aet 
contemplated nothing more than to place the 
President of the United States, touching the case 
in question, on a level with the King of Great 
Britain, as regards his treaty-making powers. He 
maintained, the President was so already ; and 
asked, why, at this time, pass an act, which is. 
intended to be operative only after a treaty shall 
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have been concluded-with the United States and 
Great Britain? If, the provisions of the bill be 
Constitutional, there. seemed no occasion for the 
act, since the stipulations therein contemplated 
might form a part.of the treaty. The Constitu- 
tion of the United States declares, “that all trea- 
ties made, or which shall be made under the au- 
thority of the United States, shall be the supreme 
law of the land.” To him, it seemed the Presi- 
dent of the United States had as much control 
over the question as has the King of England. 
In Great. Britain the King cannot naturalize an 
alien, no more ean the President of the United 
States—there it must be done by aet of Parlia- 
ment; here by a statute of Congress. The King 
cannot repeal an aet of the Parliament of Great 
Britain ; he, like the President, acts in his Exec- 
utive capacity. Seamen, who have served two 
years on board his Majesty’s ships of war, the 
merchantmen, or privateers of Great Britain 
‘are, ipso facto, naturalized by a British statute, 
whether they enter voluntarily or not! No pow- 
er other than that of the Legislature of Great 
Britain can repeal this clause, and absolve the 
allegiance which they claim from our impressed 
seamen, who may have served two years on board 
His Majesty’s ships, or other vessels, in Great 
Britain. It may be said, Parliament will enact 
such a repeal, and thus make the matter easy of 
accommodation between the two Governments, 
since it may, allow such of our seamen to quit 
their service as: are forcibly detained therein; 
whilst, on the other hand, we may suffer those to 
continue their allegiance to the King, who may 
see fit to do so. This is the only possible mode 
of proceeding which offered itself to his mind— 
he questioned the disposition of the Parliament 
on the subject; they must consult the feelings of 
the people of Great Britain before they could 
venture on it. Supposeit shall seem plausible 
that the Parliament would proceed in this way to 
meet our views; let me, said he, pray you not to 
be lulled into a state of fatal security by the pas- 
sage of this bill. It must be remembered, before 
the information of its adoption can have arrived 
in England, the Parliament will be out of ses- 
sion, and they will not assemble before the en- 
suing Winter; thus may we be unprepared for 
the coming campaign, and the most fatal conse- 
quences may befall this nation. 

Sir, continued Mr..S., on a former occasion, 
the time when this bill was first introduced to 
the House, the constitutionality of the act was 
questioned ; much reflection continued with in- 
creased force the same impressions which origi- 
nally had operated conviction on his mind. Al- 
low me, said he, to state the reasoning upon which 
this opinion was grounded. The Constitution of 
the United States declares Congress shall have 
power “to establish a uniform rule of naturali- 
zation, and uniform laws on the subject of bank- 
ruptcies throughout the United States.” Sir, the 
rule only relates to the mode, it is only operative 
during the nascent state of the political conver- 
sion, and it ceases to have effect the moment after 
the procsss has been completed. Your Constitu- 


tion only recognises the highest grade of citizen- 
ship that can be conferred—the alien is thus made 
a Native, as it were, and is fully vested with 
every right and privilege attached to the native, 
with the exception impressed on the Constitu- 
tion. Your statutes cannot deprive any particular 
species of citizens of the right of personal liberty 
or the locomotive faculty, because the Constitu- 
tion does not characterize the citizens of the Uni- 
ted States as native and naturalized. Our great’ 
family is composed of a class of men forming a 
single genus, who, to all intents and purposes, are 
equal, except in the instance specified, that of not 
being eligible to the Presidency of the United 
States; the only exception to the rule is expressed 
in the Constitution: if other exceptions had been 
contemplated by the framers of that instrument, 
they would also have been expressed; none other 
having been expressed, he said, it followed that 
your legislative acts could not make individual 
exceptions touching the occupation of the citi- 
zen. All freemen, citizens of the United States 
may pursue their happiness in any manner and 
in any situation they please, provided they do not 
violate the rights of others. You cannot dedy to 
any portion of your citizens, who desire to plough 
the deep, the right to do so, whilst you permit 
another portion of them the enjoyment of that 
right. T'he rule must be uniform, as it regards 
place, and as it respects the persons who are nat- 
uralized; the probationary process must be the 
same, whether it be performed at Charleston or 
at Boston; it must be alike in its application, 
whether thealien bea German or an Englishman 3 
it must be the same to all Englishmen, be they 
artisans Or seamen. You cannot pass this bill, 
and thereafter naturalize foreigners with limited 
privileges, unless the Constitution be amended, so 
as to establish different grades of citizenship. 
In most European Governments these gradations 
do exist; in the United States they are unkngyn. 
Whether it would be policy on the part ofthe 
Government of the United States at this time, to 
deny naturalization to aliens hereafter, was a 
question of too much magnitude for him to decide 
upon without much previous investigation and 
serious reflection. This question is not now be- 
fore the Committee. He said, he would defer the 
discussion of it to the proper period. Let me add, 
said he, (God be praised!) we have no bill of rights 
for the government of the citizens. The rights 
and privileges which we enjoy as citizens of the 
United States, constitute the original rights which 
are reserved to the people. The Congress of the 
Revolution on the 4th day of July, 1776, declared 
these States free and independent; they further 
declared, “we hold these truths to be self-evi- 
* dent, that all men are created equal; that they 
‘are endowed hy their Creator with certain in- 
‘ alienable rights; that among these are life, lib- 
* erty, and the pursuit of happiness? Has it be- 
come the duty of the Congress of 1813 to deny 
these well-founded principles ? Principles for 
which your illustrious predecessors lavished the 
blood and treasure of this nation, during the hard 
fought conflicts of a seven years war! Are we 
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now prepared to violate, abridge, and to deny to 
ourselves, the attributes which are common to all 
free, sovereign, and independent States?  Wiil 
you spontaneously take a secondary rank amongst 
civilized nations, and do this without making an 
effort to resist it? Does it seem fit, that the only 
free nation on earth should be the first to make a 
voluntary sacrifice of the rights which man has 
inherited from the God of nature? Rights, which 
are beyond the control of human usurpation. Can 
you descend to this? Let me answer for you. 
“ DII not believe it ;” the act alone could convince 
him that you are about to introduce into the po- 
litical system of the United States, the abomina- 
ble India graduation of castes, and thus limit the 
pursuit of happiness. At the moment when Great 
Britain, by regal proclamation, declared all her 
subjects, which your statutes have naturalized, 
traitors, if found in arms fighting your battles! 
you are engaged in the passage of an act vield- 
ing to her one of the most sacred principles of 
civilized society; though she has thousands of 
your citizens, whom she pretends to have natural- 
ized, on board of her armed ships, forced to spill 
the blood of their countrymen and their kindred. 
Perdition to the horrid thought! If, said he, 
England complains of the emigration of her peo- 
ple to the United States, she cannot accuse us of 
using foul means to effect the purpose—the fault 
lies with herself; let her make her people happy; 
that will be found to be the most certain method 
of keeping them at home. 

You may term, said he, this bill a Navigation 
Act; designate it by whatever title you please, 
its object and tendency cannot be mistaken. By 
its passage you consign the liberties of this na- 
tion to the mercy of European Governments. 
Let me beseech you to pause before you take this 
fatal step. Remember that the least abandon- 
ment of correct principles will inevitably lead to 
by ARS We are the constituted guardians 
of tħe rights of our fellow-citizens. It becomes 
us to respect, nay, it is demanded of us, that we 
should preserve them inviolate to posterity. It 
is an inheritance which they do not derive from 
us, and of which we have not the power to de- 
prive them. If you pass this bill, the mischief 
will not end here; you must make other sacrifices; 
you will have to “deliver up? to Great Britain 
the seamen whom you have naturalized. The 
question has been already put to Mr. Russell. 
Great Britain will not be content if you go thus 
far. She has further claims on your weakness. 
You cannot refuse to her to relinquish the right 
to naturalize any British subject hereafter. Her 
claims to her artisans and manufacturers are as 
strong as those in favor of her seamen; the in- 
dustrious of Birmingham, Sheffield, Manchester, 
and Leeds, are of as much consequence to her 
prosperity. Her seamen cannot be supported 
without them. It is her pretended power which 
she will array against your acknowledged feeble- 
ness. You can only maintain your ground by a 
manly resistance; there is no other mode left to 
save the Republic. Is it your intention to aban- 
don the thousands who are now impressed, con- 


fined, and who groan on board the floating dun- 
geons of Great Britain? It may be presumed 
that fifteen thousand American seamen are now 
on board her ships of war. "T'his does not rest 
upon speculation; it is founded upon the facts 
communicated by Commodore Rodgers. If you 
demand these citizens in the feeble tone of sup- 
plication, the answer will be, they are the natu- 
ralized subjects of Great Britain, and that it is 
her practice to defend and protect them as the 
law directs. If you shall insist on retaining the 
British subjects which have been naturalized ac- 
cording to your rule, she will determine to de- 
tain those who became her subjects according to 
the provisions of the acts of Parliament. You 
dare not abandon these citizens; the Constitution 
forbids it. If you will persist in the course which 
this bill is about to establish, and naturalize a 
class of men with limited rights, you will fur- 
nish the catalogue of human nature with a genus 
of nondescripts; civilized society will be infested 
with a race of semi-naturalized men. Perhaps 
you may be disposed to offer violence to nature; 
attempt a change of color and complexion, and 
thus furnish new subjects for the natural histo- 
rian. 

Sir, it is pretended that we are surrounded by 
difficulties. Were itso, they might be surmount- 
ed; but this bill could not be the remedy for 
them. Let me beseech you not to accumulate 
them by acts of weakness. When the war was 
about to be declared against Great Britain, he 
was prepared to look for a powerful, a proud, and 
a haughty foe, though one whom we had sub- 
dued in the embryo state of our country, at a 
time when her strength seemed to enable her to 
contend with Hercules himself. Shall we fear 
to venture when we have arrived to manhood, 
and the enemy has sunk into superannuation? 
The Republic is safe. It matters not so much 
what pilots direct the ship; the crew is sound 
and able-bodied, and will carry her to a port of 
safety. The loss of his commission was not 
worth the recollection. By making these re- 
peated advances without any reasonable prospect 
of success, we do nothing but injury to ourselves; 
we have a lesson before us. He alluded to the 
declaration of Lord Shelburne to the Marquis 
de Bouille, in 1784, concerning the peace of 1783. 
His Lordship observed, perhaps loftily :—“ Had 
your Court appeared less solieitous to terminate 
the war, it would have obtained from us far 
greater sacrifices.” We ask no sacrifices from 
Great Britain; we only demand justice from her. 
Then our poliey is plain; our wisest, nay our 
most pacific measure would be, to show ourselves 
ready for the emergency ; to present in front of 
Great Britain a force which would make her feei 
her danger. 

Mr. Ancnn said he felt much interest for the 
fate of the bill before the Committee, yet he re- 
gretted the necessity which compelled him to de- 
liver his sentiments, as he felt a delicacy in reply- 
ing to the observations of his friends. Such how- 
ever had been the extraordinary nature of the 
objection urged by his colleague from Maryland, 


9TT 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


978 


FEsnuARY, 1813. Regulation 


of Seamen. H.or R. 


that he hoped the Committee would indulge him 
in replying to them, and he trusted that his 
friend from Maryland, (Mr. WRianuT) whose ex- 
perience called for his respect, whose patriotism 
demanded his veneration; and who would as will- 
ingly draw his. sword to avenge the wrongs of 
his country, as he-would be to denounce before 
the Representatives of the people any measure 
which might be considered detrimental to their 
interests, would pardon him in devoting many of 
the observations which he should make to the ar- 
oe which that gentleman had urged against 
the bill. 

-When he had the honor upon a former occa- 
sion‘of addressing the House, he had taken the 
liberty of expressing his entire willingness, to ex- 
clude by law from the merchant service of the 
United States the seamen of Great Britain. This 
opinion was neither expressed hastily nor formed 
without much deliberation. Nothing had fallen 
from the gentlemen who had preceded him, which 
induced him, in the smallest degree, to change 
his opinion. Indeed the positions which the gen- 
tleman from Maryland (Mr. Wricar)‘and the 
gentleman fsom Pennsylvania (Mr. SEYBERT) 
had taken, although supported with much inge- 
nuity, were in. themselves so extraordinary, that 
they BP perd to him to be in no way susceptible 
of proof. 

The gentlemen to whom he had alluded had 
both declared the tendency of the bill to be uncon- 
stitutional.. The opinion. was grounded by each 
upon:distinict principles. He would first endeavor 
to show that this objection was without foundation. 
This demanded the first consideration; for what- 
ever force otherarguments might haveagainst the 
measure now under consideration, this of itself, 
if it were sustained, would be sufficient to occa- 
sion the rejection of the bill. 

: The gentleman from Maryland (Mr. WnicnuT) 
declares that this measure is a usurpation of the 
powers of the Executive, by legislatively inter- 
fering with the treaty-making power. "Thatthis 
bill is to form the basis of a treaty; thatit is made 
in anticipation of one which is to contain ihe 
same principles, appear to be facts assumed as 
the ground-work upon which was built the whole 
superstructure of the gentleman’s argument. But 
what is the real state ofthe case? A proposition 
has been made by the President to the British 
Government. It is alleged that this proposition 
cannot be received because Congress havea right 
to carry into effect a treaty founded upon such 
principles if they please; or they have a power 
to reject it if they please. Now it is contended 
that such a treaty would be absolutely obligatory 
and that Congress could not reject it; but he 
would contend that Congress had constitutionally 
the power to reject it, and the inference would 
be necessarily deducible that this bill was indis- 
pensable to put the President upon an equal foot- 
ing with the Executive power of England in any 
negotiation hereafter to take place, embracing the 
same objects which it contained. He was sorry 
to find that his friend had abandoned the sound 
and Constitutional doctrine for which the House 


of Representatives had been sticklers at a very 
early period after the organization of our Goveru- 
ment. It would be remembered that when the 
House of Representatives were. called upon to 
carry into effect the British Treaty, by making the 
necessary appropriations, they required of the 
then President certain information which might 
enable them to judge of the propriety of making 
these appropriations. This information was re- 
fused, principally on the ground, thata treaty, 
when ratified by the Senate, was the supreme 
law of the land, and that it was not discretionary 
with that body whether they would carry it into 
effect or not. The House of Representatives as- 
serted what they considered to be their Constitu- 
tional right upon the subject, by the adoption of 
the following resolution : 


* Resolved, That it being declared by the second 
section of the second article of the Constitution, that 
the President shall have power by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate to make treaties, provided 
two-thirds of the Senators present concur, the House: 
of Representatives do not claim any agency in making 
treaties, but that when a treaty stipulates regulations 
of any of the subjects submitted by the Constitution 
to the power of Congress, it must depend for its execu- 
tion of such stipulations on a law or laws to be passed 
by Congress; and it is the Constitutional right and 
duty of the House of Representatives in all such cases 
to deliberate on the expediency or inexpediency of 
carrying such treaty into effect, and to determine and 
act thereon as in their judgment may be the most con- 
ducive,to the public welfare. 


The principles laid down in this resolution were 
of the first importance, and such as he hoped the 
House would ever contend for. He was willing 
to admit that a treaty was the supreme law of the 
land, but he must dissent from his colleague in 
the opinion that the House of Representatives 
were in all cases bound to carry it into effect. He 
contended that the expression in the Constitu- 
tion, “that a treaty should be the supreme law 
of the land,” was to be understood in a limited 
sense, in order to give operation to other powers 
granted in that instrument. A treaty was defined 
to be of two kinds: the first containing nothing 
more than obligations of the natural law; the sec- 
ond, where some new engagements were added to 
the obligations of that law. A treaty of the first 
kind, when ratified, was the supreme law of the 
land; buta treaty of the latter kind might con- 
tain principles affecting the sovereignty and unity 
of the nation, and interfere with the legislative 
powers of Congress. In all such cases, it required 
the exercise of the powers vested in Congress to 
give it complete effect. This he would endeavor 
to illustrate by an example or two, which would 
place the view he had taken of the subject ina 
clearer light: Suppose a treaty should contain a 
stipulation for the cessation of a positive wrong, on 
the part of the United States, towards another 
nation; this would be a mere obligation of natu- 
ral law, and, not interfering with the powers of 
Congress, would therefore be definitive. But, 
suppose the President and Senate would make a 
treaty with a foreign nation, in which it was stip- 


979. HISTORY OF 


980 


H. or R. Regulation 


of Seamen. . 


CONGRESS. 


Fesrvary, 1813. 


ulated that the United States should raise and 
support an. army, build a navy, and declare war 
against a certain Power; would it be so far the 
supreme law of the land, as that the President 
would be bound, as in ordinary eases, to execute 
the làw, by raising the army, building the navy, 
and.proceeding to acts of hostility, without laws 
enacted by Congress for carrying into effect the 
provisions of such a treaty? Or, suppose a treaty 
were formed, regulating all.the complicated ma- 
chinery of commerce, would not the aid of Con- 
gress be indispensably necessary, under the Con- 
stitution, to carry into operation its stipulations ? 
Would not Congress be bound, in all these cases, 
to exercise a sound discretion, and either pass the 
necessary laws, or, by refusing to do this, make 
such treaty void? Unquestionably they would; 
else the grant of power to Congress in these spe- 
cified cases was nugatory. If a contrary con- 
struction were to prevail, the Legislative would 
be completely subservient to the Executive de- 
partment of the Government. It would be giving 
to the regal and aristocratic branches of our Gov- 
ernment an entire control over the democratic: 
Congress could not exercise its volition; it would 
be compelled to register the edicts of the Execu- 
tive, however obnoxious, or however injurious to 
the people they might be. This was a most dan- 
gerous doctrine, and might strike at the founda- 
tion of our Government; for the Executive might 
sever, by treaty with a foreign nation, one of the 
States from the Union, and Congress would have 
no power to interfere. The powers of each de- 
partment of the Government were distinctly 
marked out. If one branch should step beyond 
the landmark, violence would be done to another ; 
and, at any rate, it seemed to him to be too much 
hike concentrating power in the hands of one or 
a few, with whom, the fate of every nation would 
tell, it could not be so safely trusted as in those of 
the many. The popular and representative body 
was not so liable to encroach on the Executive, as 
was the Executive on the Legislative body. The 
true distinction seemed to be, that, wherever a 
treaty was made which contained stipulations ex- 
clusively confided to the power of Congress, there 
a law was required before the treaty was the 
supreme law of the land; but, where its regula- 
tions did no interfere with any grant of power, it 
was, when ratified, the supreme law of the coun- 
try. The cases, the existence of which he had | 
supposed, were analogous to the one now under 

consideration. This bill contemplated, in some 

degree, the qualification of the rights of persons 

hereafter to be naturalized. The power to natu- 

ralize was exclusively confided to Congress, and, 

according to the construction which he had given 

of the Constitution, it was impossible for the Pre- 

sident to pledge the faith of the nation in a stipula- 

tion to which alone Congress could give efficacy. 

And of this opinion the Cabinet seemed clearly to 

be; for Mr. Monroe, in his letter of instructions 

to Mr. Russell, says: “A stipulation to prohibit 

by law the employment of British seamen in the 

service of the United States, is to be understood 

in the sense and spirit of our Constitution. The 


passage of such a law must depend of course on 
the Congress, who, it might reasonably be pre- 
sumed, would give effect to it.” If this reason- 
ing were correct, its application would unques- 
tionably be the same to the law, whether passed 
now, in contemplation of a treaty to happen in 
future, or adopted after the ratification of such a 
treaty. 

But the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
SzvsERT) had contended, that the bill was un- 
constitutional upon a different principle. To the 
Congress (said he) was granted the power to es- 
tablish an uniform rule of naturalization ; and to 
limit or qualify the general grant, would be un- 
constitutional. This idea seemed to be founded 
upon the technical meaning of the word natural- 
ization. The word, certainly, in that point of 
view, meant the investment of an alien, by fiction 
of law, with all the rights of a native-born citizen. 
But in order to estimate the Constitutional power 
of Congress upon the subject of. naturalization, 
it would be necessary to recur to a variety of con- 
siderations. He believed that every civilized na- 
tion, previous to the adoption of the Constitution, 
had in a greater or less extent naturalized for- 
eigners. But no nation had found it to be their 
policy, or their interest, to practise in their laws 
upon this subject upon the technical meaning of 
the word naturalization; on the contrary, they 
uniformly naturalized with certain qualifications ; 
they either did not make the protection promised 
them co-extensive with that which they extended 
to their native citizens, or they affixed certain 
limits to his rights, or excluded. him privileges 
which were enjoyed by other citizens. In Eng- 
land, the statutes upon this subject uniformly 
contained limitations. In the reign of George 
the Second, a statute declared, that no aet of Par- 
liament should give to a foreigner the right to be 
a member of the Parliament, of the Privy Coun- 
cil, or to engage in foreign commerce. What 
was the practice of the several States before 
the adoption of the Constitution? It was to ex- 
clude from the exercise of certain rights, or the 
enjoyment of offices, those whom they natural- 
ized. When we find, then, this practice pervad- 
ing everywhere, even in the States, is not the con- 
clusion inevitable, that the framers of our Con- 
stitution did not intend to confine Congress to 
the technical meaning of the word naturalization 
in the exercise of that power, the more especially 
when the comprehensive word rule was made 
use of? The principle upon which the power 
was to be exercised was left to the judicious ex- 
ercise of Congress; all that was required was, 
that the rule should be uniform throughout the 
States. In the grant there is no other specifica- 
tion as to the exercise of it, than that of its uni- 
formity. The term naturalization was borrowed 
from England. It must be understood here in the 
sense and meaning which was there attached to 
it. Whether it was absolute or qualified, it was 
still a naturalization. But the grant of a power 
in general terms necessarily implied the right to 
exercise that power in all its gradations. lt was 
in the political, as it was in the natural world; 
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the genus included. the species. Besides, the 
power to naturalize' was. an attribute of sover- 
eignty. It was either absolute or qualified ; and 
if the grant to Congress only implied a power of 
unlimited naturalization, the power to qualify ex- 
isted in the States or in the people; for what was 
not specifically granted was reserved. What 
would then bethe result? Congress would place 
an alien:in the same condition witha native; the 
States would have the power to qualify the grant; 
and if they had the power, they might strip him 
of all his privileges. Here then would the pow- 
ers. of the States and of the General Government, 
in their exercise, in all cases, be incompatible with 
each other. This could not have been intended by 
the framers of the Constitution. Congress had the 
power to.prevent the emigration or importation 
of foreigners of any description. They could ex- 
clude a Frenchman and admit an Irishman. From 
this. power the inference was deducible, that they 
could naturalize the citizens of one nation, and not 
those of another; still the rule might be uniform ; 
and the power to exclude naturally implied the 
power to assign the terms of admission. But the 
only exception, said the gentleman, is expressed 
in the Constitution—if other exceptions had been 
contemplated, they would have been expressed. 
But what was the fact? In treating of the Ex- 
ecutive. power, the Constitution defines the qual- 
ification of the President. It declares that he 
should be a natural-born citizen, or a citizen at 
the adoption of the Constitution. This article 
is unquestionably no limitation of the power of 
Congress upon the subject of naturalization. It 
was impossible to abridge a specific grant of 
power without specific limitation ; and the article 
alluded to could not be tortured by the most in- 
genious mind to diminish even by implication 
theauthority of Congress upon a subject to which 
it was totally irrelevant. 

But, apart from all these considerations, we had 
a right to pass this bill under the general clause— 
“Congress shall have power to regulate com- 
merce.” To this power was necessarily inciden- 
tal the power to.regulate seamen. ‘This power 
we could exercise by the adoption of means the 
most necessary and direct to carry it into execu- 
tion; and he would challenge the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to prove: that the bill now before 
the House was not a necessary mean, and that 
this was not the proper time to adopt that mean. 

So many charges (he would not call them ar- 
guments, for they had not been supported by any 
reasoning) had been made against the bill, that 
he would, perhaps, be unnecessarily consuming 
the time of the House in replying to them. It 
was asserted, that this bill was a violation of the 
Jaw of nations. A bill for the regulation of Amer- 
ican seamen, on board the vessels of the United 
States, a violation of the law of nations! That 
the exercise of a sovereign and delegated right, 
in no wise affecting foreign nations, was a viola- 
tion of national law, was, he confessed, a novel 
doetrine: with the same propriety might it be 
said that the Orders of Council were grounded 
on national law, or that the impressment of sea- 


men, as exercised. by Great Britain, was a right 
vested in her by the law of nations. If these 
propositions: were all correct, the law of nations 
would mean anything or nothing; and might be 
resorted to with equal facility upon ‘all occasions. 

Equally strange is the objection to this bill that 
it is a surrender of sovereignty, by placing our 
destinies in the hands of England. It is really 
surprising that a bill, which proposes to prohibit 
in the service of the United States the employ- 
ment of British seamen, or of persons who shall 
migrate to this country after a pacification, 
should have drawn down such heavy denuncia- 
tions. The passage of a municipal law, dictated 
by policy, flowing from a Constitutional and del- 
egated power, abridging the rights of no man 
who now treads on the, American soil, and solely 
assigning the limits tothat protection whieh will 
be afforded those who, flying from the tyranny 
and persecution of the Governments of Europe, 
may seek an asylum here, is deelared to contain 
a principle which submits the American people 
to the control of Great Britain! This objection 
is presumed to arise from a section of the bill 
which declares that it shall not become a law un- 
til the practiee of impressment shall be abandoned, 
nor until reciprocal regulations shall be adopted 
by Great Britain. Is it the contingency of the 
reciprocity of the act and the cessation of wrong 
which is objectionable? The most fastidious 
mind could not object to that part of the bill 
which requires reciprocal regulations: and he 
must confess he did not see any utility which 
would flow from that principle in the bill which 
made its existence dependent upon the relinquish- 
ment of impressment: but still a precedent might 
be found for it, and one which, he had no doubt, 
would have considerable weight with the gentle- 
man from Maryland (Mr. Wricut). Healluded 
to the non-importation law, to which, he believed, 
that gentleman had not only originally given his 
sanction, but to which he was still attached. 
That law was wholly conditional. It was de- 
pendent for its operation not only upon the act of 
one but of two Governments. If Great Britain 
repealed her Orders in Council it was to go into 
opetation against France. If France repealed her 
decrees while Great Brita should adhere to her 
Orders in Council, it was to operate against Eng- 
land. The present bill is analogous. We say to 
England, cease to impress seamen from American 
vessels and we will exclude your citizens from 
our commercial service: thus we obtain from 
England, on the supposition that this law should 
ever be executed, the relinquishment of the prac- 
tice of impressment, a practice which, for twenty 
years, she has tenaciously adhered to. And this 
is effected without, on our part, the sacrifice of a 
single right, or the relinquishment of any preten- 
sion or claim which we ever set up. 

But it is declared that the present bill places 
our citizens under the protection of the King of 
Great Britain, and subjects them to the British 
judiciary. Your citizens, said the gentleman, 
will be tried by an English jury. Where was 
this provision to befound? He would advise the 


983 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


984 


H.orR. 


Regulation of Seamen. 


Fesruary, 1813. 


gentleman to peruse the bill again. It will be 
found that all persons who shall violate the provi- 
sions of this law are to be tried by our own courts, 
and that the penalty goes to the informer and the 
United States. The gentleman has fancied the 
existence of the most obnoxious provisions in this 
bill, and has declaimed against the degradation 
which would be the consequence, with the same 
enthusiasm as if such principles had been admit- 
ted into it. He has not, I fear, examined the bill 
with his usual accuracy. Although intended for 
the protection of impressed seamen, the gentleman 
declares, the word impressment is no where to be 
found in the bill! Let me refer him to the eighth 
section. It has been said, with much apparent 
soundness, that this measure is trifling with the 
dignity of the nation, by telling our citizens that 
we will not protect them; on the contrary, he 
would say that it wasa declaration that we would 
protect all to whom protection was due. That 
for such—and such alone, we would continue the 
contest, This law will abridge the right of no 
man in the community. It is calculated to fur- 
nish additional security to all those to whom the 
faith of the nation is pledged. If it shall be effective 
it will Ee aes establish the principle that the 
American flag will protect all who shall sail under 
it. It had been urged against this bill that it would 
be the certain precursor and cause of disaster and 
defeat during the next campaign. This was an 
arbitrary supposition. A nation, while it should 
look to peace as the object of a war, would be 
destitute of common sense if it should lay down 
its arms and trust to the mildness and mercy of 
its enemy. To suppose that the Executive would 
slacken its operations in consequence of this law, 
would be supposing that he would violate the 
confidence of the nation in neglecting to be the 
faithful executor of its law: the best way to pro- 
cure peace is to show ourselves prepared to meet 
events; and the President was too much of a 
statesman not to know that peace, in all human 
probability, could alone be obtained by the prow- 
ess of our arms. The conduct of Congress in the 
enactment of laws for raising an additional army, 
in augmenting the navy, and in voting the neces- 
sary supplies, was in coincidence with the wishes 
of the Executive, and was evincive of a determi- 
nation in every branch of the Government to 
prosecute the operations of the war with the 
greatest effect. This measure was an abandon- 
ment of no ground which had been taken, it was 
not the extension of the olive branch to Great 
Britain, it was a measure of sheer and necessary 
justice. The proud and domineering spirit of 
her Ministry would induce a belief that, until it 
was subdued and broken, she would not terminate 
hostilities without sacrifices on our part; we must 
continue our exertions until this flood has sub- 
sided, and the stream of popular opinion in Eng- 
land has sunk within its natural and accustomed 
channel. Then, and then alone, could justice be 
done. But, as the causes which had produced it 
were temporary, when its effects had ceased this 
measure would prepare us to accept justice at the 
hands of our enemy. : 


It has been asserted by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that this measure is inexpedient as 
to time. In this opinion he could not concur. 
It will be recollected by those who have read 
the correspondence between Lord Castlereagh 
and Mr. Russell, communicated by the President 
to Congress at the commencement of the present 
session, that Mr; Russell had expressly stated to 
Lord Castlereagh, *that the power of the Govern- 
‘ment of the United States to prohibit the em- 
t ployment of British seamen must be exercised 
‘in the sense and spirit of the Constitution. But 
‘that there was no reason to doubt but that it 
* would be so exercised effectually, and with good 
‘ faith.” This, too, was done under the authority 
of Mr. Monroe, the Secretary of State. What, 
then, do we find to be the pretext of his Lordship 
for a refusal to accede to the propositions made 
by Mr. Russell? First, that he was not author- 
ized to propose any specific plan with reference 
to which the suspension of impressment could 
be made the subject of deliberation, that he had 
no instructions for the guidance of his conduct 
upon some of the leading principles which such 
a discussion must involve; and, secondly, that 
the practice of impressment could not be sus- 
pended on the mere assurance that Congress 
would afterwards pass a law to prohibit the em- 
ployment of British seamen in the service of the 
United States, and that Great Britain would 
have no agency in the regulations to give effect . 
to the prohibition. And it seems to have been 
made a serious objection by that Minister, in the 
interview which took place between himself and 
Mr. Russell, on the 16th September, that Mr. 
Russell could not pledge his Government that 
the stipulations he proposed entering into would 
ever be sanctioned by the American Govern- 
ment; that they stood upon unequal ground, as 
he, from his situation, would necessarily plight 
the faith of the British nation. While that Min- 
ister was at the head of the Foreign Department, 
while the objeetions were fresh in his recollec- 
tion, it seemed an extremely expedient time for 
Congress to step in and do away these objections 
to an arrangement of differences; to giveat once 
a positive assurance thata pacific plan for the 
exclusion of British seamen had met the sanc- 
tion of Congress, and to show that nothing was 
wanting to prevent the operation of the Jaw but 
the cessation of injustice on the part of Great 
Britain. To convince her that, although she 
would take no share in the regulations for the 
prohibition, yet that those regulations were of 
such a nature as to secure to her the objects 
which she pretends to have in view. He con- 
tended that our Chargé des Affaires and Lord 
Castlereagh did stand upon unequal ground when 
the subjects under discussion were brought into 
consideration. It was impossible, from the na- 
ture of our Constitution, for Mr. Russell to have 
given any positive pledge that the stipulations 
which he might enter into would be carried into 
effect, while he was as free to admit that the 
British Government would have been absolutely 
bound to have adhered to such a treaty as Lord 
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Castlereagh might.have agreed to with Mr. Rus- 
sell. The gentleman from. Pennsylvania (Mr. 
SzeynERT) wastotally mistaken when he supposed 
that the agency of Parliament was indispensable 
in the formation and ratification of a treaty. At 
this time, said he, the inexpediency of the present 
measure must be apparent, because, before the 
intelligence. of its adoption by Congress could 


reach Great. Britain, the Parliament would have | 


adjourned, and it could scarcely be supposed that 
the Prince Regent would assemble them barely 
for the purpose of submitting to their considera- 
tion a treaty which might be formed, or the law 
which might pass this body. Sir, the authority 
of the King of England is unlimited in declaring 
war, in accepting overtures and terms of peace, 
and in forming all sorts of treaties with foreign 
Powers. With respect to treaties, the King’s 
power was undefined by law. . If a treaty should 
be disapproved by Parliament, they would call 
the advisers of its adoption to account, but still 
the treaty would be valid. It was perfectly com- 
. petent for the British Minister to stipulate that 
American seamen should be exeluded from the 
service of Great Britain, and the nature of the 
stipulation was such as not to infringe upon the 
laws of England, as the gentleman had supposed. 
He seemed to tbink that it could not be carried 
into operation without repealing the British nat- 
uralization laws in respect to seamen. Hence 
the necessity he had supposed of the sanction of 
Parliament. But the exclusion, by treaty, of 
American seamen could, by no possibility, inter- 
fere with the law of naturalization to which he 
had alluded. "Thus, it appears to be necessary 
for Congress to interpose, to place the President 
in relation to the present subject upon a footing 
with the treaty-making power of England. In 
point of time it could never be inexpedient to do 
this. Nor was it necessary to inquire whether 
any disposition existed in the British Cabinet 
io terminate hostilities upon equitable grounds. 
Gord Castlereagh, it would be found by a refer- 
, ence to his letter of the 29th of August, had said 
that the British Government now, as heretofore, 
is ready to receive, and amicably to discuss, any 
proposition which professes to have in view either 
to check abuse in the exercise of the practice of 
impressment, or to accomplish, by means less lia- 
ble.to vexation, the object for which impressment 
has hitherto been found necessary, but they can- 
not consent to suspend the exercise of a right 
upon which the naval strength of the empire 
mainly depends, uatil they are fully convinced 
that meaus can be devised, and will be adopted, 
by which the object to be obtained by the ex- 
ercise of that right can be effectually secured. 
Thus it appeared that they would not suspend 
the practice of impressment until the proper 
means for effectually securing their seamen were 
devised and adopted. "This, he fully believed, 
wasa mere pretext to avoid the arrangement, 
whatever plausibility it might by some be sup- 
posed to possess. But it was not the less, by this 
circumstance, incumbent upon us to take from 
this insolent Minister the only ground upon 


which he rested the vindication of his conduct. 
[t was peculiarly expedient to unmask this man 
to his own countrymen and to the world, and, by 
devising and adopting a measure calculated to 
secure to England her own seamen, show to the 
world the principle for which she was contend- 
ing. If her object be man-stealing, as the gen- 
tleman has said, this measure will not be caleu- 
lated to make her desist from her iniquitous prac- 
tices, but it will make her aware that the object 
of impressment is not to search for British sea- 
men, but to supply her ships with American sai- 
lors. From this avowal, the necessary result 
will be, that the people of England will withdraw 
their support from Castlereagh and his coadju- 
tors; and an union of honest American hearts in 
the prosecution of the present war will be effec- 
tuated. "This measure will weaken the Admin- 
istration of the British Government, while it 
will strengthen the energies of our own. But il, 
on the other hand, honesty pervades her councils, 
much will be gained by coming to a clear under- 
standing. The causes of the present war, from 
a succession of events, are narrowed down to the 
single one of impressment. This was to us a 
vital injury, and should be resisted to the last, 
and, in the situation in which we stand, the first 
session of Congress after the repeal of the Orders 
in Council, it seemed at this very period, to him, 
peculiarly expedient to say to England: We do 
not wish to deprive you of your seamen; but we 
will protect to the last extremity the rights of 
our own. It seemed to him peculiarly expedient 
to take a position which should be tenable and 
definitive; one which the nation would pledge 
itself to maintain at every cost and at every haz- 
ard. The present measure placed the American 
nation in that position. It placed us on a high 
ground, from whence we could not fall. Upon 
another principle, it must be admitted, that the 
bill before you is expedient. Something was due 
to conciliation, the conciliation of our own citi- 
zens, not of a foreign Power. We find many of 
the people led astray and deluded, by the ambi- 
tious and daring, who have their existence in 
misrepresentation. The daily bread of many an 
individual is procured in circulating false views 
of the objects of the American Government, and 
in sounding the justice and magnanimity of our 
declared enemy. It has been circulated with 
much industry, that the United States are now 
prosecuting a war with Great Britain for the pro- 
tection of British seamen. Not only has this 
belief been endeavored to be inculcated by the 
news-hawkers of the day, but we find it sounded 
by men whose situations entitle them to a portion 
of popular respect. He alluded to a message 
lately delivered to the General Assembly of a 
powerful and distinguished State. He would ask 
leave to read to the Committee an extract from 
the speech of Governor Strong of Massachusetts 
to the General Assembly of that State at its pres- 
ent session. He says, speaking of our national 
affairs, that “as the principal alleged cause of hos- 
tility against England has been removed by the 
repeal of the British Orders in Council, and a 
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desire has been evinced to keep the way open to 
a reconciliation,” he can hardly suppose that the 
war will be continued to protect, in our merchant 
vessels, the seamen of Great Britain against the 
claims of that Government. This belief, if such 
a belief existed in. the heart of any man who 
gives himself the trouble to deliberate for him- 
self, it was necessary for this body, by some act, 
to put down; to prove to be fallacious and un- 
founded. To produce so desirable an effect, the 
present bill was well calculated. Gentlemen 
should reflect well on the inevitable consequences 
of rejecting this bill. The popular delusions will 
be confirmed. What is now suspicion will in- 
stantly grow up into belief; this belief will gain 
ground as time progresses. Our enemy will pride 
themselves in their foresight. They were appre- 
hensive that the Congress would not lend their 
aid to exclude British seamen from the American 
service, and their apprehensions we confirm by 
our own act. We shall furnish a weapon to our 
political opponents, which their dexterity will 
not fail to use successfully to displace the present 
Administration of our national affairs, and put 
down the present war waged for the redress of a 
great national wrong and the obtainment of im- 
portant and vital national interests. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, and the gentleman from 
Maryland, (Mr. Ssyserr and Mr. Waieut,) 
should remember, before they lend their aid to 
the rejection of the present bill, that, by negativ- 
ing it, we should stamp with reprobation every 
step which had been taken by the present Admin- 
istration, and that which had preceded it, to effect 
an arrangement with Great Britain upon the sub- 
ject of impressment. Nearly the same proposal 
had been made by Mr. Jefferson in the year 1805, 
and precisely the same terms had been offered by 
Mr. Madison since the declaration of war. The 
proposition, at least, was made by Mr. Russell, 
and was declared by him to be within the spirit 
of his instructions. We should be careful lest 
we mark with denunciation the propositions of 
the present President, which had met with the 
approbation of every American heart that beat 
with an anxiety for the blessings of peace, but 
feared not to encounter the dangers and difficul- 
ties of war to vindicate wrongs, and effect their 
redress. Notwithstanding this measure differs 
in no one particular from that which has been 
offered, but is the proposition itself expanded into 
substance, shape, and form ; notwithstanding it is 
dictated in the very spirit of that policy which 
should be the guide of our councils; notwith- 
standing it is no abandonment of the actual or 
possible rights of a single individual in the com- 
munity ; notwithstanding it is caleulated to pro- 
duce union among ourselves in the prosecution 
of the present war, or to put a termination to it 
by procuring for ourselves every object of the 
contest, gentlemen have denounced it as submis- 
sion. To the charge of submission, he would 
plead not guilty, and for trial would put himself 
upon the country. 

Mr. Wricur replied, also at some length, to 
the observations of his colleague, Mr. ARCHER. 


Mr. WipazERY spoke against the motion to strike 
out the first section. He had some objection to 
the detail of the bill, but thought it might be so 
amended as to make it acceptable. 

Mr. NzLsow spoke for about an hour in sup- 
port of the bill, and in reply to the objections made 
to 1t. 

Mr. Paarson.—I am opposed, Mr. Chairman, 
to striking out the first section of this bill. I 
trust the decision of the Committee will be in 
opposition to the motion now under considera- 
tion—not, sir, because I am satisfied with the 
provisions of the bill in its present form, but be- 
cause the leading principle, if I understand it, is 
correct and important, and the details are sus- 
ceptible of such modifications, as to give us some 
reasonable assuranee of availing ourselves of the 
benefit of the principle. Indeed, so ardent is my 
desire for peace—so fatal do I consider the con- 
tinuance of this war to the best interests if 
not the absolute safety of the country, that I 
should deem it a positive crime not to advocate 
any measures which had a tendency, however 
slight, to that object, not inconsistent with the 
nation’s rights. With this view, [ may be in- 
duced ultimately to vote for this bill in its pres- 
ent imperfect and questionable shape, should 
the House even refuse to adopt those modifica- 
tions which are necessary to give effect to the 
professed principle of the bill, and which are in 
my judgment indispensable to reconcile the man- 
ifest inconsistency between its several sections. 

In declaring the inelination of my mind to vote 
for this bill, in the crude form in which it is pre- 
sented, I beg to be understood as going upona 
sort of forlorn hope, for the issue of which I am 
not responsible. ‘The incorrect conclusion which 
the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. GRUNDY) 
has drawn from the remarks which I had the 
honor of submitting some weeks ago, on the bill 
for raising twenty thousand additional troops, 
renders it necessary for me to state the substance 
of the project I proposed, and the extent of the 
pledge, as the gentleman terms it, which I gave. 
I did state, sir, as my impression, that this war 
could be terminated with honor and advantage 
to the nation without a further appeal to force. 
This opinion was aided by the fact of an arrange- 
ment, on the question now in dispute, having 
been entered into by our Commissioners, Messrs. 
Monroe and Pinkney, with the British Govern- 
ment, in the year 1806, which, in the opinion of 
those gentlemen, in my opinion, and I believe the 
opinion of a large portion of the American peo- 
ple, was both honorable and advantageous to the 
United States; and as we have no evidence of 
different principles or claims being now advanced 
by the British Government, it was fair to con- 
clude that an arrangement at least equally advan- 
tageous could still be obtained. On this basis 1 
bottomed my project of passing a law for the ex- 
clusion of British seamen from our maritime 
service, and following up the law, using it as an 
instrument, by fair, candid, and liberal negotia- 
tion. On this basis I ventured the assertion, or 
pledge, if the gentleman pleases, “that if Great 
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* Britain will not be satisfied to arrange this sub- 
* ject fairly, so as to exempt us from the abuse 
* of the practice of impressing-from our vessels, 
* when such security as.is in our’ power to give, 
“and such as she ought to ask is given her, that 
* her seafaring subjects shall not be employed in 
t our publie or merchant vessels; then we shall 
* have a cause of war, (and be united in it) more 
* worthy of the energy of this nation.” This is 
the pledge I gave; I now repeat it, and only wish 
the gentleman had the inclination and the power of 
‘binding myself and the nation for its redemption. 
The gentleman. did ask me what I considered an 
essential right for which I would contend—my 
reply was, that the protection of native American 
- citizens was such a right. I will go further, by 
extending this right to naturalized citizens whilst 
they remain within our jurisdiction, and in all 
cases where protection can be given to them not 
inconsistent with the claims of their native sov- 
ereign. But how the gentleman has brought 
himself to the belief, that the mere passage of 
this bill is to work the effect of placing the con- 
test in which we are engaged on the issues I have 
stated, is to me perfectly inconceivable. If he 
wishes to avail himself of my admissions, let him 
adopt my entire propositions; go the whole length 
required, and his claims will be better founded. 
This, however, the gentleman and his friends are 
not willing to do. They tell us at the threshold, 
and I regretted to hear it, that this bill is not in- 
tended asa stepping-stone to negotiation. If this 
is the ease, then. indeed, sir, my hopes are much 
‘disappointed, and the goodly prospects which the 
first introduction of this bill inspired, must van- 
ish—for, if it is not intended as an instrument for 
negotiation, it is perfectly useless, and must re- 
main a dead letter on your statute book. I agree 
perfectly with the gentleman from Tennessee, 
in the view he has taken of the advantages likely 
to result from the adoption of the principle of 
the bill under consideration ; considering itsolely 
asa general and permanent regulation, totally 
disconnected with the present involved state of 
the eountry. But those advantages can only be 
applicable to and result from a state of peace; it 
is therefore idle to be legislating for futurity— 
for a state of society which does not exist—un- 
less, indeed, our aets tend to hasten the period 
when and when alone they can be effectual. In 
whatever light other gentlemen may consider the 
object of this bill, and the object of introducing 
it at this time, I cannot but consider it either as 
a measure of pacification, oras:a mere exhibition 
of pacific professions ealeulated to strengthen 
the declining popularity of the war and its au- 
thors. The gentleman from Tennessee has en- 
tered his protest against holding out false colors, 
in recommending the adoption of this bill—I 
will not; it would ill become me to question 
the sincerity of the gentleman, the more so as he 
has expressed his willingness to admit of various 
modifications to the details of the bill. 
Mr. Chairman, it is not my intention, nor is it 
the proper time, to pass in review the several 
sections of this bill and point out their inconsist- 


ency.and defects. I will, however, remark gen- 
erally, that the regulations and penalties are in- 
sufficient to secure its faithful execution. - The 
first and second sections are at variance with each. 
other, and the eighth section caleulated to produce 
difficulties—totally unessential to ourselves and 
not free from Constitutional objections. I there- 
fore admonish gentlemen, if they wish to avoid 
the imputation of deception, on the very face of 
their proceedings, to amend the bill so as to re- 
concile the first and second sections. As thóse 
sections at present stand, the first excludes from 
our maritime service all foreigners who shall not 
have. been naturalized, or have commenced a 
course of naturalization at the time of this law 
going into effect, and shall have remained within 
the territorial jurisdiction of the United States for 
the space of five years. Agreeably to my construc- 
tion of the second section, (and I doubt not it is 
the correct construction,) not only the two de- 
scriptions of foreigners before stated, but all those 
who may at any time hereafter be naturalized 
are allowed the same privilege. The sections 
are therefore at war with each other, and it is for 
‘gentlemen to determine which they will adopt 
and which reject. I contend they are bound to 
reject the second section, for it will be recollected, 
in the course of the discusssions this session in 
relation to the pacific advances, as they are 
termed, made to the British Government since the 
declaration of war, almost every gentleman of 
the majority who spoke on the subject availed 
himself of the unauthorized proposition, which 
Mr. Russell tells us he made to Lord Castlereagh, 
viz: that all British seamen should be excluded 
from our public and commercial service, except 
such as had already been naturalized. Gentle- 
men have given, on various occasions, their ap- 
probation to this proposition, and brought it in 
aid of their arguments as a legitimate Executive 
act. J require then that you seal your approba- 
tion of that alleged proposition by making the 
provisions of the bill co-extensive with it. If 
you do not, you condemn that whieh you here- 
tofore professed to approve. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Tennessee 
(Mr. Grunpy) contends that no distinction exists, 
that none ought to be made, as to the extent of priv- 
ilege or prohibition between native and natural- 
ized citizens. This position is in a great degree 
correct, and whilst the two descriptions of persons 
remain within the jurisdiction of our laws, they 
are equally entitled to protection; and I should 
very reluctantly give my assent to any law, which 
had for its object the abridgement of one single 
right or privilege which naturalized citizens now 
enjoy and have been accustomed to exercise; nor 
do I contend for the exclusion of those already 
naturalized, from the maritime service of the 
United States. My feelings are against such a 
course; the sentiment of the country is against 
it; and the individuals themselves, from the 
long enjoyment of the right, would think them- 
selves abandoned. Moreover, the inconsiderable 
number of persons of that description in our sea 
service, will prevent it from being a question of 
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serious import, if this country and Great Britain 
are disposed toaccommodate the differences which 
unfortunately exist. But, sir, if the question is to 
be decided on abstract principles of national or 
social law, whether one nation can, by any contract, 
expressed or implied, witha native citizen of ano- 
ther nation, totally dissolve the political obliga- 
tions which existed between such citizen and his 
native State, it must be determined against such 
aright. Icontend that all civilized nations do 
recognise material distinctions between their na- 
tive and adopted citizens. Distinctions which 
arise from the nature and first principles of 
society—principles which impose obligations and 
duties paramount to Constitutional or written 
law, and without which nations could not exist 
and individuals would be always insecure. These 
great principles are on the part of the nation pro- 
tection, and on the part of the citizen allegiance ; 
and as itis admitted that a nation cannot dena- 
tionalize at pleasure its citizens, so neither can the 
citizen by any act of his own, or by consent with 
aforeign Government, expatriate himself, and be- 
come to all intents and purposes an alien in rela- 
tion to his native State. Nor do these principles id- 
terfere with or contravene the naturalization laws 
ofour own or any other country, which are merely 
municipal regulations, in the nature of a contract 
between the individual and the naturalizing coun- 
try, subject at all times to the superior claims of 
the native country, when the citizen leaves the 
adopted nation or places himself in the power of 
his native sovereign. Weall know that Great 
Britain denies the right of expatriation—we also 
know that her naturalization laws are expressed 
in the same or broader terms than ourown. How 
is it then possible to reconcile this apparent in- 
consistency without resorting to those great first 
principles of civil society which I have stated 2 
By doing which all is rendered clear and intelli- 
gible. lam also authorized to state that the same 
doctrine is held by our own courts,and may be 
illustrated by a plain case: Suppose a native 
American citizen, possessing real estate in this 
country, where aliens are not entitled to hold real 
estate, should go to England and there become 
naturalized ; would he, by thus being naturalized 
in a foreign country, be considered in all respects 
as an alien and his lands subject to confisca- 
tion as in case of aliens? I presume there can 
be no difficulty in deciding that the person thus 
situated would not be considered an alien, and 
were he to return to this country he would enjoy 
his lands, receive the protection of the Govern- 
ment, and be obliged to perform the duties of a 
citizen. 

It is unnecessary to say more on this part of 
the subject, or to further demonstrate the incor- 
rectness of the gentleman's position, that there is 
uo distinction between native and naturalized 
citizens. I hope we shall seldom be under the 
necessity of making a distinetion; but it is im- 
portant that we should know our duty, and al- 
ways if possible do right. 

Mr. Chairman the eighth section of this bill is 
peculiarly objectionable. It is inconsistent with 


the idea, so much insisted on, that this measure 
is intended as a beneficial, permanent regulation ; 
because you trust to the convenience or good 
pleasure of other nations, whether it is ever to 
have any effect or operation whatsoever. You 
exhibit the strange spectacle of an independent 
nation depending on foreign Governments for 
the effect of laws which you say are intended as 
general and permanent and not arising out of the 
particular circumstances of the country. Asa 
measure of pacification, it is altogether unneces- 
sary, itmay prove injurious—unnecessary, because 
we never have complained of the employ even of 
our seamen by other nations. The superior in- 
ducement to men in our employ is the best secur- 
ity for their services, and nothing but the con- 
tinuance of your wretched restrictive system can 
drive them from their country. It may and in 
all probability will prove injurious; because 
Great Britain will not finally abandon the right 
of impressing from on board neutral merchant 
vessels, in consideration of that kind of security 
which is given by this bill, that none of her sub- 
jects shall be on board y she will not thus barter 
away the right of expatriation, against which 
she has so long and invariably contended ; and 
unless she is extremely desirous of putting an 
end to this war, which we ourselves have declared, 
she may not be disposed to exclude from employ 
those American seamen who have voluntarily 
entered the service and may wish to continue. 

In point of principle this section is also highly 
objectionable, and is the very opposite extreme 
of all those doctrines about personal rights, with 
which we have been so repeatedly assailed by 
gentlemen in the majority. We here require 
other nations to exclude our native citizens from 
their maritime service. Have gentlemen well 
considered the extent of this principle? Do they 
recollect the maxim, that what we do by another 
weourselves do? Iask,then, if we have the right 
not only of denying to our citizens the privilege 
of expatriation, but of locomotion—the right of 
leaving the country in time of peace, and seek- 
ing such temporary employ in other countries 
as their inclination or interest may point out? 
If we cannot do this, we cannot procure it to be 
done through the instrumentality of others. 

If you admit this power in the Government 
over the citizen, all your fine theories about per- 
sonal rights vanish. You admit more than Great 
Britain has ever contended for—more than I 
deem correct, and more than is necessary or pro- 
per as a peace offering ; if indeed this war was 
commenced or prosecuted for anything like the 
principle here involved : the fact is, no principle is 
in contest, and if there were, we give it up by this 
bill ; for although it is said, in the report which 
accompanied this bill, that the flag shall protect 
those who sail under it, yet in the same breath 
all those are excluded from it whom our enemy 
contends are not entitled to be thus protected. 

I had intended, sir, to comment more at length 
on the extraordinary nature and character of this 
war, but the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Nes- 
SON,) who preceded me, bas rendered it unneces- 
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sary-—particularly as. his exposition is entitled to 
more weight from the..cireumstance of his hav- 
ing been an advocate for the declaration of war, 
That gentleman: has correctly stated that the con- 
tinuance of this war exhibits a phenomenon to 
the world. “Ask,” says he, “any man for what 
we are fighting, and he cannot tell you. Is it for 
the right of prohibiting British seamen? We 
disclaim any such right. [s it for the protection 
of American seamen? Great Britain does not 
deny our right.. It is then solely for the abuse in 
the éxercise of those rights, and in the practice of 
both nations wrong has been done to each other. 
Great Britain has a right to her seamen, and in 
the severe contest in which she is and has long 

een engaged with France, she required their 
services. The unlimited employ which we give 
-them operated injuriously to that Government. 
‘On the contrary, in the exercise of the right of 
impressing her own subjects, American citizens 
often by design or mistake become the victims— 
thus the question solely turns on the abuse of ac- 
knowledged rights,” 

"This I understood to be the substance of the 
argument of the honorable gentleman from Vir- 
ginia. It is unanswerable—and it is the duty of 
this House, as far as depends on them, to remedy 
this abuse and then stop. The misfortune has 
been, in all the negotiations and discussions on 
this subject, we have been eternally involving 
fine-spun disquisitions about principle, without 
‘Seeking a remedy for practical abuse. 

Thegentieman from Tennessee (Mr. GRUNDY) 
_has.resorted to an argument in favor of this bill, 
which I doubt not willbe irresistible with many 
„of his political friends, and which developes but 
too plainly its real object. He has stated that 
he does not believe it will lead to peace. I say 
it cannot become a permanent regulation, because 
its operation is made to depend on a state of 
.peace. But, says this gentleman, it will place 
the opposition clearly in the wrong—strengthen 
the powers that be, and give popularity to the 
‘war. For myself, sir, the gentleman is perfectly 
welcome to all the benefit which he may antici- 
paté from such an argument. I can assure gen 
tlémen of the majority that it is not for the love 
of opposition, but from a sacred conseiousness of 
duty, that my name is so frequently recorded 
against them ; and whenever they may do right, 
whatever be their motive, I hope not to be found 
in theopposition. They ought, however, to re- 
collect, that real virtue brings with it itsown re- 
ward—that the merit of a good act is much im- 
paired by an incorrect or unworthy motive. I 
therefore hope that those who hold in their hands 
the destinies of the nation, will be actuated not 
so much by the desire of placing others in the 
wrong, as by the superior and laudable desire of 
doing what is right, regardless of consequences. 
Motives of action, which spring from the allure- 
ments of place and power (in a Government so 
equally and happily constituted as this) can sel- 
dom or never be felt by those who are really 
qualified to administer its public concerns, who 
are entitled to public confidence. 1 disclaim 
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those influences on myself—and were the country 
in the enjoyment of its wonted peace, or could È 
perceive, in the virtue and wisdom of those who 
govern, the prospect of its ultimate safety and 
prosperity, 1l would willingly retire from the tur- 
moil of this assembly, and seek for quiet in more 
humble scenes. 

When Mr. P. sat down, the Committee rose, 
reported progress, and had leave to sit again. 


Faipay, February 5. 

Mr. Guouson, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported the bill from the Senate “ for the relief 
of Reuben Attwater” without amendment, and 
the bill was then committed to a Committee of 
the Whole to-morrow. 

Mr. Wipazn, from the committee appointed 
on the 3d instant, presented a bill for altering the 
time for holding the Distriet Court in the dis- 
trict of Maine; which was read twice, and or- 
dered to be engrossed and read a third time to- 
morrow. 

The House proceeded to consider the report of 
the select committee on the petition of sundry 
inhabitants of Knox county, in the Indiana Ter- 
ritory ; when the said report was again read, and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole to-mor- 
row. 

On motion of Mr. Gor», 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 
inquire into the expediency of altering the time 
of holding the District Court in and for the dis- 
trict of New York, (other than those in the City 
of New York,) and the District Court in and for 
the district of Virginia, holden at Norfolk; and, 
also, of extending the provision of the “act for 
the more convenient taking of affidavits and bail 
in civil causes depending in the Courts of the 
United States,” to Judges of the District Courts ; 
with leave to report by bill, or otherwise. 

Mr. Gor», Mr. Basser, and Mr. BLEECKER, 
were appointed the committee, 

On motion of Mr. McKim, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of relinquishing, in favor of the officersand crews 
of the public armed ships of the United States, a 
greater portion of the value of prizes than they 
are now by law entitled to; and, also, to inquire 
into the expediency of providing further encour- 
agement to equipping and employing private 
armed vessels of war against the ships and com- 
merce of the enemy ;. and that the committee have 
leave to report by bill, or otherwise. 


REGULATION OF SEAMEN. 


On motion of Mr. Grunpy, the House went 
into Committee of the Whole, on the bill prohibit- 
ing the employment of foreign seamen in the ser- 
vice of the United States—Mr. SzvsERT's motion 
for striking out the first section still under consid- 
eration. 

Mr. Dessa said that a sense of duty compelled 
him to express his disapprobation of the bill under 
consideration, for the regulation of seamen on 
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board the public vessels and in the merchant ser- 

: vice of the United States. As one of the Com- 
mittee of Foreign Relations, said he, I opposed 
this bill, and have to regret that it ever was re- 
ported. Imay be mistaken, sir, but I view this 
measure, if adopted, as being attended with the 
most deleterious consequences ; for, instead of its 
having a tendency to conciliate Britain, or our 
political opponents, it will, I am afraid, havea 
tendency to irritate and disgust the friends of 
the Administration, the firm supporters of the 
war, and paralyze the national energies, by ope- 
rating injuriously on the loans, and the recruiting 
service. Sir, the injustice of our enemies forced 
us into war; the true policy of this Government 
is to prosecute it with vigor, in order that it may 
be brought to a speedy and honorable termination, 
instead of persisting in that disposition for tem- 
porizing ; a kind of policy that has degraded us 
beyond calculation—caused us to lose credit 
abroad and respect at home, and brought us al- 
most to the brink of ruin. I view this measure 
as a link of the old temporizing chain; a link that 
will ultimately break and suffer the small remains 
of national respectability to be prostrated. 


This measure, sir, however gentlemen may 
disguise it or try to gloss it over, is nothing more 
nor less, than an overture, in the shape of a law, to 
Great Britain for peace. It is in fact begging 
for peace; it is humbling ourselves at the foot- 
stool of British corruption. For, sir, the sub- 
stance, as contemplated in this bill, has three sev- 
eral times been proposed to the British Govern- 
ment since the declaration of war. The two first 
times it was rejected in a very indecorous and 
insulting manner; the last time, it was treated with 
silent contempt. Mr. Chairman, I must take up 
a few moments of your time in referring to some 
documents. If gentleman will turn their atten- 
tion to the letter from Mr. Russell to Lord Cas- 
tlereagh, of the 24th day of August, 1812, they 
will find the proposition made the first time. Mr. 
Russell says, speaking of his Government; 


“Tt has, therefore, authorized me to stipulate with 
His Britannic Majesty's Government an armistice, to 
commence at or before the expiration of sixty days 
after the signature of the instrument providing for it, 
on condition that the Orders in Council be repealed, 
and no illegal blockades be substituted for them, and 
that orders be immediately given to discontinue the 
impressment of persons from American vessels, and to 
restore the citizens of the United States already impress- 
ed ; it being moreover well understood that the British 
Government will assent to enter into definitive arrange- 
ments, as soon as may be, on these and every other 
difference, by a treaty to be concluded either at Lon- 
don or Washington, as on an impartial consideration 
of existing circumstances shall be deemed most expe- 
dient. As an inducement to Great Britain to discon- 
tinue the practice of impressment from American ves- 
sels, I am authorized to give assurance that a law shall 
be passed (to be reciprocal) to prohibit the employment 
of British seamen in the public and commercial service 
of the United States.” 


Well, sir, in Lord Castlereagh’s letter to Mr. 
Russell, dated August 29, 1812, the answer will 


be found ; in which, after giving some specimens 
of his diplomatic chicanery, he says: 

“The British Government now, as heretofore, is 
ready to receive from the Government of the United 
States, and amicably discuss, any proposition which 
professes to have in view, either to check abuse in the 
exercise of the practice of impressment, or to accom- 
plish by means less liable to vexation, the object for 
which impressment has hitherto been found necessary 3, 
but they cannot consent to suspend the exercise of a 
right upon which the naval strength of the Empire 
mainly depends, until they are fully convinced that 
means can be devised, and will be adopted, by which 
the object to be obtained by the exercise of that right 
can be effectually secured.” 

Mark, well, Mr. Chairman, that in this last sen- 
tence, couched in ambiguity, the bait lies, at 
which we are nibbling. There appears to bea 
shadow of hope left, that if we would make an 
overture in the shape of a law, promising not to 
employ British seamen, that perhaps we might 
yet obtain a relinquishment of the principle of 
impressmentby negotiation. Vain hope! They 
are only leading uson by degrees to see how low 
we can stoop—how far we can degrade ourselves, 
It is indeed like a drowning man catching ata 
straw. z i 

Well, sir, in Mr, Russell’s letter to Lord Cas- 
tlereagh, dated September 12, 1812, we find the 
same proposition in substance was made, except 
as respects the Orders in Council, they having 
been suspended ; and in Lord Castlereagh’s letter 
to Mr. Russell. of the 18th of the same month, you 
have the answer and rejection. I will read the 
latter part of his letter, which is as follows: 

“This course of proceeding, as bearing on the face 
of it a character of disguise, is not only felt to be 
in principle inadmissible, but as unlikely to lead in 
practice to any advantageous result, as it does not ap- 
pear, on the important subject of impressment, that you 
are either authorized to propose any specific plan, with. 
reference to which the suspension of that practice could 
be made a subject of deliberation, or that you have re- 
ceived any instruction for the guidance of your con- 
duct on some of the leading principles, which such a 
discussion must in the first instance involve. Under 
these circumstances the Prince Regent sincerely la- 
ments, that he does not feel himself enabled to depart 
from the decision, which I was directed to convey to 
you in my letter of the second instant." 


Well, sir, what is the substance of this letter to 
whieh Mr. Russell is referred for a finalanswer ? 
Why, sir, notifying him that R. G. Beasley has 
the liberty of residing in England as the United 
States agent for prisoners of war, and that he 
encloses him his passport; which amounts to say- 
ing to him, that we are tired of your importuni- 
ties, we are not disposed to grant any of your 
requests, and that you may return to your Gov- 
ernment and make report. 

Here, sir, is the second time the proposition 
was made since the declaration of war, and you 
see how it was treated; with hauteur, accom- 
panied with insult, by a direct charge of du- 
plicity or disguise. Well, sir, it appears from a 
letter from the Secretary of State to Admira? 
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Warren, dated October 27th, 1812, that overtures 
for a pacification was imade the third time, which 
was treated with silent contempt—they have not 
even cóndescended to answer the letter. Now, 
sir, will we have no more respect for our national 
character and standing than to truckle at the feet 
of our oppressors by making the proposition the 
fourth time, which would virtually be the case 
if we adopt this measure? Sir, however gentle- 
men may, by càsting a veil over it, try to dis- 
guise or hide its deformities from the people, they 
will understand it; they are not to be deceived— 
they will view it as humiliating to the Ameri- 
can character; they are not destitute of informa- 
tion, as the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. 
GRUNDY) seems to insinuate, when he says it is 
necessary to let the people. know what is the 
matter in controversy—what we are contending 
for—and if they are in an error take the bandage 
from their eyes. Sir, for years back considera- 
ble numbers of the documents have been printed 
—generally from five to ten thousand copies— 
which have been distributed through every sec- 
tion of the Union, and, I have no doubt, critically 
examined. The people read, understand, and 
judge for themselves. They have deliberately 
declared, as appears in the recent elections, that 
the war in which we have embarked is a just 
war, and I have no hesitation in saying that they 
will support it at the expense of blood and treas- 
ure; but rest assured, sir, that if they discover a 
disposition in the Administration to temporize 
any longer; to. retrograde, or, if gentlemen like 
the term better, I will say back out, by the adop- 
tion of this measure and the repeal of the non- 
importation, which 1 understand is contemplated, 
however much confidence they may have in the 
Administration, they will at least withdraw a 
portion of it. They calculate, and very justly 
100, that while there is any disposition to tempo- 
rize, nothing of a decisive character will be done 
by ourarms. Sir, if this measure of promising 
that after the conclusion of the war you will not 
employ as seamen on board of your public vessels 
or vessels owned by citizens of the United States, 
or sailing under their flag, any persons but natu- 
ral born citizens of the United States or citizens 
of the United States at the time of a treaty being 
made, or persons who being resident within the 
United States at the time of such treaty, and 
having previously declared, agreeably to existing 
laws, their intention to become citizens, is not 
intended to conciliate Britain, in the name of 
common sense what is it intended for? It is not 
to take effect till the termination of the war. 
Then why legislatein anticipation? Why adopt 
itat this time? Why not suffer it to remain in 
the hands of the treaty-making power, to form an 
arrangement in a treaty when one shall be con- 
cluded? No, sir, gentlemen have become dis- 
couraged; things have not gone on as they ex- 
pected. The disasters and discomfitures that 
our arms met with the last Summer have, I am 
afraid, made them despond, as the adoption of 
this measure looks very much like trying to 
shuffle out of the difficulty. Sir, if those who by 


their valor achieved our independence had suf- 
fered themselves to be discouraged ‘by trifles, we 
would yet have been in a state of vassalage to 
Britain. But gentlemen ought to recollect that 
it is very natural for discomfitures to occur at 
the commencement of a war, after thirty or forty 
years’ peace, The people, sir, are not in a state 
of despondency, but, on.the contrary, the defeats 
of last Summer have had a tendency to rouse all 
the military ardor in the country. "The people 
know their rights and will protect them. Sir, if 
we will lay aside our temporizing, and do our 
duty, the people will do theirs. 

But, say gentlemen, this measure will have a 
tendency to conciliate our own citizens and put 
down Federalism. Mistaken policy! I have no 
hesitation in believing that four-fifths of the peo- 
ple at least are attached to the cause, and will 
support it at the expense of blood and treasure; 
and, as to conciliating Federalism, this you,have 
tried often, and have as often failed. Nothing 
will satisfy them short of putting you out of your 
places, ousting you from your seats, I repeat it, 
sir; it is mistaken policy. Your true policy is to 
lay aside temporizing. Give up all thoughts of 
succeeding by negotiation with a Government 
whose acts are marked with Punic faith. Hold 
out liberal bounties, by which speedily obtain a 
formidable army and prosecute the war vigor- 
ously and successfully. Then, sir, you not only 
silence Federalism, but put it down, and raise 
the spirits of the citizens generally. 

Sir, what were the objects in view when we 
embarked in this war? . To have commerce un- 
shackled, a relinquishment of the principle of 
impressment, a releasement of our impressed citi- 
zens, and a remuneration of damages sustained 
by spoliations on our commerce by British cruis- 
ers; to stop short of this would in my mind be 
the height of imbecility, because we have the 
physical force as well as the whole resources ne- 
cessary to insure success. Although war is an 
evil, therefore is to be deprecated, yet it is often 
necessary and even an indispensable evil, when 
by that alone those claims can be supported, 
which it would be baseness to renounce. Such 
is our present situation. It is not now to inquire 
how we got into war; but the question is how to 
get out of it honorably! What are the means to 
be adopted the best calculated to bring it to a 
speedy and happy conclusion! Temporizing any 
longer won't do. No, sir, you must double your 
diligence and energies in nerving the national 
arm, in order that it may be prosecuted vigorously 
and successfully. We ought never to lay down 
our arms short of having our rights amply re- 
dressed, and complete remuneration for dam- 
ages; and the only remuneration we have within 
our reach is, to lay hold of the British North 
American provinces. The Federal gentlemen, 
Mr. Chairman, those exclusive friends of peace, 
will act perfectly consistent in voting for this 
bill; they were opposed to war, they would be 
consistent in voting for any pacific overture. 
But I confess I am at a loss to know how gen- 
tlemen who were advocates of and voted for war, 
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‘can reconcile it to consistency to be in favor 
(particularly at this time) of overtures of paeifi- 
cation; but, as I am not disposed to arraign mo- 
tives, I will leave it to gentlemen’s own ingenuity 
to reconcile. 

Sir, recollect you are puttinga powerful weap- 
on in the hands of your opponents, which I sus- 
pect will not be wielded much to your advantage. 
One of the objections to the declaration of war 
was, because it was premature. You are now by 
the adoption of this measure putting the proof 
Into their hands, as it will not only be considered 
an attempt to ease off, but varying the cause of 
the war; because, if the principle contained in 
this bill did exist at the time of the declaration, 
there is no necessity for its adoption; if it did not, 
it must unquestionably be considered as varying 
the cause of war. But, say gentlemen, as a mu- 
nicipal regulation, this is necessary, and that is 
due in justice to our enemy. If this is a fact, 
sir, we have done Britain extreme injustice in 
not adopting it sooner. How has it happened 
that this discovery was never made before this 
time? We have been negotiating on the subject 
of impressment and seamen upwards of twenty 
years; it is rather astonishing if we had not in- 
genuity enough to make this important discovery 
ourselves, that the British, among their able diplo- 
matic characters, should not have notified us of 
it. If it is the fact, that we have been doing them 
injustice for upwards of twenty years, (which, by 
the by, I do not admit,) could we be surprised at 
their refusal to do us justice? Sir, admitting that 
there was no objection as to the time of making 
an overture, can we calculate on getting out of 
the war by overtures of pacification, after the re- 
cent declaration of Castlereagh to Mr. Russell, 
when he says, (speaking of impressment,) that 
they cannot consent to suspend the exercise of a 
right upon which the naval strength of the Em- 
pire mainly depends ? 

I make great calculation, sir, from this war, if 
well managed; hence my extreme dislike to any- 
thing that looks like temporizing, and anxiety for 
a vigorous prosecution of it. Sir, independent of 
its putting us in possession of the British North 
American provinces, which will heal the nation- 
al wound and measurably remunerate us for dam- 
ages; driveoff a dishonestand troublesome neigh- 
bor; destroy British influence over the ferocious 
savages, by which arrest the tomahawk of those 
barbarians, and preserve the innocent inhabitants 
on our frontiers from being inhumanly massacred: 
I say, sir, independent of these considerations, 
which on my mind are of no inconsiderable mag- 
nitude, it will check the spirit of intrigue—put 
down the pestilence of foreign influence, which 
is the angel of discord, consequently of destruc- 
tion, to elective governments. 

Mr. Chairman, [ object to this bill, because as 
it now stands, (if I understanditright,) it abridges 
the right of expatriation, a right inherent in man, 
and places naturalized citizens on a better footing 
than native born. Iam opposed to making any 
discrimination. I object to it, sir, because it does 
in a measure check emigration to this country, 


by laying the captain or master of a vessel liable 
to a penalty of five hundred dollars for taking on 
board passengers, unless they produce a certificate 
from the proper officer of their own Government. 
We want citizens, sir, particularly mechanics and 
manufacturers, to enable us finally to become in 
reality independent of the conflicting European 
despots. I object to it because the arrangements 
contained in it are not reciprocal; it is calculated 
in some instances to cramp us, while the opposite 
party is left perfectly free. But, sir, if these ob- 
Jections in detail, should by amendments be ob- 
viated, I should object to it on principle, as hold- 
ing it derogatory to the nation's honor to make 
any further advances at this time for a pacifica- 
tion, particularly while our arms remain in the 
degraded situation in which they were placed bv 
last Sammer’s campaign. Iam for letting the ad- 
vances come from the other side of the water— 
I am for going on (and not looking back) to a 
ten or twenty years’ war, if it should be at the 
expense of hundreds of millions of dollars, rather 
than succumb to tyranny. Sir, we have nothing 
to fear but wayward or indecisive policy on our 
part; the people know their rights and will pro- 
tect them. I have no hesitation in believing, that 
in a country where power is bottomed on the 
will of the people, where liberty reigns triumph- 
ant, patriotism will, at all times, be made the order 
of the day. 

I regret that I have, on this occasion, to differ 
from a number of my political friends, with whom 
it has been my pride to act. I have no doubt 
(however mistaken gentlemen may be) but they 
are actuated by the purest of motives; and I flat- 
ter myself, from my course of conduct, that { have 
a right to demand a correspondent liberality. 1 
calculate on being in a small minority; but that 
shall not deter me from discharging what I be- 
lieve to be my duty to my country, my constitu- 
ents, and my own feelings. I shall vote in favor 
of striking out the first section of the bill. 

Mr. Kine.—It is, Mr. Chairman, with a reluc- 
tance almost unconquerable, I now rise to ad- 
dress you. [am conscious, sir, I feel I shall not 
be able to express my opinions on this subject as 
Icould wish. Impelled, however, by a sense of 
duty to myself and to my friends, from the course 
I have heretofore taken, I shall as concisely as 
possible endeavor to assign some of the reasons 
by which my vote will be influenced ; and trust 
I shall be enabled to command the attention of 
the Committee for the few moments I shall de- 
tain them. Sir, I was one of those who contribu- 
ted (by a vote at least) to the declaring of the 
war in which we are now engaged. I was at 
that time, after the most mature deliberation 
which I was competent to give the subject, firmly 
impressed with the conviction that it wasa meas- 
ure demanded by the safety, the honor, and best 
interests of the nation. This opinion I have never 
changed. I look forward to a vigorous prosecu- 
tion of the war as the only certain mean by which 
the great objects for which it was commenced can 
be attained. Sir, America, after long forbearance, 
having thrown off the mantle of peace, and gird- 


: 
1001 HISTORY. OF CONGRESS. 1002 
Frsrvuary, 1813. a Regulation of. Seamen. HL or R. 


withhold their services from the Potentate or Gov- 
ernment to which they were originally bound. 
Sir, Great Britain, ata vast expense, rears her sea- 
‘men for her service, and they are believed to be 
essential to her existence as a.nation. We have 
never denied her right to them. The great com- 
plaint has been the manner in which they have 
been taken. , Sir, in permitting the employment 
of a few hundred, to whom we could not properly 
extend protection, we have jeopardized thousands 
of our native citizens, who are now dragging out 
their lives ina slavery which to'a free-born mind is 
the most detestable. For the establishment of these 
facts, I refer gentlemen to documents which have 
been laid on their tables. Sir, I am aware that the 
abandonment of her service by her seamen, is by 
Great Britain not unfrequently used as a pre- 
text for the seizing on the brave and hardy 
sailors of this nation, and dragging them into her 
service. But while I would never abandon these 
men—while I would fight so long as there was 
an inch of ground to stand on, rather than sacri- 
fice on the shrine of interest the personal liberty 
of one man in the nation to whom the Govern- 
ment stands pledged to extend protection, I pro- 
test against shedding one drop of American blood, 
or expending one cent of the money of the nation 
to protect foreigners who have never entered into 
the compact, and are aliens to us in every sense 
of the word. Sir, if the securing the personal 
rights of our seamen—if the extending protection 
on the ocean to them, and them alone is what we 
have in view, I ask what more effectual mode can 
be devised than the one proposed by this bill? 
Sir, by its passage, you take away the pretext— 
you deprive that country of her apologists in this, 
What, I would ask, Mr. Chairman, are the ob- 
jections urged against this bill? In the first place 
we are told we are receding fromthe war. This, 
sir, I must be permitted unequivocally to deny. 
In a Government like ours, no contest in which 
we can be engaged, with any nation whatever, 
can be prosecuted with vigor and effect, unless 
the people are with the Government. Sir, the 
passage of this bill will unite our people; Sx 
man in the nation will see thegrounds on whic 
we are contending; the justice of our cause will 
be made apparent; they will move as one man; 
they will be actuated by the same impulse; and 
the war must be successful; it must terminate in 
the complete restoration of those rights for which 
it was commenced. Sir, in this point of view it 
is one of the strongest war measures. Iam not 
induced, Mr. Chairman, to advocate this bill with 
a view, as has been intimated by some, to break 
down Federalism. To me it is indifferent whe- 
ther they sink or swim—to me it matters not by 
what name men choose to distinguish themselves, 
provided they pursue the course demanded by the 
best interests of this nation ; but this I will ven- 
ture to prediet: should ambition get the better of 
a love of country, should wish for power still 
stimulate to opposition, the people will desert 
them. Yes,sir, their eyes will be opened ; they 
will depart from them, and cleave unto their Gov- 
ernment—the free government of their choice. 


ed on the sword of battle, must. not recede. from 
the ground which she has justly taken, till her 
every important right is secured to her. But, 
sir, while I feel thus determined to prosecute this 
war, I am free.to declare, that narrowed as the 
grounds now are, I should have hesitated to en- 
gage in it—I believe I should not have given my 
vote for its commencement ; but, once engaged, 
the face of affairs are altogether changed ; by this 
abandonment, you yield one of the most impor- 
tant poiats for which the war was begun—you 
tacitly. acknowledge the right of impressment; 
we yield the principle; we withdraw our protec- 
tion from a great and valuable class of. our citi- 
zens, and bind in shackles our most remote pos- 
terity, which the strong arm of the nation will 
scarcely be able to break.. But, sir, while as Rep- 
resentatives of the people, it is our imperious 
duty to guard their rights, and repel from them 
every encroachment, it equally behooves us to 
contend for right alone. Sir, we must not stand 
on punctilio; we cannot bring disgrace on this 
nation by an act which justice demands, which 
true policy requires. The people “of our coun- 
try are a brave, an honorable, and high-minded 
people; but they are a just and virtuous, not 
an ambitious and quixotic people; they possess a 
greater portion of intelligence, and more correct 
ideas of the principles of their Government, than 
any other people on earth.. I trust there is no dis- 
position, but, were there, you could not conceal 
from the people the nature of this contest and the 
true grounds on which we stand. We owe it to 
them. to speak plainly, we owe it to ourselves; 
on them will the burdens fall. Yes, sir, the blood 
tax and the money tax, I have no doubt they will 
bear them. ‘I believe (notwithstanding unwearied 
and unceasing efforts have been made by men of 
intelligence, men of high standing, to deceive and 
mislead the people as to the causes of this war, 
with a view to self-aggrandizement) there is not 
a people on’ whom the sun of Heaven shines, more 
disposed to support their Government, or who will 
submit to greater sacrifices to promote its just views, 
than the great majority of this nation. Why, 
then, Mr. Chairman, hesitate to speak a plain lan- 
guage toour people? J know and feel we are 
contending fur our just rights and for them only; 
then, sir, pass this bill, and you drive from the 
mind of every honest man in the community 
every prejudice which misrepresentation has fixed 
there. They will vanish, sir, before the blaze of 
truth, like the shades of night before the morning 
beam. The investigation of this subject, Mr. 
Chairman, has devolved on abler hands; I shall 
not, therefore, enter into any examination of the 
details of the bill, but merely confine myself to 
the principle involved. Itis a position uncontro- 
verted by the history of nations, that no Govern- 
ment willingly relinquishes the services of her 
citizens. Itis true, sir, they have acquiesced in 
the right of naturalization, and have so far yield- 
ed their rights over them; but previous toa legal 
and authenticated act by which former allegiance 
is renounced, and the protection of another Gov- 
ernment acquired, no Government has a right to 
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But we are told that this is intended as the basis 
ofa peace. Sir, should peace be the consequence 
of this measure—a measure right in itself—I should 
hail it with the most heartfelt pleasure; with a 
pleasure so much the greater, as Í was one of those 
who contributed to the commencement of this 
war; and now, by an act just and proper, have 
restored to my country an honorable peace. I 
must, however, confess I am not so sanguine as 
some seem to be as to this result. I agree with 
the gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. Dzsna,) that 
the only effectual way to command peace, (which 
would be honorable and advantageous to this na- 
tion,) is to prepare to prosecute the war. Sir, I 
have gone as far as that géntleman in making the 
necessary arrangements. It behooves us to be 
prepared; the war was commenced by us for the 
attainment of right; that unsecured, it must not 
be abandoned. But, sir, we are also told that this 
isa measure altogether unexampled. I ask, is it 
just? is itright? is it proper? If so, why ask 
for precedent? Does this country want a prece- 
dent in performing a duty to itself, and to others? 
Shall America, famed for its justice, search the 
musty records of the tyrannical Governments of 
Europe, before she determines to do an act of 
justice to nations? I hope not, sir; I hope we 
shall not suffer the pride or ambition of kings to 
influence our determinations: I hope we shall 
not, with a view to screen ourselves from the 
charge of inconsistency—from the charge of de- 
sertion from that political party to which we are 
said to belong, draw down incalculable evils on 
the country. Sir, Ehope we shall not permit local 
feeling or local interest to influence us on this oc- 
casion ; we are now legislating for a great people, 
bound together by common ties; let us discard 
all minor considerations and consult the general 
good. Sir, I beg leave to enter my decided dis- 
sent to the declaration of the gentleman from 
Kentucky—* that we need these foreigners, and 
that our interest will be promoted by encouraging 
their emigration.” We want them not; for one. 
I regret that such a law as this now proposed 
was not adopted for years past, thereby giving 
greater encouragement to the native seamen of 
our country, (than whom there are none superior, ) 
and preventing some of the points of collision 
which have unhappily arisen between this Gov- 
ernment and others. Sir, I view this as a perma- 
nent municipal regulation, and in that light con- 
ceive most of its excellency to consist ; as there- 
by the grounds of contention will gradually dis- 
appear, and not only remedy present evils, but 
prevent our exposure to them in future. We are 
also told, Mr. Chairman, that this is an intrench- 
ment on the Executive power; that theadopting 
such regulations properly belongs to the treaty- 
making power, and to none other. Again, I am 
under the necessity of differing with the gentle- 
man; but will content myself with calling the 
attention of the House to the propositions made 
to the British Government by Mr. Russell, in con- 
formity with instructions given him by Mr. Mon- 
roe. Sir, the necessity of a law of Congress is, 
then, unequivocally admitted. No man who has 


turned his attention to the provisions of the Con- 
stitution, and looked into the various negotiations 
on the subject of impressment, can entertain a 
doubt of the necessity of a law to enable the Ex- 
ecutive to carry into effect any treaty which might 
be made, embracing the objects contemplated by 
this bill. Mr. Pinkney and Mr. Monroe, in their 
exposition of the treaty made by them with the 
British Government, (in which this subject was 
not adjusted,) expressly state “that its arrange- 
ment will greatly depend on the regulations which 
Congress may adopt.” Sir, if a law is necessary, 
and that it is has ever been admitted, why object 
to its adoption ? 

But we are told, Mr. Chairman, that this law 
is unconstitutional. Whatever benefits I might 
have anticipated as likely to flow from this mea- 
sure, had this position been established, I should 
have given it my decided negative. From the 
requisitions of that sacred instrument (which I 
have not only sworn to support, but feeling as 
an American that to preserve it holy and. to 
guard it from violation is the only preservative 
of the rights and liberties of my country,) I 
will never depart from it. But, sir, on this oc- 
casion no such difficulties present themselves. 
T'he shadow of a doubt never rested on my mind. 
But the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. AR- 
CHER) has so fully refuted the argument of my 
friend from Pennsylvania (Mr. Seypert, for 
whose learning and ingenuity no man can think 
more highly) founded on the unconstitution- 
ality of this law, that little I conceive need be 
said by me on the subject. Sir, the Constitu- 
tion is nothing more or less than a compact be- 
tween the several States composing this great 
Union, by which they bind themselves to submit 
to a General Government; while they vest in 
the Legislature, thus established for the govern- 
ment of the whole, the power to preseribe the 
rule by which persons not entitled to,the privi- 
leges of the compact are to enter in.and become 
entitled under the stipulation prescribed. Sir, 
we now propose to exercise that right, so vested 
in us. IE will not dwell on the power of Con- 
gress to regulate commerce and navigation, by 
which the exclusion can be extended even to our 
native citizens: but will barely remark that I 
must be permitted to question the competency of 
my friend from Pennsylvania, when he attempts 
to become an expounder of constitutions. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania has related a con- 
versation between a Marquis of France and Lord 
Shelburne, the British Minister, in which the lat- 
ter is represented as saying to the former, “ Had 
France held out, had she not lowered in her de- 
mands, she would have obtained everything she 
asked.” And this is the line of conduct the gen- 
tleman would prescribe for us. Sir, the only 
terms we want are those which justice dictates 
and right demands. I trust our Government will 
never require more. I trust we shall not engage 
in a political game of brag,in which I am in- 
formed by those who profess to be adepts, that the 
principal requisites are to keep a serene counte- 
nance, hold up your hand, and brag most lustily ; 
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and should your adversary happen to have less 
firmness; you are sure to gain your point. Is this 
the course gentlemen would advise for this Gov- 
ernment—a Government distinguished for its 
love of justice and determination to do right— 
unambitious of conquest, unwilling to intrench 
upon the -rights of others, merely anxious to re- 
tain her own? .I hope, sir, no aet of ours will 
ever work the forfeiture of this character. And 
now, Mr. Chairman, I should. in compliance with 
my promise to detain this Committee but a few 
minutes, be content to take my seat, but for the 
observations which fell from my colleague (Mr. 
Pearson) on yesterday. Sir, in his then com- 
mentary on. the speech of a former day, I must 
be allowed to say I could but admire the tenacity 
with which the genueman adhered to the pledge 
by him before given; and I must also be permit- 
ted to express the great pleasure I feel at the 
generosity and magnanimity which my colleague 
has manifested—for, sir,. he tells us, “Go all 
lengths with me inthe course which I have chalked 
out, and then I will go a great way with you.” 
Sir, this is vastly generous, and for one I feel dis- 
posed to be very thankful to the gentleman for his 
accommodating spirit. My colleague, Mr. Chair- 
man, appeared to be laboring to impress us with. 
the belief that we did not owe protection even to 
our naturalized citizens, and with this view ques- 
tioned the right of expatriation under any cir- 
cumstances, Sir, the gentleman supposed a case 
which is directly at variance with the established 
usages of nations, which can alone fix the law— 
and from this case attempted to prove his posi- 
tion. "Suppose (says the gentleman) an Ameri- 
* can should leave his country, become naturalized 
* according to the laws of England, would he be 
* deprived of the right of holding lands in this 
“country?” This, I say, sir, would entirely de- 
pend on the municipal regulations which might 
be enforced by the country which he has thus 
abandoned. Sir, it has nothing to do with alle- 
giance. Sir, this is a fictitious case, and, apply- 
ing it as the gentleman would wish, is indeed fic- 
tion all—we cannot serve two masters. Mr. 
"Chairman, I request, I entreat gentlemen to give 
lo this subject a moment’s serious reflection ; to 
take a view of the embarrassment its rejection 
would give to the Executive; to view it dispas- 
sionately, and not suffer the warmth of their na- 
tures to get the better of their judgments. I hope, 
sir, the bill will pass: I am firmly impressed 
with the belief that its advantages will be many 
and lasting ; and, so viewing it, shall give it my 
‘decided support. 

Mr. Ruza followed Mr. Kine in favor of the 
bill, and opposed the motion for striking out the 
first section. 

Mr. Bovp was in favor of the principle of the 
bill, though he disliked the delay which prevented 
its being sooner proposed. 

Mr. PickeNs.—Mr. Chairman, with the indul- 
gence of the Committee, I will, in a few words, 
present you with my views upon this question. 

The highest argument with me in favor of the 
‘bill, is in the intrinsic justice of the principle it 


contains, and its consistency with our own pro- 
fessions on the subject of impressment. . T'his will 
appear evident from a fair view of the point of 
difference between us and our enemy on, this süb- 
ject. What is that point? Itis this: Our Gov- 
ernment has ever contended that its flag should 
protect the seamen employed under it, Great 
Britain asserts the right of seizing and impress- 
ing from on board our vessels her own subjects. 
Our position is supported by two conclusive rea- 
sons: 1. As the flag represents the sovereignty 
of the nation:to which it belongs, any violence 
on those over whom it waves, is, through it, an 
act of war on the national sovereignty, and in- 
consistent with a state of dignified peace; 2. The 
power of making impressments from our vessels, 
is, from its very nature, liable to constant and 
serious abuse, which our experience has too 
strongly proved in the thousands of our citizens, 
native as well as naturalized, who have been . 
seized as British subjects,and are now compelled 
to fight against their country. This reason urges 
itself more forcibly as respects Britain and Amer- 
iea, whose inhabitants have the same language 
and manners, than it does between any other 
countries of the world, most of which have strik- 
ing peculiarities from which their seamen may 
be distinguished. Whatever propriety, there- 
fore, there might have been in former times in 
the exercise of the power which England styles 
* her ancient and accustomed practice of impress- 
ment," as relates to other countries, reason and 
experience unite in declaring that, as respects 
America, it cannot be tolerated. If, then, our 
principle be correct, that the flag is to be viewed 
3s the only criterion between our seamen and 
those of Britain; if it is to be a sanctuary to all 
persons employed under it; justice requires that 
those employed should be rightfully there: other- 
wise, we should act unjustly and inconsistently 
with our own principles. If weadmit as seamen 
persons who are the rightful property of another 
State which may want them, and give them the 
protection of our flag, our Government becomes 
directly an instrument of injustice and injury to 
such other State, and will be bound, in justice 
and fair dealing, to make remuneration to the 
injured country, in the usual mode of dealing 
between nations. 

It is a position, not denied, that a State has a 
right to the service of its citizens or subjects, until 
they shall have been regularly adopted by another 
country, and while they are without the jurisdic- 
tion of any nation. The only relation between 
an alien not naturalized and his new State arises 
from residence merely ; and when that ceases, 
the relation ends. The moment he sets his foot 
beyond the jurisdictional limits of the State, he 
is subject to be reclaimed by his former Sover- 
eign; provided it may be done without violating 
the real or representative sovereignty of an inde- 
pendent nation, its dominion, or its flag. To 
render just our side of the contest, it is, therefore, 
our duty to exclude from employment in our ves- 
sels, as seamen, the subjects of Great Britain not 
naturalized, and whom that nation wants. This 
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is the leading object of the bill, and will embrace 
nine-tenths of the persons proposed by it to be 
excluded from naval employment. The only 
remaining class will be those aliens who may in 
future come into the country, and first become 
naturalized. Among this class you will find few 
seamen. Those who beeome citizens by five 
years! residence are of a different description. 
The whole class of persons excluded from the 
protection of our flag, as proposed by the bill, ex- 
cept such as justice and consistency already re- 
quire, is merely nominal, and their exclusion is a 
mere question of policy, without any considera- 
tion of duty or obligation. 

But, gentlemen have cited, with some empha- 
sis, the conduct .of England, whose navigation 
Jaws adopt as citizens the seamen of other coun- 
tries, on their marriage in the Kingdom, or two 
years’ residence. How this applies, I cannot see, 
unless, indeed, they consider the sanction of Brit- 
ish policy too sacred to be departed from. I 
would, however, ask them, whether it would not 
be a more dignified policy in our Government to 
adopt a course which justice and prudence ap- 
proved—pursue it ourselves, and enforce its ob- 
servance by others—than to blunder on in the 
errors of other countries? But, if the terms of 
naturalization in England were equally favorable 
in all cases, we would still have the advantage in 
encouraging emigration, owing to the freedom of 
our laws, the variety of employment, and the 
price of labor. Among those who choose a reg- 
ular residence here, and become entitled to the 
rights of citizens, seafaring men are rarely to be 
found. The only question is, whether the exclu- 
sion of this nominal class of persons, from em- 
ployment in our vessels, will afford us advantages 
equivalent to those which would arise from their 
service? By the eighth section of the bill, its 
operation is confined io nations making a similar 
regulation, and desisting from impressment ; yet, 
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. Wricut) 
could see no provision relating to impressment, 
nor did he believe that such word was mentioned 
in the bill. The gentleman, however, is excusa- 

_ ble, as it seems he never had read the bill until he 
opposed it. 

The advantages from such an arrangement will 
be, to waive the long and useless disputes about 
expatriation ; it will silence all doubts about the 
character of persons employed in our vessels, 
Wherever the American flag waves, we will all 
know, and surrounding nations will also know 
that it covers none but our own seamen: all temp- 
tation to violate it will cease. Should a man be 
touched by foreign hands, he will at once be iden- 
tified as a son of this country; and I hesitate not 
to believe, that we will all defend him to the last 
extremity. For the protection of mere aliens, in 
the abstract, I protest against wasting the blood 
and property of my countrymen. 

Another powerful reason in favor of such a 
measure is this: that it is incumbent on us so to 
define the grounds of contest, and present them 
in such a view, that we may stand justified in our 
own eyes, and in the eyes of the world. This is 


a duty every nation at war owes in justice to its 
own character, and which we can now discharge 
in no other way. vr 

But, we are asked this common question by 
every one who has opposed the bill: Why adopt 
this measure now? The time forms a’ greater 
objection with many than the substance of the 
measure. From this, it has been viewed asa con- 
cession to the enemy—a retreat from the bold 
attitude which our country has assumed. A con- 
siderate retrospect of our affairs will prove the 
present session, of all other times, the most pro- 
per for defining by law our grounds of contest on 
this point. 

This is the first session of Congress since our 
late disputes with England, which has found our 
principal grounds of difference narrowed down 
to the single subject of impressment. This has 
been one among the other very important mat- 
ters under negotiation for five years past, until 
all amicable prospects vanished. About the com- 
mencement of the last session it was known, as 
well in England as America, that the spirit of 
our country was at length roused to a serious 
height. 'Then it was that the outrage on the 
Chesapeake, so long unatoned for, was adjusted. 
The Orders in Council and the practice of im- 
pressment remained, by which our property and 
our citizens were exposed to unlawful seizure. 
"T'he former, affecting our interest, had been made 
the most serious subject of negotiation, for some 

ears before the declaration of war, though the 
atter was a subject appealing more strongly to 
our humane interposition. The measures of last 
session were marked by features which could not 
be misunderstood by Great Britain, and finally 
war was declared. Very shortly afterwards, an 
excuse was mustered up, and the Orders in Coun- 
cil were repealed. Now we have convened, find- 
ing for the first time our grounds of the war, as 
respects the prospective, drawn to a single point, 
it therefore becomes us as a great and honorable 
nation to define our claims as regards that point, 
that we ourselves may understand it clearly ; that 
our enemy may understand it; that the whole 
world may know, that while we will contend to 
the last extremity for our own rights, we want 
no other. This obligation was not so strongly 
imposed on us at the time of declaring war, as 
there existed then, exclusive of this, another am- 
ple cause of war, clearly defined and universally 
admitted to be such. 

If, then, we are bound to define some claims in 
regard to impressments, how else can this be 
done than by a law proposing the terms on which 
we are willing to meet our enemy in peace? 
There are but two modes of defining and ar- 
ranging our connexion with other countries; by 
treaty, or by municipal laws, regulating the con- 
duet of our own citizens on the subject. As to 
the former, the door of expectation is shut. Ne- 
gotiation has been incessantly tried on our part 
until the declaration of war, which was conclu- 
sive evidence that we believed all further essays 
would have been vain. To have passed a law 
while the prospect of a treaty was open, would. 
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have been impolitic; as it'would expose our hand 


to our adversary.: Tt, therefore, remains clear, 


that the only modé now left us of defining the 
grounds on which we contend, is by an act of 
the Legislature. 

Having, then, in the only way in our power, 
defined the great question of controversy, I trust 
that, instead of retreating from the contest, all 
sides of this House, and all parts of this nation, 
will unite in defending, with their utmost ener- 
gies, their undoubted rights. 

Tt-is strange that gentlemen should style an 
aet of justice which a nation owes its own char- 
acter, a concession, a retreat from its imposing 
attitude. The height of true bravery consists in 
selecting just and noble objects, and in attaining 
them at all hazards. On the other side,it may 
be asked, if justice and consisteney with our own 
principles require the exclusion of alien seamen? 
Have we not acted unjustly in neglecting to 
make such exclusion heretofore? A sufficient 
answer will be found in our repeated essays to 
adjust this point by treaty. Having ever been 
ready and willing on our part, it lies not in the 
mouth of the enemy to complain. 

My views as to the purpose and effect of this 
measure are somewhat different from those of my 
colleague, (Mr. Prarson,) who yesterday ad- 
dressed you. He advocates the bill for the pur- 
pose of being used by the Executive as.another 
advance to the British Government, and as it 
may have the effect of producing at least as good 
a treaty as that formerly agreed on by Messrs. 
Monroe and. Pinkney with the British Commis- 
sioners. Our advances have already gone far 
enough; a further advance on our part would be 
worse than vain. Nor doIsee how my colleague 
can reconcile the passage of a law to exclude 
from our service British seamen, under strict 
rules and high penalties, while he would accept 
a treaty, which, if it meant anything on the sub- 
ject of impressment, sanctioned this right of im- 
pressment from our vessels. The treaty alluded 
to was silent on the subject, yet a note from Lords 
Auckland and Holland, the British Commission- 
ers, held out asa security from that evil, was 
merely a promise that cafftion should be used in 
exercising the right of impressment on board of 
our vessels, to make as few mistakes as possible. 
Now, if this was intended to mean anything, it 
was, in plain terms, a recognition of their right 
toseize persons on board of our vessels whom 
they might believe to be British subjects. If this 
bill goes into operation, it will answer the alleged 
purpose of impressment ; as, if it excludes Brit- 
ish seamen from our ships, it would be absurd to 
allow of the power of impressing them there; 
unless, indeed, we are willing to appeal from the 
judgments of our civil officers charged with this 
duty, and acting under the highest sanctions, to 
the caprice of every naval officer that meets our 
vessels, and who may pass on the character of 
our crews by inspection. 

It is of much importance that, between Eng- 
land aud America, this rule should become the 
invariable law, that the flag should protect the 


seamen under it; for there can be no other safe 
criterion by which the persons of the two coun-. 
tries can be identified. As to other nations, they 
have characteristics of language, of person, and 
of manners, less liable to mistake. Every argu- 
ment of reason and humanity’ protests against 
leaving the fate of the freeborn sons of the coun- 

try subject to the will of a British officer, whose 

mistakes, whether real or pretended, may jeopar- 

dize their liberties forever. 

All the gentlemen opposed to the bill have 
treated it rather as if it werea Treaty of Peace 
than anything else. They charge it as an aban- 
donment of our citizens heretofore impressed, and 
of other claims yet unsettled. Sir, the bill has 
nothing more in view than to define prospectively 
the grounds on which we propose to conduct our 
maritime intercourse when all causes in dispute 
shall have been satisfactorily settled. It proposes 
to sift, in future, foreiga chaff from what is purely 
American. Instead of surrendering any one right, 
it will the better shield those we are bound to 
defend. It would form a distinct boundary to 
our own maritime rights, within which the na- 
tional energies would forever intrench them from 
violation. Yes, sir, all within that boundary 
would be defended, while we had an inch of 
ground to support us. Purely American rights 
would be encircled about the American standard, 
and the national spirit would raise a wall of fire 
around them. 

Mr. McKru spoke in favor of striking out the 
section; when the question was taken and lost 
without division. 

Mr. WricuT moved to strike out the eighth sec- 
tion of the bill, and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

“ And be it. further enacted, That if, after this act 
shall go into operation, any native or naturalized citi- 
zen of the United States shall be impressed from on 
board any ship or vessel sailing under the flag of the 
United States, or belonging to any such ship or vossel, 
on shore, the President of the United States be and he 
is hereby authorized and required to cause to be seized 
any seaman of such nation, from on board any vessel 
of such nation, or in any port of the United States, and 
him place on hoard some one of the armed vessels of 
tho United States, and there keep as a hand, until the 
American seamen as aforesaid impressed shall be given 
up." 

Mr. WaieuT supported his proposition at some 
length, on the ground that if a peace should be 
the consequence of the passage of the bill, provis- 
ion ought to be made for the protection of our 
own seamen, naturalized as well as native. 

The proposition was opposed by Messrs, GRUNDY 
and Bacon. 

Mr. RipgeLty moved that the Committee of 
the Whole rise, report progress, and have leave 
to sit again; which was carried, 55 to 40. 


SATURDAY, February 6. 

Mr. Cueves, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, presented a bill to remit the claims of the 
United States to certain goods, wares, and mer- 
chandise, captured by private armed vessels ; 
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which was read twice, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Monday next. 

Mr. Bassett, from the Committee on the Na- 
val Establishment, presented a bill supplemen- 
tary to “An act to increase the Navy of the Uni- 
ted States;” which was read twice and commit- 
ted toa Committee of the Whole on Monday 
next. 

[The bill proposes to authorize the building of 
six sloops of war, and four others for the Lake 
service, and to put out of commission, after the 
completion of these vessels, such of the gunboats as 
the public service may not require. } f 

Mr. Boyn, from the select committee appointed 
on tbe resolutions of the Legislature of the Illi- 
nois Territory, reported a bill to encourage the 
making of salt at the United States’ saline, in the 
Illinois Territory, by the partial introduction of 
negroes therein; which was read twice, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole on Tuesday 
next.. E 

The SrEAkER laid before the House a report of 
the Commissioners of the Sinkag Fund, of their 
proceedings subsequent to their report of the 5th 
of February, 1812; which was referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting statements of the annual payments on ac- 
count of the publie debt and of the Revolution- 
ary government, prepared in obedience to a res- 
olution of the 22d ultimo; which were referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

An engrossed bill for altering the time for hold- 
ing the Distriet Court for the District of Maine 
was read the third time, and passed. 


PROTECTION TO MANUFACTURES. 


Mr. NEwTON communicated to the House the 
following letters : 

Wasnixoron, February 6, 1813. 

Sin: The object of my petition is to obtain a duty 
on the importation of all copper which shall have been 
manufactured into sheets or bolts. It is not with me 
an object, at present, to have a duty laid on copper 
wire; but I conceive there is, at least, every reason in 
favor of a duty on wire, that exists for a duty on 
sheets or bolts. At the same time that a duty is asked 
on copper so manufactured, I would suggest the leav- 
ing of copper, in a crude state, to be frec from duty. 

The materials which I have manufactured, have been 
copper in an unrefined state, which has been imported 
from the western coast of South America, from Bue- 
nos Ayres, from Caraccas, from Mexico, by way of 
Vera Cruz and Havana, and from the Levant. The 
quantity to be obtained from these places is ample for 
every purpose. The mines in this country, so far as 
they have been explored, have not furnished sufficient 
assurance that a supply can be obtained from them. 
But, were the manufacture of copper, from the crude 
state, more general in practice, the increased facilities 
would, probably, occasion the known mines to be 
wrought. 

Ido not know, with any degree of certainty, what 
quantity of copper, in all its forms, is consunied in this 
country ; perhaps I am not far from the amount when 
I say, five hundred tons, annually. 


I understand, from Mr. Revere, that he can manu- 
facture, taking the material in a crude state, from one 
to two hundred tons. I can manüfacture, with my 
works,in their present state, one hundred tons annu- ` 
ally ; and I can, if I consider the business as affording 
sufficient encouragement, construct them so as to dou- 
ble that quantity. Mr. Livingston, I suppose, can ef- 
fect as much as either Mr. Revere or myself. 

Considering the progress of these works, and that 
laying a duty will produce others, probably, I cannot 
doubt that worke in this country will, at no distant 
period, be constructed to refine and manufacture as 
much copper as can be consumed in the United States. 

With regard to a duty on crude copper, it may be a 
question whether the object of revenue, or encour- 
agement to the infant manufacture, should preponder- 
ate. If, for the sake of revenue, a duty ought to be 
laid, I would conceive every doubt must be extin- 
guished as to the policy of laying a duty on the mate- 
rial, in a higher state of manufacture. But, consider- 
ing the uncertainty of an early resource in our own 
mines, and the assistance which manufactures re- 
quire, in order to prosper in their first introduction into 
the country, I trust it will be judged good policy to ex- 
tend to those now rising the advantage of having the 
crude material exempt from duty. 


When the mines of this country afford an expecta- 
tion that they will be adequate to our wants, it may 
then become a question whether the crude copper from 
Spanish America and the Levant may also be inclu- 
ded among articles paying a duty. 

Thave not here the means of showing, and I cannot 
state, with absolute assurance of the fact, that a con- 
siderable quantity of the copper from South America 
has been usually manufactured in Great Britain. In 
former times, the most of that copper went to Ca- 
diz; and, I believe, a considerable portion found its 
way to England. I have not thought it necessary to 
inquire particularly into this subject; but I believe 
from such loose information as I have, that the quan- 
tity which has gone usually to England was consid- 
erable. 

Of late years, considerable quantities have been 
brought to this country, which, there being but very 
limited means of working here, have been shipped to 
Europe and to Canton, and I believe to some other 
places beyond the Cape of Good Hope. 


It may be a question, whether, contemplating a 
duty, there should be a distinction between brazier's 
copper and sheathing copper and bolts. Sheathing 
copper and bolts being used for ship-building, I con- 
ceive to stand on the same footing, and I would sup- 
pose the same policy which requires a duty on sail- 
cloth, hemp, cordage, and every other imported arti- 
cle necessary in constructing and fitting out a ship, 
will apply to copper. It need not be feared that this 
duty will depress, in any degree worthy of considera- 
tion, the shipping interest. The tonnage duty, and 
the duty on the articles mentioned, I consider equally 
objectionable. And here I would submit to the con- 
sideration of the committee, the object of having 
works which may, by their stock of copper in its vari- 
ous stages, necessarily on hand, together with appa- 
ratus and skilful workmen, not less important, afford a 
supply of this article indispensable in time of war, 
when we may not have the means of importing it. 

The duty on sheathing copper may, in some degree, 
cause ships to be coppered in England, which, other- 
wise, would be coppered in this country. But this ob- 
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jection I set down as of little avail; for, if the copper 


isto be free of duty, whether in the hold or on the 
bottom of the vessel, the only advantage from bring- 
ing it in the vessel is, that our shipwrights will have 
the employment of fastening it on the vessel when it 
may arrive. E : 

With regard to the duty on brazier's copper, it is to 
be considered that but an inconsiderable portion of 
brazier's copper is used for any other purpose than 
that of making stills. The duty on that copper amounts 
to little else than a tax on distillation. 

I say, confidently, that the braziers cannot suffer any- 
thing of importance by a duty on brazier’s copper, 


The duty on brazier’s copper will not give British 
braziers such an advantage as to enable them to com- 
pete with our braziers in making stills and other ves- 
aels, to be used in thiscountry. The increased freight 
of hollow ware is greatly against the British brazier. 
The variety in the capacity, form, and weight of stills, 
and other vessels used here, would oblige the import- 
ers of such wares from England to import a great por- 
tion of unsaleable vessels. i 

The fact is, that, in this country, the stills are gen- 
erally made in the towns adjacent to the respective 
distilleries, that the vessels may be adapted to the 
wants, to the circumstances, and to the caprice of the 
respective distillers ; and ifa large quantity of stills of 
any given form, capacity, or weight, or any assortment 
that could be preconceived, were imported, a great por- 
tion would, in general, be without purchasers. From the 
knowledge I have already acquired on the subject, I 
consider a tailor as having as much reason to fear that 
a duty on ‘cloth will cause ready-made clothes to be 
imported from England, as that the braziers in this 
country have anything to fear from this duty. 

Ihave stated that, with my present works, T can 
manufacture one hundred tons annually. I am not 
here prepared with testimony of this fact, but I will, if 
required, produce evidence which shall be satisfactory. 
The quality I state to be excelled by none. 

Ihave now on hand about one hundred and sev- 
enty tons of crude copper. Should importations from 
England be free in a short space of time, and no duty 
be laid, an inundation of sheet copper may force me 
to seek a foreign market instead of having it manu- 
factured, as in that case, I might not choose to contest 
with the British manufactures, which have been cen- 
turies in progressive improvement, and which have at- 
tained to such great perfection. 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

LEVI HOLLINGSWORTH. 


Hon. Tuomas Newron, 
Chairman Commitlee Commerce 
and Manufactures. 


Wasurneron, Feb. 6, 1813. 
Sin: The manufactory which I am interested in is 
capable, on its present establishment, to finish, with 
one set of workmen, three tons of copper a week, with- 
out any extension of works; by employing two sets 

of workmen, we could nearly double that quantity. 
In the year 1800 or 1801, we had a contract with 
the Navy Department, for a quantity of bolts, sheets, 
&c., to the best of my recollection about 350,000 lbs., 
which we delivered in two years, without interfering 
with our ordinary business. From the best informa- 
tion I have obtained, there was imported, the last year, 
from England, into the United States, short of five 


hundred tons of copper; this I consider to be an unu- 
sual quantity, as the market had been nearly drained, 
from the operation of the non-intercourse and non- 
importation laws, and many persons, who had funds 
in England, ordered copper to be shipped, who have . 
not heretofore bcen importers of that article; allowing, 
then, for argument, for it is impossible to be accurate 
without recurring to documents, that four hundred 
tons are wanted annually, Mr. Hollingsworth can 
manufacture one hundred tons, Mr. Livingston one 
hundred, and our establishment one hundred and fifty 
tons. There cannot a doubt exist but each of us could 
double the quantity, provided the Government should 
protect us by laying a duty, and, no doubt, other man- 
ufactories would be established. i 

We depend, for the raw material, from abroad, viz: 
from Smyrna, Sweden, and South America. 

Crude copper being an article of export from those 
places, particularly Smyrna and South America, when- 
ever the merchant can be assured of not sustaining a 
loss, he makes his remittance in copper, as there being 
no freight, the copper answering for ballast; therefore, 
in time of peace, we are sure of a sufficient supply, 
and should we be engaged in a long war, without doubt 
some of the mines in our country would be explored. 

Notwithstanding the large quantity of copper raised. 
in England, crude copper is always admitted when 
imported direct from the place of its origin. f 

When our revenue laws, regulating the duty on 
copper, were made, copper was not used in this country 
for building of vessels; in fact, at that time, it wax 
only partially used in Europe. It has since become 
general, both in Europe and in this country ; the law, 
therefore, could not provide for this article, otherwise 
it would, without doubt, as almost every article used 
in building and equipping vessels aro subject to duty, 
say, cordage, duck, sheathing paper, and nails, &c. 
The law says, “ copper in plates, pigs, and bars, free ;” 
but it provides for all copper manufactures paying a 
duty. Under that section the collectors demanded a 
duty on bolts and sheathing copper; some importers 
contended that bolts and sheathing was plates and 
bars, and, by a decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, established itso. When our works were 
erected, bolts, particularly, were subject to duty, and 
tho report of the Committee of Commerce and Manu- 
factures, made on our petition, showed that, in the year 
1808, that committee was of the same opinion. I have 
not, in our petition, requested a duty on brazier’s cop- 
per, from the opposition which our former petition met 
with from those gentlemen; although I have every 
reason to believe that they (the braziers) would not be 
injured by a duty, as brazier's copper has always been. 
at an advanced price of sheathing copper, more than 
the difference of cost; the importer is the only person 
who can be affected, and he will only be obliged to re- 
sign part of his profits to the Government; and, I have 
reason to believe, the importers were really the persons 
that remonstrated to our former petition, although 
signed by the coppersmiths and braziers. Our wish, 
therefore, is, to have a duty that will protect our man- 
ufactories whenever the intercourse shall be restored 
between this country and England. For, whenever 
that event takes place, our manufactories will be de- 
stroyed, unless the Government protect them bya duty. 

Which is respectfully submitted, &c. 

JOSEPH W. REVERE. 


Hon. Tuomas NEWTON, 
Ch. Com. Commerce and Manufactures. 
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REGULATION OF SEAMEN. 

'The House again resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole, on the bill regulating the 
employment of foreign seamen in the armed ves- 
sels and in the merchant service of the United 
States. 

Mr. Rincety made a speech of some length, 
explaining his ideas on this subject, and conclu- 
ded with moving an amendment, the object of 
which was to provide that no person not a native 
should be employed in the service of the United 
States, until the period of probation of five years, 
required by our laws, should have been completed. 

Mr. Biss having remarked that this amend- 
ment only went to explain a provision of the bill 
not now perhaps sufficiently clear, it was adopted 
without a division. 

Sundry other amendments were proposed by 
Mr. RipezLy, and agreed to. 

Other amendments were proposed to the bill, 
like that of Mr. Ripcety, not affecting the prin- 
ciple, some of which were agreed to and others 
rejected, on which a desultory debate took place. 

The most important amendment made to the 
bill, was the agreement of the committee to a 
motion made by Mr. Rogerson to strike out the 
last clause of the eighth section of the bill, which 
provides that the bill shall not have effect except 
as to the seamen of such nation as shall have 
made reciprocal arrangements as to the seamen 
of the United States. 

About 4 o’clock, the Committee rose and re- 
ported the bill; and the House adjourned. 


Monpay, February 8. 


Mr. Bonn presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of the Illinois Territory, respecting pre- 
emption rights to lands in said Territory —Refer- 
red to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. Lewis, from the Committee for the District 


of Columbia, reported a bill regulating the fees of 


the constables in the county of Alexandria, with- 
in the District of Columbia; which was read 
twice, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole on Wednesday next. 

Mr. Porrer, from the committee appointed on 
the petition of Daniel Updike, reported a bill au- 
thorizing the discharge of Daniel Updike from 
his imprisonment; which was read twice, and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole on 
Thursday next. 

The bill authorizing the appointment of addi- 
tional officers in the respective Territories of the 
United States, went through a Committee of the 
Whole, and was ordered to be engrossed fora 
third reading. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill granting additional com- 
pensation to the Collector of the port and distriet 
of Plymouth, in North Carolina. The Commit- 
tee rose, and had leave to sit again. 

À message from the Senate was announced, 
of a confidential nature, The House was accord- 
ingly cleared of all strangers, and remained in 
secret session for two or three hours. When the 


‘doors were opened, a.message from the Senate in- 


formed the House that the Senate have passed a 
bill “for the relief of John Redfield, jr. ;? and a bill 
“to inerease the salaries of certain district judges.” 
And that the Senate have also passed a resolution 
for the appointment ofa joint committee to ascer- 
tain and reporta mode of examining the votes for 
President and Vice President of the United States, 
and of notifying the personselected of their elec- 
tion ; in which two last-mentioned bills and res- 
olution they desire the concurrence of this House. 

The said resolution was read, and concurred in 
by the House; and Messrs. Macon, BASSETT, 
and MirNoR, were appointed the committee on 
the part of the House. 


Tuespay, February 9. 


' Mr. Guotson, from the Committee of Claims, 
presented a bill for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of George Neibinger and others; which 
was read twice, ànd committed to a Committee 
of the Whole on Thursday next. 

Mr. Morrow, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lie Lands, reported the bill from the Senate “ giv- 
ing further time for registering claims to lands in 
the eastern district of the Territory of Orleans, 
now State of Louisiana,” with amendments ; 
which were read, and, with the bill, committed 
to a Committee of the Whole on Thursday next. 

On motion of Mr. BuRWELL, the committee 
appointed on the petition of sundry inhabitants of 
the City of Washington, praying for a charter 
for a new bank, were discharged from theconsid- 
eration of the said petition, and the petitioners 
had leave to withdraw their petition. 

Mr. Gor», from the committee appointed on 
the fifth instant, reported a bill to alter the times 
of holding the distriet courts in the respective 
districts of New York and Virginia, and to au- 
thorize the district judges to appoint commission- 
ers to take affidavits and bail, in certain cases; 
which was read twice, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Thursday next. 

The bill from the Senate “ for the relief of John 
Redfield, junior,? was read twice, and committed 
to the Committee of Claims. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have agreed to the report of the 
joint committee appointed to ascertain and report 
a mode of examining the votes for President and 
Vice President of the United States, and of noti- 
fying the persons elected of their election. 

Mr. Macon, from the joint committee appoint- 
ed yesterday to ascertain and report a mode of 
examining the votes for President and Vice Pres- 
ident, and of notifying the persons elected of their 
election, made a report, in part; which wasread, 
and concurred in by the House, as follows: 

Resolved, That the two Houses shall assemble 
in the Chamber of the House of Representatives, 
on Wednesday next, at twelve o'clock : that two 
persons be appointed tellers, on the part of this 
House, to make a list of votes as they shall be de- 
clared : that the result shall be delivered to the 
President of the Senate, who shall announce the 
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state of the vote, and the persons elected to the 
two Houses assembled as aforesaid, which shall 
be deemed a declaration of the persons elected 
President and Vice President ; and, together with 
a list of votes, be entered on the’ Journals of the 
two Houses.. ^: 

Messrs. Macon and TALLMADGE were appoint- 
ed tellers on the part of this House. i 

The bill from the Senate, for increasing the 
salary of the district judges of the Delaware and 
North Carolina districts having been read, and 
opposition being made to the bill by Mr. HARPER, 
the question was stated on the rejection of the 
bill; which was advocated by Mr. Harper and 
others, and opposed by Messrs. BunwzLL, BLACK- 
LEDGE, RuipaELY, and others. 

The argument for the rejecüpn was, that it 
would be partial and unjust to e. the salary of 
one or two officets of the Government without 
raising all, and that this was nota proper time 
for inereasing the salaries of our officers gener- 
ally. On theother hand, it was contended that it 
was no argument against doing justice in one 
case, that other cases existed requiring relief or 
remedy. 

The question was then taken on the rejection 
of the bill, and decided in the affirmative. For 
rejection 51, against it 44. 

. The bill authorizing the appointment of addi- 
tional officers in the Territories of the United 
States, was read a third time. ` 

The House divided on its passage; but a quo- 
rum not. having voted, a motion was made to 
lay the bill on the table, and decided in the affir- 
mative. 


REGÜLATION OF SEAMEN. 


On motion of Mr. Grunpy, the House proceed- 

ed to the consideration of the report of the Com- 

. mittee of the Whole, on the bill regulating the 

employment of foreign seamen in the armed ves- 
sels and merchant service of the United States. 

All the amendments of the Committee were 

.agreed to without objection, with the exception 
of the decision for striking out the eighth section 
of the bill, which is in the following words: 

“Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That the pro- 
visions of this act shall have no effect or operation with 
respect to the employment as seamen, of the subjects 
or citizens of any foreign nation, which shall not have 
prohibited on board her public and private vessels the 
employment, as seamen or otherwise, of native citizens 
of the United States; or who shall permit the com- 
manders of her public vessels to impress or take away 
from on board any vessel, sailing under the flag of the 
"United States, any seaman or any other person, not 
being a soldier or otherwise in the employment of an 
enemy of such nation." 

A division of the question was required by Mr. 
Grunpy on this amendment; and the question 
was stated on striking out the first member of the 
above section, ending with,the words “ United 
States.” 

After considerable debate on this proposition, 
the question on concurring with the committee 
in striking out the first clause of the eighth sec- 
tion, as above, was decided as follows : 


| 


Yxas—John Baker, Abijah Bigelow, Harmanus 
Bleecker, James Breckenridge, Elijah Brigham, Wil- 
liam Butler, Epaphroditus Champion, Langdon Cheves, 
Martin Chittenden, Thomas B. Cooke, John Daven- 
port, jun, John Dawson, Joseph Desha, Elias Earle, 
William Ely, James Emott, Asa Fitch, Thos. R. Gold, 
Charles Goldsborough, Thomas B. Grosvenor, Jacob 
Hufty, Richard Jackson, jr., Philip B. Key, Abner La- 
cock, Lyman Law, Joseph Lewis, junior, William 
Lowndes, Aaron Lyle, Archibald McBryde, Alexan- 
der McKim, James Milnor, Samuel L. Mitchill, Jon- 
athan O. Moseley, Thomas Newbold, Stephen Orms- 
by, Joseph Pearson, Timothy Pitkin, jun., Elisha R. 
Potter, Josiah Quincy, John Randolph, William Reed, 
Henry M. Ridgely, Thomas B. Robertson, Thomas 
Sammons, John Sevier, Samuel Shaw, Richard Stan- 
ford, Philip Stuart, Lewis D. Sturges, Samuel Tag- 
gart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Uri Tracy, Pierre Von 
Cortlandt, Laban Wheaton, Leonard White, and 
Thomas Wilson—56. 

Nays—Willis Alston, jr, William Anderson, Stev- 
enson Archer, Daniel Avery, Ezekiel Bacon, David 
Bard, William Barnett, Burwell Bassett, William W. 
Bibb, William Blackledge, Adam Boyd, Robert Brown, 
William A. Burwell, John C. Calhoun, Francis Carr, 
Matthew Clay, Jas. Cochran, John Clopton, Lewis Con- 
dict, Wm. Crawford, Richard Cutts, Roger Davis, Saml. 
Dinsmoor, William Findley, James Fisk, Meshack 
Franklin, Thos. Gholson, Peterson Goodwyn, Edwin 
Gray, Isaiah L. Green, Felix Grundy, Bolling Hall, 
Obed Hall, John A. Harper, Aylett Hawes, John M. 
Hyneman, Richard M. Johnson, Joseph Kent, Wil- 
liam Kennedy, William R. King, Peter Little, Thomas 
Moore, William McCoy, Samuel McKee, Arunah Met- 
calf, James Morgan, Jeremiah Morrow, Hugh Nelson, 
Thomas Newton, Israel Pickens, James Pleasants, 
jun., John Rhea, John Roane, Jonathan Roberts, Eben- 
ezer Sage, Lemuel Sawyer, Ebenezer Seaver, George 
Smith, John Smith, William Strong, John Taliaferro, 
Peleg Tallman, George M. Troup, Charles Turner, 
jun., Robert Whitehill, David R. Williams, William 
Widgery, Richard Winn, and Robert Wright.—69. 


So it was resolved that this clause or member 
of the section be not stricken out. 

The question was then taken on striking out 
the remainder of the section, and decided as 


follows : 

Yxas— Willis Alston, junior, William Anderson, 
Stevenson Archer, Daniel Avery, Ezekiel Bacon, Wil- 
liam Barnett, William W. Bibb, Abijah Bigelow, Har- 
manus Bleecker, Adam Boyd, James Breckenridge, 
Elijah Brigham, William Butler, John C. Calhoun, 
Frs. Carr, Epaphroditus Champion, Langdon Cheves, 
Martin Chittenden, James Cochran, Thomas B. Cooke, 
Richard Cutts, John Dawson, Joseph Desha, Samuel 
Dinsmoor, Elias Earle, William Ely, James Emott, 
‘Asa Fitch, Thomas Gholson, Thomas R. Gold, Charles 
Goldsborough, Peterson Goodwyn, Felix Grundy, Ja- 
cob Hufty, John M. Hyneman, Richard Jackson, jun., 
Richard M. Johnson, Jos. Kent, Philip B. Key, Wm. R. 
King, Abner Lacock, Lyman Law, Joseph Lewis, jr., 
William Lowndes, Aaron Lyle, Thos, Moore, Archi- 
bald McBryde, Samuel McKee, James Milnor, Sam- 
uel L. Mitchill, James Morgan, Jeremiah Morrow, Jon- 
athan O. Moseley, Thomas Newbold, Stephen Ormsby, 
Joseph Pearson, Timothy Pitkin, jun., James Pleas- 
ants, jun., Elisha R. Potter, Josiah Quincy, John Ran- 
dolph, William Reed, Henry M. Ridgely, Thomas B. 
Robertson, Thomas Sammons, John Sevier, Adam Sey- 
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bert, Samuel Shaw, George Smith, John Smith, Rich- 
ard Stanford, Philip Stuart, William Strong, Lewis B. 
Sturges, Samuel Taggart, John Taliaferro, Benjamin 
Tallmadge, Uri Tracy, Charles Turner, jr., Pierre Van 
Cortlandt, Laban Wheaton, Leonard White, David R. 
Williams, and Thomas Wilson—84. 


Naxs—David Bard, Burwell Bassett, Wm. Black- 
ledge, Robert Brown, William A. Burwell, Matthew 
Clay, John Clopton, Lewis Condict, William Craw- 
ford, John Davenport, junior, Roger Davis, William 
Findley, James Fisk, Meshack Franklin, Edwin Gray, 
Isaiah L. Green, Thomas P. Grosvenor, Bolling Hall, 
Obed Hall, John A. Harper, Aylett Hawes, William 
Kennedy, Peter Little, William McCoy, Alexander 
McKim, Hugh: Nelson, Thomas Newton, Israel Pick- 
ens, John Rhea, John Roane, Jonathan Roberts, Eben- 
ezer Sage, Ebenezer Seaver, George M. Troup, Rob- 
ert Whitehill, Wm. Widgery, and Robt. Wright— 37. 


So the latter clause of the eighth section was 
stricken out. Some other verbal amendments 
having been made, 

Mr. Prrxin moved to strike out all the first 
section of the bill, except the enacting clause, and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: 


“That, from and after the termination of the war 
in which the United States are now engaged with the 
united Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, (which 
termination is to be ascertained and taken from the 
date of a proclamation, to be issued by the President 
of the United States, declaring the same,) all the offi- 
cers, and three-fourths, at least, of all the persons who 
shall be employed as seamen or sailors on board any 
public ship or vessel of the United States, or any 
ship or vessel owned by citizens of the United States, 
shall be natural born citizens of the United States, 
or citizens thereof at the termination of such war, 
or servants or citizens of the United States, or per- 
sons, who, being resident in the United States, shall, 


at the timo of passing this act, have declared their 


intention to become citizens of the United States, 
according to the provisions of an act, passed on the 
14th day of April, 1802, entitled * An act to establish 
a uniform rule of naturalization, and to repeal the acts 
heretofore passed on that subject, and shall have been 
admitted as such, according to the provisions of said 
act: Provided, however, That, during the continuance 
of the war now existing between the united Kingdom 
of Great Britain and Ireland and France, no persons, 
being natives of either of said countries, shall be em- 
ployed, as officcrs, mariners, seamen, or sailors, on 
board the public ships or vessels of the United States, 
or the ships or vessels of citizens of the United States, 
unless such persons shall be citizens of the United 
States at the termination of the war in which the Uni- 
ted States are now engaged as aforesaid, or, being res- 
ident in the United States, shall, at the time of passing 
this act, have declared their intention to become citi- 
zens of the United States, and shall have been admit- 
ted as such, according to the provisions of the act he- 
fore mentioned. And none but ships or vessels navi- 
gated according to the provisions of this act, and other- 
wise qualified according to law, and continuing to be 
wholly owned by citizens of the United States, shall 
be denominated and deemed ships or vessels of the 
United States, entitled to the bencfits and privileges 
appertaining to such ships or vessels.” 


And the House adjourned without deciding the 
Motion. 


` Wepbnespay, February 10. 


A message was received from the Senate in- 
forming the House that, owing to the indisposi- 
tion of Mr. GAILLARD, the Senate have appointed 
Mr. FRANKLIN the teller, on their part, at the 
counting of the votes of the Electors for President 
and Vice President of the United States. 

Mr. Gnorson, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of Susanna Wiley ; 
which was read twice, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole to-morrow. 

Mr. GnoLsox, from the same committee, re- 
ported the bill from the Senate * for the relief of 
Lewis Chacherie,” withoutamendment. The bill 
was then committed toa Committee of the Whole 
to-morrow. 

Mr. pedals the Committee of Ways and 
Means, presented a bill making appropriations 
for the support of Government for the year 1813; 
which was read twice, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole to-morrow. 

Mr. Mitnor presented a petition of John Bio- 
ren, W. J. Duane, and R. C. Weightman, pray- 
ing the aid and patronage of Congress in printing 
a new and complete edition of the laws of the 
United States; which was referred to a select 
committee. Messrs. MILNor, CuEves, and GoLp, 
were appointed the committee. 

Mr. BassErTr, from the Committee of Revisal 
and Unfinished Business, reported a bill extend- 
ing the time for issuing and locating Virginia 
military land warrants; which was read twice, 
and ordered to be engrossed, and read the third 
lime to-morrow. 

The House resumed the consideration of the 
bill to regulate the employment of foreign sea- 
men in the service of the United States. But, 
after some desultory conversation, the hour hav- 
ing approached for counting out the votes for 
President and Vice President of the United States, 
the bill was ordered to lie on the table. 


COUNTING OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 


The hour of 12 having arrived, the Senate en- 
tered the Hall of Representatives, preceded by 
their President, Secretary, Sergeant-at-Arms, and 
Doorkeeper, and proceeded to seats prepared for 
them—the members of the House having risen to 
receive them, and remaining standing until all 
had entered. The President of the Senate took 
a seat which had been prepared for him at the 
Speaker’s right hand, and the Secretary of the 
Senate was placed beside the Clerk of the House. 
The Tellers—Mr. Fnax&LiN of the Senate, and 
Messrs. Macon and TALLMADGE of the House— 
bis seated at a table in front of the Speakers 
chair. 


The President of the Senate then proceeded to 
open and hand to the Tellers the sealed returns 
from each State, which were severally read aloud 
by one of the Telfers, and noted down and an- 
nouuced by the Secretaries of each House. 

The votes haviug all been opened and read, the 
following result was announced from the Chair 
by the President of the Senate, viz: 
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President. V. Pres. 


Liel i 

S8|£/ 31 3 

3 5 o5 

STATES. Smeg cup 

a "EIS 

a jole 

SIAJIAJS 

New Hampshire - - -| 8| 1, 7 
Massachusetts - - - - | 22] 2|20 
Rhode Island - - - -|4|-1l4 
Connecticut  - - - -] 9| -| 9 
Vermont - - - 8; -} 8] - 
New York - - - -129| —|29 
New Jersey .- - - -| 8} -Í 8 
Pennsylvania - - - {25} -[25| - 
Delaware - - - -| 4| -| 4 
Maryland - + c 6| 5| 6] 5 
Virginia Tc - |25| -125| - 
North Carolina - - |15| -|15| - 
South Carolina - - il1l -] 11] - 
Georgia - =- > 8|-| 8] - 
Kentucky - - - |12| -1|112| - 
Tennessee - - - 8| -| 8] - 
Ohio - - - - 7| -i7|!- 
Louisiana 5 - - >- | 3| -] 3| - 
Total 89 86 


- - - [128 | 89 |131 


RECAPITULATION OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 
` For President of the United States. 


James Manison, of Virginia - - — - 128 
D» Wirt Curnton, of New York - - 89 
217 


For Vice President of the United States. 


ErsnniDaE Gerry, of Massachusetts -~ - 131 
Jaren INGERSOLL, of Pennsylvania - — - 86 
217 


The President of the Senate, in pursuance of 
` the joint resolutions of the two Houses, then an- 
nounced the state of the votes to both Houses of 
Congress, and declared “ That James Manson, of 
the State of Virginia, was duly elected President 
of the United States, for four years, to commence 
on the fourth day of March next; and that EL- 
BRIDGE Gerry was duly elected Vice President of 
the United States, for the like term of four years, 
to commence on the said fourth day of March 
next.” 

The two Houses then separated, and the Sen- 
ate returned to their Chamber. 


Tuurspay, February 11. 


' À message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have appointed a committee, on 
iheir part, to join such committee as this House 
may appoint on their part to wait upon the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and to inform him of 
his re-election, for four years, to commence on 
the fourth day of March next. 


REGULATION OF SEAMEN. 

The House resumed the consideration of the 
bill excluding foreign seamen from the service of 
the United States. 

. Mr. Prrxin’s motion to strike out the first sec- 
tion of the bill, for the purpose of inserting a 
proposed amendment, being still under consider- 
ation, considerable discussion took place on it; 
but it was eventually withdrawn to give way to 
the following motion. l : 

Mr. RipeELv moved to strike out of the first 
section all the words in brackets, as follows: 


Sec. 1. Be it enacted, 4c., That from and after the 
termination, by a treaty of peace, of the war in which 
the United States are now engaged with Great Brit- 
ain, it shall not be lawful to employ as seamen, or 
otherwise, on board of any public vessel of the United 
States, or of any vessel owned by citizens of the Uni- 
ted States, or sailing under their flag, any person or 
persons, except natural born citizens of the United 
States, or citizens of the United States at the time of 
such treaty being made and concluded, (or persons 
who, being resident within the United States at the 
time of such treaty, and having previously declared, 
agreeably to existing laws, their intention to become 
citizens of the United States, shall be admitted as such 
within five years thereafter in the manner prescribed 
by law.] 

After some conversation, the motion was neg- 
atived by yeas and nays—for it 40, against it 80, 
as follows: 

Yxas—John Baker, Abijah Bigelow, Harmanus 
Bleecker, Adam Boyd, Elijah Brigham, Épaphroditus 
Champion, Martin Chittenden, John Davenport, jun., 
William Ely, James Emott, Asa Fitch, Thomas R. 
Gold, Charles Goldsborough, Thomas P. Grosvenor, 
Jacob Hufty, Richard Jackson, junior, Lyman Law, 
Joseph Lewis, jr., Archibald McBryde, James Milnor, 
Jonathan O. Moseley, Thomas Newbold, Joseph Pear- 
son, Timothy Pitkin, junior, Elisha R. Potter, Josiah 
Quincy, John Randolph, William Reed, Henry M. 
Ridgely, Daniel Sheffey, Richard Stanford, Philip 
Stuart, Silas Stow, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, 
Benjamin Tallmadge, Pierre Van Cortlandt, Laban 
Wheaton, Leonard White, and Thomas Wilson. 

Nars— Willis Alston, jr., William Anderson, Stev- 
enson Archer, Daniel Avery, Ezekiel Bacon, William 
Barnett, David Bard, Burwell Bassett, William W. 
Bibb, William Blackledge, Robert Brown, William A. 
Burwell, William Butler, Francis Carr, Langdon 
Cheves, Matthew Clay, James Cochran, John Clop- 
ton, Lewis Condict, William Crawford, Richard Cutts, 
Roger Davis, John Dawson, Joseph Desha, William 
Findley, James Fisk, Meshack Franklin, Thos. Ghol- 
son, Peterson Goodwyn, Edwin Gray, Isaiah L. Green, 
Felix Grundy, Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, John A. Har- 
per, Aylett Hawes, John M. Hyneman, Joseph Kent, 
William Kennedy, William R. King, Abner Lacock, 
Peter Little, Aaron Lyle, Thomas Moore, William 
McCoy, Samuel McKee, Alexander McKim, Arunah 
Metcalf, Samuel L. Mitchill, James Morgan, Jeremiah 
Morrow, Hugh Nelson, Anthony New, Thomas New- 
ton, Stephen Ormsby, Israel Pickens, James Pleas- 
ants, jun., William M. Richardeon, Samuel Ringgold, 
Thomas B. Robertson, John Rhea, John Roane, Jon- 
athan Roberts, Ebenezer Sage, Lemuel Sawyer, Ebe- 
nezer Seaver, John Sevier, Adam Seybert, Samue 
Shaw, George Smith, John Smith, William Strong 
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John Taliaferro, Peleg Tallman, Uri Tracy, Charles 
Turner, junior, Robert Whitehill, William Widgery, 
Richard Winn, and Robert Wright. 

Mr. PrrxiN then renewed his motion to strike 
out the first section, for the purpose of inserting 
his substitute. 

Mr. Bacon said: that, anxious as he was to 
render the provisions of the bill acceptable to gen- 
tlemen on all sides of the House, and particularly 
so to those from whom he had generally differed 
in political sentiment, he had paid the most re- 
spectful attention to every suggestion coming ftom 
that quarter which seemed to have a tendency 
either to improve its details, or to renderit as little 
objectionable in principle as possible. He believed 
that the particular friends of the bill had acted 
generally under the same dispositions, and they 
had accordingly very readily adopted almost every 
‘proposition coming from the other side of the 
House which had as yet been suggested—it was 
in the same spirit that he had paid the most im- 
portant attention to the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Connecticut, and to the argu- 
ments by which he had endeavored to enforce it. 
Mr. B. confessed that on the first view, the amend- 
ment proposed had impressed him rather favora- 
bly, and if he had continued to view it in the 
same light, he would not have hesitated giving it 
his support. A little reflection had, however, 
very fully convinced him, that neither as a funda- 
mental regulation of mercantile policy, or as 
adapted to suit the difficulties at present existing 
on the subject of our seamen, was it as judicious 
asystem as that which formed the basis of the 
original bill. Mr. B. would have remarked, that 
whatever sentiments might heretofore have been 
entertained by the gentleman, (Mr. Prrxtn,) he 
was happy now to hear him acknowledge, that 
the Government evinced at this time a disposi- 
tion, in order to meet the existing difficulties with 
Great Britain, to go much further in the exclu- 
sion of foreign seamen from our service than he 
(Mr. Pirxin) thought either wise or necessary, 
and he was glad that an opportunity had arrived 
by which the majority of the House could evince 
their sincerity in wishing to do everything in 
their power to remove every plausible ground of 
complaint on the subject of harboring or employ- 
ing British seamen in our publie or private ves- 
sels; in truth, that we were willing to subject 
ourselves to greater inconveniences, in order to 
take away the grounds ou which the British claim 
of impressment rested, than the gentleman him- 
self thought we could justly be required to do. 
With this remark, Mr. B. said, he would proceed 
to state the objections which he had to the sys- 
tem which had been proposed by the gentleman 
in lieu of the one contained in the bill itself. 

. By the first section of the bill it is proposed, 
after the termination of the present war, to ex- 
clude altogether from our service the seamen of 
all foreign nations who may make a reciprocal 
exclusion of our seamen from their service. The 
effect of such a provision will be, in the first place, 
to remove all the grounds on which the claim of 
impressment has heretofore been founded. In the 


second place, to afford additional safety and en- 
couragement to our own seamen; and though 
sóme small inconveniences may at first arise from 
a scarcity of hands, by throwing the foreign sea- 
men out of our employ, yet the greater demand 
and higher wages will very soon remedy this de- 
ficiency, by drawing a greater number of our own 
people into the employment, whose services we 
can at all times command; whatever may be the 
state of things among the maritime nations of 
Europe, we shall have a nursery of our seamen 
alwayson hand ready for our own use, and which 
those nations will at no time have a right to claim 
or withdraw from our service. As the demand for 
the service will be uniform, steady, and constant, 
so will be the supply. But, what is the nature of 
the regulation proposed by the amendment, and 
what will be its effects? It is proposed by that, 
to admit into our service during periods of peace 
in Europe a proportion of foreign seamen to the 
extent of one-fourth of the whole crew; but it be- 
ing evident that a regulation to that extent would 
in no degree remove the grounds on which the 
British claim to impressment is founded, the 
gentleman further proposes, that during the ex- 
isting war between France and Great Britain, all 
foreign seamen, the subjects of either of those na- 
tions, should also be wholly excluded ; anda pro- 
vision of this sort must be equally necessary dur- 
ing all future wars between those nations. Let 
us now see what must be the inevitable effect of 
such a policy, as it would affect our own service 
and seamen. It would be to draw into our ser- 
vice the seamen of those nations, and to find for 
them wages and employment at a period when 
they were not wanted at home to man the navies 
of their own country, and at the same time hold- 
ing ourselves bound to give them up the first 
moment that they might be called to enter into 
the service of their lawful Sovereigns on the 
breaking out of a European war, and this too at 
a period when most of all we should need them 
for our own service; for it was during a state of 
European war, and while we might be at peace, 
that the commerce of this country had its greatest 
expansion and required the greatest number of 
seamen to carry it on,as it was during periods of 
European peace that it was the most limited and 
required the fewest hands in our service. The 
inevitable effect of a system of this sort must 
therefore be, to make our own neutral commerce 
a nursery for the employment of British and 
French seamen, when their own countries could 
not afford them employment; to throw our own 
out of employ at a time when they needed it the 
most, and to train up a body of skilful mariners 
to be delivered up to their owners whenever they 
wanted them the most, and we ourselves could 
with the least convenience spare them. If either 
of those nations should be asked to dictate to us 
that course of policy on that subject, which would 
be the most promotive of their own views and 
interests, and at the same time the most prejudi- 
cial to our own, it seemed to him that it would 
be precisely the one which was now recommend- 
ed to us by the proposition of the gentleman from 
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dent was authorized to make by a subsequent 
section of the bill, for the mutual employment of 
each other's seamen at times, under the particu- 
lar eireumstances which had been alluded to; 
and the mutual interests and conveniences of the 
respeetive parties he thought might be safely re- 
lied upon, to produce mutual accommodations 
on a point of this sort. Upon the whole, Mr. B. 
said, he saw no insurmountable difficulties which 
time, experience, and the mutual interests. of 
every natiou, who should meet the system pro- 
posed by the bill generally, would not induce 
them to remedy; it cut up by the roots the great 
ground of collision at present existing between 
this country and Great Britain, and in it he 
thought he saw a ground which, if suitably and 

sincerely improved by the Executive authority 

of each country, might form the basis of an ac- 

commodation not dishonorable or prejudicial to 
the true interests of either; and in that view, 

principally. the success of the bill had from the 

first proposition of it commanded his most anx- 

ious wishes. Had the amendment under consid- 
eration presented nothing objectionable in itself, 

or repugnant to the general principle and policy 

of the bill, he would have cheerfully voted for it, 

on the ground of mutual accommodation, for 

which he was disposed, on the present occasion, 

to go very farin giving up his own particular 

opinions. He hoped the adoption of the amend- 

ment was not necessary to coneiliate the mover 

or his friends generally to vote for the bill, 1f, 

however, this final opposition to it was to be ex- 

pected, if this partieular amendment should be 

rejected, however much he should regret the loss 

of their votes, he must determine to meet it, and 

was willing to be tested by the intrinsie merit of 
the different propositions between which they 

were left to choose. s 

When Mr. Bacon had concluded, after some 
further discussion, the question was taken and 
decided in the negative. For the proposed amend- 
ment 33, against it 86, as follows: 

Yuas—John Baker, Abijah Bigelow, Harmanus 
Bleecker, Elijah Brigham, Epaphroditus Champion, 
Martin Chittenden, John Davenport, junior, William 
Ely, James Emott, Thomas R. Gold, Charles Golds- 
borough, Jacob Hufty, Richard Jackson, jun., Lyman 
Law, Archibald McBryde, James Milnor, Jonathan 
O. Moseley, T. Pitkin, jun., Elisha R. Potter, Josiah 
Quincy, William Reed, Henry M. Ridgely, Philip 
Stuart, Silas Stow, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Tag- 
gart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Peleg Tallman, Pierre 
Van Cortlandt, Laban Wheaton, Leonard White, 
'Thomas Wilson, and Robert Wright. 

Naxs—Willis Alston, jr, William Anderson, Ste- 
venson Archer, Daniel Avery, Ezekiel Bacon, William 
Barnett, David Bard, Burwell Bassctt, William W. 
Bibb, Wm. Blackledge, Adam Boyd, Robert Brown, 
William A. Burwell, William Butler, Francis Carr, 
Langdon Cheves, Matthew Clay, James Cochran, 
John Clopton, Lewis Condict, William Crawford, 
Richard Cutts, Roger Davis, John Dawson, Samuel 
ing Great Britain, should be disposed to meet us Dinsmoor, William Findley, James Fisk, Asa Fitch, 
with a general reciprocal exclusion—it would | Meshack Franklin, Thomas Gholson, Peterson Good- 
also be for their interest, as well as ours, to pro- | wyn, Edwin Gray, Isaiah L. Green, Felix Grundy, 
vide by mutual arrangement, which the Presi- | Thomas P. Grosvenor, Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, John . 
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Connecticut ; though such, undoubtedly, were not 
the gentleman’s views in offering it. Mr. B. said, 
that if those nations were either of them disposed 
to permit the reciprocal employment of ours and 
their seamen at all times, both when they were 
at war and in peace, there could on our part pro- 
bably be not so great objections to it, but it surely 
could not be expected that we would provide for 
their employment only when they are not wanted 
at home, and relinquish them whenever they hap- 
pen to be so wanted. If they would not let us 
have them when we most needed them, he was 
for excluding them altogether, or leaving the sub- 
ject to be provided for by such mutual arrange- 
ment as the interest of both parties might call for, 
and as might be entered into by the executive 
authorities of each country, as was contemplated 
by a subsequent section of the present bill. 

A further objection to the amendment under 
consideration was, that on the face of it, it did 
not hold out equal and impartial terms to all 
foreign nations; it proposed a distinction in fa- 
vor of the two great belligerent nations, which 
it was neither wise nor prudent to make; and 
though we have at present no difficulties with 
other nations in rélation to the employment of 
their seamen, still we ought not by partial propo- 
sitions to excite their jealousy, or attempt par- 
ticular regulations which the great principles of 
impartial justice would not justify : no objections 
of this sort would apply to the bill itself; it prof- 
fered a system of regulations which every other 
nation might have the benefit of if they pleased 
to reciprocate them, and if they chose not to do 
it they had no cause of complaint. 

It had been objected to the system proposed 
by the bill, that a total exclusion of all foreign 
seamen from our service weuld be found imprae- 
ticable; at any rate, would be found, if adopted 
at once, very ibconvenient to the mercantile in- 
terest of the country, particularly in cases where, 
from death, desertion, or other casualties, hap- 
pening in foreign ports, the crews of American 
vessels might be so reduced as to induce the ne- 
cessity of employing a portion of foreign seamen 
to navigate the vessels home. 

To this objection, Mr. B. thought it was a suf- 
ficient answer to say, that so far as it affected the 
employment of British or French seamen, the 
project of the gentleman from Connecticut was 
equally objectionable, since he also proposed, 
during the existing war in Europe, totally to 
exclude the seamen of.those nations from our 
employment. But,as the bill stood, no such dif- 
ficulty iu practice could reasonably be appre- 
hended. In the first place, there was no proba- 
bility that any other nation, except Great Britain, 
would feel an interest or a disposition to make 
reciprocal exclusions; of course, we should still 
be leftat liberty to employ, as heretofore, the sea- 
men of all other nations, whenever we needed 
them. But even if every foreign nation, includ- 
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A. Harper, Aylett Hawes, John M. Hyneman, Joseph’ 
Kent, William Kennedy, William R. King, Abner 
Lacock, Joseph Lewis, junior, Peter Little, William 
Lowndes, Aaron Lyle, Thomas Moore, William Mc- 
Coy, Samuel McKee, Alexander McKim, Arunah 
Metcalf, Samuel L. Mitchill, James Morgan, Jeremiah 
Morrow, Hugh Nelson, Anthony New, Thomas New- 
bold, Thomas Newton, Stephen Ormsby, Israel Pick- 
ens, James Pleasants, junior, William M. Richardson, 
Samuel Ringgold, Thomas B. Robertson, John Rhea, 
John Roane, Jonathan Roberts, Ebenezer Sage, Lem- 
uel Sawyer, Ebenezer Seaver, John Sevier, Adam 
Seybert, Samuel Shaw, Daniel Sheffey, Geo. Smith, 
John Smith, Richard Stanford, William Strong, John 
Taliaferro, Uri Tracy, Charles Turner, junior, Robert 
Whitehill, William Widgery, and Richard Winn. 

So the motion was rejected. 

‘Mr. Stow then moved that the further consid- 
eration of this bill be indefinitely postponed, as- 
signing, as a reason, the difficulty in which he 
found himself as to the vote he ought to give on 
the bill. 

Mr. Grunpy opposed the postponement, al- 
leging that it would be infinitely better for gentle- 
men to meet the question directly than evade it 
in the way proposed. 

Mr. WnienT advocated the indefinite postpone- 
ment, on the ground of his hostility to the bill, 
and the time it unnecessarily wasted, which 
ought to be devoted to the consideration of more 
essential questions. 

Mr. Ruea was opposed to the postponement 
because he was friendly to the bill. 

Mr. Lacock said he should vote against post- 
ponement, although he was opposed to the bill, 
because it was a respect he owed to his friends, 
who were in favor of it, to meet the question 
directly. 

The question on indefinite postponement was 
then taken, and decided in the negative-—yeas 20, 
nays 100, as follows: 

Yxas— William Anderson, Abijah Bigelow, Wil- 
liam Butler, John Clopton, William Crawford, John 
Davenport, jun., Joseph Desha, James Fisk, Richard 
M. Johnson, Lyman Law, William Lowndes, Alexan- 
der McKim, Timothy Pitkin, junior, Josiah Quincy, 
Thomas Sammons, John Sevier, Adam Seybert, Silas 
Stow, Samuel Taggart, and Robert Wright. 

Nays—Willis Alston, jr., Stevenson Archer, Daniel 
Avery, Ezekiel Bacon, John Baker, David Bard, Wil- 
liam Barnett, Burwell Bassett, Wm. W. Bibb, William 
Blackledge, Adam Boyd, Robert Brown, William A. 
Burwell, Francis Carr, Epaphroditus Champion, Mar- 
tin Chittenden, Langdon Cheves, Matthew Clay, Jas. 
Cochran, Thomas B. Cooke, Lewis Condict, Richard 
Cutts, Roger Davis, John Dawson, Samuel Dinsmoor, 
Elias Earle, William Ely, James Emott, Wm. Find- 
ley, Asa Fitch, Meshack Franklin, Thomas Gholson, 
Thomas R. Gold, Chas. Goldsborough, Peterson Good- 
wyn, Edwin Gray, Isaiah L. Green, Felix Grundy, 
Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, J. A. Harper, Aylett Hawes, 
Jacob Hufty, John M. Hyneman, Richard Jackson, jr., 
Joseph Kent, William Kennedy, Philip B. Key, Wil- 
liam R. King, Abner Lacock, Joseph Lewis, junior, 
Peter Little, Aaron Lyle, Thomas Moore, Archibald 
McBryde, William McCoy, Samuel McKee, Arunah 
Metcalf, Samuel L. Mitchill, James Morgan, Jeremiah 

“Morrow, Jonathan O. Moseley, Hugh Nelson, An- 
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thony New, Thomas Newbold, Thomas Newton, Ste- 
phen Ormsby, Joseph Pearson, Israel Pickens, James 
Pleasants, jr, Elisha R. Potter, Henry M. Ridgely, 
Samuel Ringgold, Thomas B. Robertson, John Rhea, 
John Roane, Jonathan Roberts, Ebenezer Sage, Lem- 
uel Sawyer, Ebenezer Seaver, Samuel Shaw, Daniel 
Sheffey, George Smith, John Smith, Richard Stanford, 
Philip Stuart, William Strong, Lewis B. Sturges, John 
Taliaferro, Benjamin Tallmadge, Peleg Tallman, Uri 
Tracy, George M. Troup, Charles Turner, jr., Laban 
Wheaton, Leonard White, Robert Whitehill, William 
Widgery, Thomas Wilson, and Richard Winn. 

The question having been required on engross- 
ing the bill— 

Mr. BasseTT proposed to amend the bill by in- 
serting after the word "treaty," on the execution 
of which the law is to have effect, the words 
“which shall secure the United States against 
the claim of impressment.” 

Diseussion arising on this amendment, and ap- 
pearing likely to continue— 

Mr. Grunpy avowed his conviction that the 
House would agree to no further amendment, 
and that further consideration and discussion 
would serve no other purpose than to waste the 
time of the House, required the previous ques- 
tion. This question, which cannot be debated, 
if carried in the affirmative, precludes debate or 
amendment. The question was decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 55, nays 46. 

The question was then put in the following 
form, viz: “Shall the main question be now put?” 
and decided in the affirmative, without a division. 

The main question was then taken on engross- 
ing the bill fora third reading, and decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 97, nays 25, as follows: 

Yxas—Willis Alston, jr., Stevenson Archer, Daniel 
Avery, Ezekiel Bacon, John Baker, William Barnett, 
William W. Bibb, Abijah Bigelow, William Black- 
ledge, Adam Boyd, Robert Brown, William A. Bur- 
well, John C. Calhoun, Francis Carr, Epaphroditus 
Champion, Langdon Cheves, Martin Chittenden, Mat- 
thew Clay, James Cochran, Lewis Condict, Richard 
Cutts, Roger Davis, John Dawson, Samuel Dinsmoor, 
Elias Barle, William Ely, James Emott, Wm. Findley, 
Asa Fitch, Meshack Franklin, Thomas R. Gold, Charles 
Goldsborough, Peterson Goodwyn, Edwin Gray, Felix 
Grundy, Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, Aylett Hawes, Jacob 
Hufty, John M. Hyneman, Joseph Kent, William Ken- 
nedy, Philip B. Key, Wiliam R. King, Lyman Law, 
Joseph Lewis, jr., Peter Little, Thomas Moore, Archi- 
bald McBryde, William McCoy, Samuel McKee, Aru- 
nah Metcalf, James Milnor, Samuel L. Mitchill, James 
Morgan, Jeremiah Morrow, Jonathan O. Moseley, Hugh 
Nelson, Anthony New, Thomas Newbold, Thomas 
Newton, Joseph Pearson, Israel Pickens, James Pleas- 
ants, jun., Elisha R. Potter, William Reed, William 
M. Richardson, Henry M. Ridgely, Samuel Ringgold, 
Thomas B. Robertson, John Rhea, John Roane, Jon- 
athan Roberts, Ebenezer Sage, Lemuel Sawyer, Ebe- 
nezer Seaver, Samuel Shaw, Daniel Sheffey, George 
Smith, John Smith, Richard Stanford, Philip Stuart, 
William Strong, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, 
John Taliaferro, Benjamin Tallmadge, Peleg Tallman, 
Uri Tracy, George M. Troup, Charles Turner, jun., 
Laban Wheaton, Leonard White, Robert Whitehill. 
David R. Williams, Thomas Wilson, and Richard 
Winn. 
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Naxs— William Anderson, David Bard, Burwell 
Bassett, Elijah Brigham, William Butler, John Clop- 
ton, William Crawford, John Davenport, jun. Joseph 
Desha, James Fisk, Isaiah L. Green, Thomas P. Gros- 
venor, Richard Jackson, jr., Richard M. Johnson, Ab- 
ner Lacock, William Lowndes, Aaron Lyle, Alexander 
McKim, Stephen Ormsby, Timothy Pitkin, jr, Thos. 
Sammons, John Sévier, Adam Seybert, Silas Stow, 
and Robert Wright. 


Ordered,-That the said bill be read the third 
time to-morrow. 


Frinay, February 12. 


On motion of Mr. WiLLiAMS, the Committee 
on Military Affairs were discharged from the pe- 
tition of Dr. Benjamin Waterhouse, and from the 
letter from John Hills; and the petition and let- 
ter were referred to the Secretary of War. 

Mr. WiLLiAMS, from the Committee on. Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported, ia part, a bill to establish 
an elementary exercise for the infantry of the 
Militia and Army of the United States; which 
was read twice, and committed to a Committee 
of the Whole to-morrow. 

On motion of Mr. HEMPSTEAD, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public 
Lands be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of granting to each person who shall perform 
actual service in the militia for the space of —— 
months, in the Territory of Missouri, under the 
orders of the Executive of said Territory, —— 
acres of land in the said Territory, which shall 
be in full for the services of such militia for the 
time aforesaid ; and that said committee have 
leave to report by bill, or otherwise. 


REGULATION.OF SEAMEN. 


The bill for excluding foreign seamen from the 
publie vessels and merchant service of the Uni- 
ted States, was read a third time, and the ques- 
tion was stated, “ Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. Crorrox.—Mr. Speaker, before this ques- 
tion is taken, I beg leave to submit a few obser- 
vations. It was not my wish to trouble the 
House with any at all upon this subject; but 
finding myself to stand in a peculiar situation in 
voting differently from a very large proportion 
of those gentlemen, with whom I have generally 
acted, particularly on important subjects, I feel 
it to be a sort of duty, which I owe to myself, to 
state some of the reasons at least which influence 
rne in the vote which I have already given and | 
am about to give on the bill before you. It is 
not my intention, sir, to enter into a discussion 
of the merits or policy of the bill taken in the 
abstract ; but merely to declare some of the ob- 
jections which I have to the bill, in reference to 
the existing crisis and circumstances of this coun- 
try, and which to my mind are insurmountable. 

This bill, it seems, Mr. Speaker, is to take ef- 
fect on a future contingency, if it shall ever take 
effect at all. It looks forward to a state of peace. 
How, sir, is this state of peace to be brought 
about? It must,if ever, be brought about through 
the means of negotiation, commencing either 
with the enemy or with our own Government. 
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Is it éontemplated by this bill that the.Executive 
of this,country is to make further overtures for: 
peace?—that the Government of this much in- 
jured, long insulted nation, after having been 
driven by so unparalleled a series of injuries and 
insults to vindicate its rights by a solemn appeal 
to arms—is it contemplated by this bill that, 
after the sneering, contemptuous, insulting, rejec- 
tion of the proposition lately made by the Exe- 
cutive branch of this Government, this very Ex- 
ecutive is to send out further propositions to that 


‘same sneering, insulting Minister, inviting him 


to condescend to enter into a negotiation upon 
the subject of peace, or upon any other subject? 
I trust it is not so contemplated. I say, sir, I 
trust it is not so contemplated. This Ido merely 
from my own ideas of the evident vast impropri- 
ety of such a course—not from anything I dis- 
cover in the bill itself. Ido most sincerely hope, 
sir, that neither the present Executive nor any 
future Executive of this country will ever be so 
unmindful of the dignity of this nation—so un- 
mindful of his own duty— will evér sofar hümil- 
iate himself or his country as to be the first to 
make further propositions to the enemy for ne- 
gotiating a settlement of the existing differences. 
No, sir, let the war continue—let it rage to the 
end of time, rather than let any more propositions 
for that purpose originate with this Government. 

Is it contemplated that peace will be brought 
about in consequence of overtures from the en- 
emy? And is it intended that peace shall be 
accepted without any arrangement providing 
against impressment of American seamen? Is 
it possible that it can be in the contemplation of 
this bill that such a sort of peace shall be made? 
Here again J trust so great a disgrace to this 
country cannot be contemplated. 1 trust that so 
signal a disgrace will never be brought upon this 
country. lt is presumable, however, that some 
object in reference to the enemy must be sought 
for in the adoption of the regulations (as they are 
called) of this bill. If so, 1 conceive of none 
which can be rationally thought so likely to be 
aimed at by this bill, as that of inducing the en- 
emy to enter into some arrangements with this 
Government on the subject of impressments. I 
apprehend, therefore, I may consider this bill as 
a lure held out to him for that purpose. As such 
I cannot but consider it. But, sir, can it be se- 
riously believed that the provisions of this bill 
will induce that haughty tyraat and despoiler of 
our seamen’s rights to come out with a distinct 
proposition for arranging this sabject as we con- 
tend for it, and put a stop to the abominable 
practice? No, sir; such ab event may be as 
vainly sought for after this bill shall have been 
passed, as it has been sought for heretofore. This 
bill will be treated with as much contempt, as 
much scorn and insult, as the proposition made 
by the Executive through Mr. Russell was treated 
with; and the British Ministry will think too 
that they may indeed pour contempt upon it with 
a better grace; for the very reason that the propo- 
sition so offered had been treated in such a man- 
ner by them. They will view this bill as a pro- 
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position legislatively offered and aiming at the 
same object as that made by the Executive aimed 
at—and they will be as little disposed to accede 
to this as they were to accede to that. I confess 
for one, sir, that I am altogether unwilling to 
put it in their power to gratify themselves again 
in this way. Never should they, with my con- 
sent, humble, obscure or unimportant as I may 
be—never should they, with my consent, have 
another opportunity of indulging their contemp- 
tuous sentiments upon any act of this Govern- 
ment done in relation to them—never should 
they have another opportunity of treating with 
scorn and contumely any overture or proposition 
of this Government made to them either directly 
orindirectly, legislatively or executively ; because 
none such ever should be made to them ; al- 
though I freely acknowledge it would be proper 
enough for this Government to receive proposi- 
tions from them and to treat such propositions 
according to their merits. 

Under all the existing circumstances, Mr. 
Speaker, I cannot look upon this bill as being 
any way consistent with what truly belongs to 
the dignity of this nation. Pass this bill, and I 
fear you will lower, greatly lower the dignity of 
this nation. You will sink it in the estimation 
of the world; and, what is worse, you will sink 
it in its own estimation. What, sir! shall the 
injured party—a party deeply and vitally injured 
by innumerable violations of some of its most 
important rights, and forced to the last solemn, 
awful resort for redress—shall this very party, 
thus deeply and vitally injured, come forward 
with a formal act of legislation to soothe the 
aggressor, and by this means endeavor to entice 
him to a negotiation? As one individual of this 
body I freely declare, sir, that I cannot—I will 
not consent to such a measure. The wrongs 
accumulated upon this country from time to 
time, until they had risen to mountain height, 
compelled us to draw the sword; and let it be 
forever drawn rather than endeavor to have it 
sheathed by this means—even if there were a 
prospect of its being attended with some degree 
of success, so as to induce the enemy to listen to 
the voice of reason and justice—much less when 
the measure promises no sort of chance for 
effecting any desirable object, but can only afford 
scope and opportunity for fresh insult and con- 
tempt from the enemy. No, sir; let us march on 
directly forward in prosecution of this contest, 
and let it be pursued with all possible vigor and 
energy until the enemy, convinced of his error 
or tired of persisting in his unrighteous course, 
shall come forward himself with propositions for 
opening negotiation upon such ground as ma 
lead to peace, upon terms just and honorable to 
this nation. Let this be done, and let arrange- 
ments in consequence of it be made between the 
two nations upon the subject of seamen; when 
this shall have been done, then will it be time 
enough to pass such a bill as this, if it shall ever 
be expedient to do so. I do not mean now to 
express an opinion as to the expediency of such 
a measure at any time. My present impres- 


ae 


sions, however, are, that itis extremely doubtful 
whether it will ever be expedient to adopt the 
regulations proposed by this bill. At any rate, 
until some such arrangements shall be made by 
treaty, I cannot consent to vote for such a bill as 
this. 

As to the ideas, which seem to have been en- 
tertained by some gentlemen, that this bill may 
have a beneficial tendency in respect to those 
opposed to the war—that it may propitiate and 
reconcile many to the measure who are not now 
willing to support the war, I consider such ideas 
as altogether chimerical and illusory. They will 
not, in my opinion, be realized by this bill. 
Therefore, I entertain no sort of expectation of 
any benefit to be derived from the bill in this 
respect. Indeed, sir, in no respect whatever do. 
I calculate on any beneficial result from it; but, 
on the contrary, I fear it may be of injurious 
tendency. 

Do gentlemen expect that the extreme solici- 
tude and anxiety for peace which this bill indi- 
cates, will accelerate the return of it? If such be 
their expectation I am firmly persuaded, sir, that 
they will find themselves sadly disappointed. It 
is a wily, insidious foe that we have to contend 
with—a foe that watches all the movements of 
this Government and will take his measures ac- 
cordingly. If you show a disposition to relax on 
any point, and by so relaxing to tender to him a 
ground of conciliation, he will for that reason 
be the more disposed to hold off and refuse to 
meet you on that ground. It is, therefore, to my 
mind another very strong objection to this bill 
that it manifests too much anxiety for peace. It 
is better, sir, that your proceedings indicate in- 
difference towards this object than that they indi- 
cate much anxiety for ıt. You will obtain it 
sooner, and obtain it honorably, by giving the 
former complexion to your proceedings, than by 
giving to them the latter complexion. . 

There is another point of view in which this 
subject ought to be considered. As the regula- 
tions in regard to the employment of seamen, as 
proposed by this bill, were not adopted previous. 
to the declaration of war, will not the adoption 
of them at this time be considered as a tacit ac- 
knowledgment that we had not done as much as 
we ought to have done before that step was taken ? 

After this bill shall have been passed I think, 
sir, it will be difficult to sereen it from this im- 
putation. If this imputation fastens itself to the 
bill, how shall we stand then? Surely, sir, our 
ground will be changed very much for the worse. 
It will then be said, why was not this step taken 
before war was resorted to? Were I to vote for 
this bill I confess that I should be much puzzled, 
much staggered to answer this question in a 
manner satisfactory to my country or to my- 
self. But I say, sir, and I say it confidently, that 
not only enough, not only as much as ought to: 
have been done on the part of this Government, 
but abundantly more than could be reasonably 
required of it, was done by it to preserve peace 
and avoid war, before war was resorted to—be- 
fore it was declared. Hence I am very averse to. 
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an act which may be construed into anything 
like evidence of a contrary conviction; and more 
especially too when such act promises no manner 
of benefit whatever, but may, I fear, be produc- 
tive of injurious consequences. 

Mr. WRianT followed, at considerable length, 
in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. LirrLE.—Mr. Speaker, I rise, indeed, with 
diffidence, to address the House upon the novel 
and important bill now under consideration ; sen- 
sible how difficult it is to rivet the attention of its 
members, more especially by one whose powers 
are so feeble as mine are. [tis no pleasant task 
to address empty seats, or groupes of gentlemen, 
inattentive listeners, surrounding the fires, whose 
minds are long since made up, and whom noth- 
ing that I can say will influence to change their 
opinions. I am urged, notwithstanding, from a 
strong sense of duty, which I owe to that portion 
of my fellow-citizens whom I have the honor in 
part to represent, to trespass upon your patience 
a few minutes, while I assign the reasons which 
dictate the vote I shall give on this question. My 
colleagues on both sides of the House have entered 
the lists of debate, and we presume measurably 
speak the sentiments of their constituents. AsT 
differ in opinion on this subject with my imme- 
diate éolleague, who usually sits on my left, (Mr. 
McKim.) I shall now proceed to notice the njee” 
tions urged by him to the passage uf the bill on 
your table. He said, “ he believed, if you adopt 
this measure, you will not have seamen sufficient 
to man our vessels,” If, indeed, this were true, 
I myself should pause ere it should have my vote. 
This objection, if well founded, would most pro- 
bably produce a negative of this House to the 
passage of the bill. It is easy, sir, to make a dec- 
laration. In our zeal of advocating or opposing 
a measure, we find no difficulty in persuading 
ourselves, at least, to its adoption or rejection. 
We but too frequently deceive ourselves. What 
are the facts from which we are to draw this con- 
clusion? None have been given by my honora- 
ble colleague. In his honest zeal—I hope he will 
pardon me—he must have deceived himself. 
Permit me to call your attention to a document 
spread upon your table, which I believe is in the 
possession of every gentleman on this floor, that 
will afford usa light from which information may 
be derived touching this point, and which may 
direct our judgments. It is a report of the Sec- 
retary of State, dated the 6th of January last, in 
obedience to a resolution of the Senate of the 
‘30th of December preceding. I will not trouble 
the House by reading it in detail. It contains a 
statement of the number of persons born in for- 
eign countries, who have been legally naturalized 
in the United States, and registered annually as 
. American seamen. From the year 1796 to 1812, 
inclusive, the aggregate number only amounts to 
1,530—a period of seventeen years. Thrice that 
number of American citizens, within the same 
period of time, have lost their lives in the service 
of Great Britain, into which they were forced, 
and retained contrary to their will or wishes, fight- 
ing her iniquitous battles. 


I beg leave to call your attention to another 
authentic document connected with this subject. 
It is the report of.the Secretary of State, in com- 
pliance with a resolution of this House, at the last 
session of Congress, which I then had the honor 
to submit, stating the actual number of Ameri- 
can seamen forcibly detained in the British service, 
and who had made application for their release. 
This list amounted to upwards of 6,000. This 
number has been attempted to have been shown 
as greatly exaggerated by a gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Emort,) on a former day. Sir, I be- 
lieve it falls far short of the actual number, even 
at this time, forcibly held in the service of our 
enemy, inhumanly compelled to raise their hands 
against the lives of their kindred, and the liber- 
ties of their country. Ido not make this asser- 
tion upon light grounds. I personally know four 
native Americans whose names are not on that 
list; and, when we consider the difficulty with 
which an American can reach his country’s ear 
with his complaints, as will be seen by the com- 
munication of the President, made to Congress 
on the 22d of January last, transmitting copies of 
correspondence between John Mitchell, agent for 
American prisoners of war at Halifax, and the 
British Admiral commanding at that station, to 
which I refer the House; also a copy of a letter 
from Commodore Rodgers to the Secretary of the 
Navy, which letter I will read: 


* U. S. FRIGATE PRESIDENT, 
* Boston, January 18, 1814. 

“Sın: Herewith you will receive the muster books of 
His Britannic Majesty’s vessels Moselle and Sappho, 
found on board the British pasket Swallow. 

“As the British have always denied that they detained 
on board their ships of war American citizens, know- 
ing them to be such, I send you the enclosed, asa 
public document of their own, to show how illy such 
an assertion accords with their practice. It will ap- 
pear by these two muster books, that, so late as August 
last, about an eighth of the Moselle and Sappho’s crews 
were Americans; consequently, if there is only a quar- 
ter part of that proportion on board their other vessels, 
they have an infinitely greater number of Americans 
in their service than any American has yet had an 
idea of. 

“Any further comment of mine on this subject I con- 
sider unnecessary, as the enclosed documents speak but 
too plainly for themselves. I have the honor to be, &c. 

“JOHN RODGERS.” 


From these two circumstances, I think I may 
with truth say, that there cannot be less than from 
15,000 to 20,000 American seamen in the British 
service—more than twice as many as are now 
employed in the sea service of the United States, 
both public and private. The facility given to 
naturalization—as has been said by some is given, 
and in seventeen years to receive but 1,530—will 
allow but few, very few, indeed, of foreigners in 
our service. The bill does not contemplate giv- 
ing up those who are naturalized. The few Brit- 
ish subjects now in our employ, (if any such there 
really are,) will not of itself induce England to a 
peace, thereby obliging herself to give up one- 
eighth of her present naval force. It is not to be 
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expected until she shall seriously feel the effects 
of the.war. ; 

At the last session of Congress, a resolution was 
offered by a gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
Minor) on this subject. It became my lot to 
be a member of the committee to whom it was 
submitted for consideration. An honorable gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. REED) was of 
the number whose opinions and information have 
been frequently quoted in this House as orthodox 
in mercantile affairs, for which I confess I have a 
high respect. He said, if you exclude from our 
sea service foreign seamen, you will have natives 
in abundance to navigate our vessels; for, said 
he, adopt this principle, and you will secure them 
from impressment, which will render a security 
that will influence’ many who are now deterred 
from risking their freedom in traversing the ocean 
for subsistence. I was strongly impressed with 
the force of his remarks, but I could not bring 
my mind to bear at that time, nor can | at this, 
nor will, I trust, at any future, to make a distinc- 
tion between my fellow-citizens, recognised as 
such by our Constitution and laws. 

This hypothesis, if it be true, so far as is con- 
formable to the provisions of this bill, connected 
with the exchange of seamen, cannot otherwise 
than increase their number to double what it 
now is—an influx more than sufficient for all our 
commercial pursuits, and to man our Navy, and 
(if it can be adduced as an argument) will lessen 
seamen’s wages—a circumstance frequently com- 
plained of by our most wealthy merchants, I have 
always thought the hardy tar earned his wages, 
while enriching his employers. 

The second objection urged by my immediate 
colleague is drawn from the conclusion of his 
first, to wit:—" That privateering has been dis- 
couraged for want of seamen at this time.” 

I will not pretend to say that this is not par- 
tially true; that it is to any extent which, in it- 
self, can operate against the war on our side, I 
am too much of a sceptic to believe. Had my 


friend permitted his fertile imagination to have 


sought out the prominent cause, he would have 
told you the double duties and the heavy expenses 
incurred with their prizes going through the for- 
mal condemnation of courts of law, with the 


manner of their disposal under the direction of 


courts, leave so small a profit as will not justify 
the risk of life or loss of property in this hazard- 
ous system of warfare. 

To these circumstances must we attribute the 
want of enterprise. Render privateering profita- 
ble by your statutes; let Government encourage 
them by suitable bounties—I do not mean such 
as you give to your soldiers on land, who get 
paid whether they fight or not, whether success- 
ful in battle or unsuecessful—but when seamen 
are thus employed, let them have what they do 
conquer, who, from the nature of their engage- 
ments, get no reward other than that which 
chance may afford them an opportunity to ac- 
quire by their valor and intrepidity, which is 
nearly swallowed by your statutes. Remove this 
evil, and you will not want seamen to man your 


privateers, nor capitalists of enterprise to fit - 
them out. From this cause alone have some of 
our private armed vessels been dismantled or 
their characters changed. I might say more on 
this subject, but it would not be strictly adhering 
to the question before the House. 

Again, says my immediate colleague— The 
principle contained in the bill has been offered 
twenty years ago;” and emphatically asks, “is 
there no end to insult? for it has been rejected.” 

He must allude to the propositions made to the 
Court of London, through Mr. Russell, on the 
subject of impressment, and those of his prede- 
cessors, who, from time to time, represented the 
United States of America in that country. 

If I am right in my conjectures, which I can- 
not doubt, I have not heard any objections made 
to that proposition, either as to the manner of its 
being made, or the prineiple contained. in it, by 
him, or any other gentleman on this side of the 
House. Does that proposition, let me ask my 
honorable colleague, or any other gentleman who 
has opposed this bill, contain that which goes to 
relinquish a single right of America, or impair 
our interest? We would have been told so if it 
did. No, sir, it gives up no right; it impairs no 
interest. Whence, then, the insult offered? If 
the nation would have been satisfied with the ces- 
sation of hostilities, and a treaty.of peace, bot- 
tomed on those principles, I would again ask my 
friend, and the honorable members of this House, 
would they not have been acceptable to all? No. 
doubt of it. Whence, then, the insult? I will 
not d well upon this part of his remarks, but hasten 
to his last ground of objection, on which he stands 
singly prominent. I do not recollect of its hav- 
ing been urged by any other gentleman. 

“If this bill passes,” said he, “it will have a 
pernicious effect on those who support the war. 
It will paralyze your loans, and every other mea- 
sure which has been adopted in its support.” 

Thus, by one fell swoop, has my colleague not 
only paralyzed, but attempted to cut up by the 
roots the bill in its infant state. It has, however, 
fortunately withstood the shock, and, as it in- 
creases in age, so does it acquire strength. 

This was but an assertion—it will paralyze the 
war—and unsupported by any argument. Nota 
solitary reason has been assigned upon which this 
declaration is grounded. In answer thereto, $ 
might satisfy myself by simply denying that it is 
calculated to produce any such effect. 

This bill, instead of the fatal events predicted 
by my immediate colleague, must produce one of 
two effects: either union at home and vigorous 
prosecution of the war, or peace. Are not they 
desirable? I do not anticipate the latter to flow 
from it at this day. No, sir, a Government so 
forgetful of the rights of others, and possessing 
the almost entire command of the seas and oceans 
of the world, I cannot flatter myself will admit 
a principle of perfect reciprocity in a commercial 
point of view with any nation, much less this, 
which has always been considered by her as a 
rival in commerce. It is by the former, that is, 
a vigorous prosecution of the war, alone, that £ 
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can anticipate acquiring an honorable, and I |ent with honor and justice which could impair 


fondly hope, a lasting peace for my injured and 
hitherto much insulted country. From this, my 
conscientious view of the bill, in relation to the 
declaration of my honorable colleague, as para- 
lyzing the war, I cannot be considered as adding 
a pang to the poignant feelings and lacerated 
honor of my native land. Sir, I am wedded to 
its soil for life; its natural productions are in- 
viting. I will never prevail on: myself to leave 
them for that of any other; its Government 
maintaining to all its citizens rational liberty. 
To be compelled to change its form for that of 
the corrupt and towering monarchies of the an- 
cient world, to me, would be death. Yes, sir, a 
combination of love, honor, and gratitude, binds 
every American heart to be faithful to its inter- 
-ests, and hold inviolate -its sacred Constitution ; 
and I humbly trust, that so long asit shall please 
Him who gave me being, to permit reason to 
direct my mind, I shall not, by any act of mine, 
infringe either. I repeat, I will not paralyze the 
war; I will not succumb to the enemy. This 
bill will operate reciprocally if it becomes a law. 
We retain from foreign nations the use of our 
seamen, and they retain from us their seamen. 
This agreement will be much in our favor if it 
éver shall be acceded to. 


Where, let me ask you, Mr. Speaker, is the 
honest American, then, who: feels indignant at 
the violation of honor; who feels for the injuries 
heaped upon his country? All such must take 
their stands, fight, and conquer. Thus far have 
I gone; I go no further. "This will, I think, be 
their language, and he who will not hold it, illy 
indeed deserves the name of an American. 

My honorable colleague (Mr. Wricnr) has 
opposed this bill in all its stages with his usual 
zeal and eloquence. His philanthropy has car- 
tied him so far, if I understood him, as to fight 
the cause of the oppressed of the whole world. 
To prevent them from enjoying all the privileges 
-of native born citizens, would in fact be a viola- 
tion of their rights after they had come into this 
country. Thus far, with him, I would afford 
them protection under our forms of law. Their 
personal liberty should not be invaded ; and, when 
naturalized, they ought to participate in directing 
the affairs of this nation so long as they remained 
with us. 

Beyond our territorial limits I am not willing 
to extend my obligation to follow those to whom, 
as yet, I am not united as fellow-citizens. For 
‘protection against the Government of the coun- 
try which gave them birth, or any other, I per- 
haps would not be justifiable in hazarding my 
own peace, much less that of my country, were 
I to attempt it at this or any future day. 


We owe much to ourselves. It is a maxim in- 
culeated to us in early life—protect yourself, and 
your own household. So in public; the safety 
and tranquillity of the State should be the chief 
care of every one in authority. This being the 
Government of the people, it equally becomes 
their duty to avoid everything they can consist- 


either in the most remote degree. i 

Mr. Speaker, compacts are seldom entered into 
on any other principle than reciprocal benefits. 
Our naturalization system and regulations should 
be bottomed on the same principle, both in rela- 
tion to the Government as well as the people, in 
their individual character. It is a fact, which 
will not be denied, that many foreigners come to 
this country, remain sufficiently long among us 
to avail themselves of the rights of citizenship, 
and then depart to the land of their nativity, sit 
down in business as the interest of. trade directs ; 
they are either, as conscience dictates, American 
citizens or not. Among those, to use the words. 
of an Irish gentleman of my acquaintance, there 
are Englishmen, Scotchmen, and some Irishmen, 
who sit themselves down in business under the 
protection of either England or America, giving 
them a manifest advantage over the citizen, who 
isa merchant in this country. They ought not 
to be considered as Americans if they take up 
their residence in foreign countries, or act this 
double character. 

You cannot put off from you a native born 
citizen, it is said; nor can you, says the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Lacock,) prohibit 
a citizen expatriating himself. Ifeel no mind to 
enter into a train of reasoning upon these topics, 
If they be true, they appear to me to be irrecon- 
cileable. The Government shall afford protec- 
tion to one of its citizens, who has renounced to 
it all fealty and allegiance, and solemnly prom- 
ise it to another. Sir, a man cannot serve two 
masters ; he must hate the one and love the other. 
He that will come, let him come; and he that 
will go, let him go. This is in part my political 
catechism. 

We have, Mr. Speaker, the right to legislate 
upon this subject whenever the interest of the 
nation may require it, and that right can only be 
exercised by Congress to render it obligatory— 
see the Constitution. The question is, is it poli- 
tie to legislate at this time upon this subject? 

It has been repeatedly said, that Washington, 
Adams, Jefferson, and the present Chief Magis- 
trate, all have made similar propositions to those 
contained in this bill to the British Government, 
of which alone we have to complain for exercis- 
ing the right, or rather practising upon our citi- 
zens that diabolical system of impressment. 

It is said by a large portion of this House, that 
peace would be restored if a system like this 
were adopted; the Executive of the United States 
was insincere in his propositions; that we were 
waging a destructive and unnecessary war; that 
protecting foreigners in our sea-service was the 
only pretext, and so soon as you exclude them 
from the service, peace will be restored and im- 
pressments cease forever; under these circum- 
stances they could not support a war. Manifest 
a disposition, say they, to the adoption of a sys- 
tem which will exelude from our sea-service this 
deseription of people, and we will maintain the 
essential rights of Ameriea, the persons of citi- 
zens shall be held sacred. "To acquire, sir, and 
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test the sincerity and truth of these remarks, I|men; that he had heard of virtually excluding 


am willing to legislate upon the subject at this 
‘time. rx . o 

The bill, if ever it goes into operation, as has 
‘been repeatedly said, will be reciprovally su. It 
does not withhold its protection from native or 
maturalized citizens, nor those who have, under 
the existing laws of the United States, intimated 
their intention of becoming citizens; the faith of 
our laws and the honor of the nation are pre- 
served: none can complain. Union at home, 
and a vigorous prosecution of the war, are my 
motives, having given my vote in favor of the 
war, and all the measures hitherto adopted in its 
support. If gentlemen will have this as a peace 
measure, I can, with equal justice to myself and 
to those whom I have the honor in part to repre- 
sent, declare wbat will in part go to restore peace, 
should that prove the immediate result. But, 
sir, however desirable that object is to us all, this 
bill will not, I fear, effect it so suddenly. I sup- 
port it as one of the strongest war measures sub- 
mitted to the consideration of this House, upon 
which ground it shall have my cordial vote—I 
mean union at home, and a vigorous prosecution 
of the war, às the only and best peace measure. 

Mr. Quincy said that he should submit a very 
few remarks in illustration of the grounds of his 
vote—tbat it was his original intention not to 
have made any, and he should not have deviated 
from that purpose were it not that the charge of 
inconsistency had been carefully and repeatedly 
insinuated as lying against those on his side of 
the House who should vote in opposition to the 
proposed bill. It had been said that this was our 
policy, that it was what we had recommended, 
that we were pledged to support the bill, that it 
was what we had previously stated as the cause 
of national duty on this subject. He said he was 
induced to rise on another account. He was 
about to differ in vote, from very many, perhaps 
from a majority, of those with whom it was his 
happiness on other occasions to coincide. He 
thought, therefore, he owed it in some degree to 


foreign seamen in general from our service by 
certain gradual and temperate regulations which 
should give the merchant an opportunity to sup- 
ply the deficiency such exclusion would produce 
| by an increased stock of native seamen, which 
such encouragement would create. Of all this 
he had heard. For the wisdom of sucha system 
of regulations, he and his friends had contended; 
but never did he hear of such a proposition as 
that contained in this bill.. Never had he heard 
of the total and absolute exclusion of the seamen 
of all foreign nations at a blow; never that such 
exclusion was to be proffered by way of tempta- 
tion to the caprice or the interest of other Gov- 
ernments, and to take place or not, according to 
the cool calculations they might make at their 
leisure concerning their policy or interest; never 
that the number of American citizens employed 
abroad was so great, and their absence so injuri- 
ous to us, that it was the part of national policy 
to bribe foreign nations to drive them back again 
to the American shores, by proffering to every 
foreign Government, in case they would do it, to 
reciprocate the same favor towards such foreign 
Governments by driving their subjects out of 
our employ. Such are the provisions of this 
bill. In their nature they are novel, unantici- 
pated, and never imagined. Whatever may be 
their merit or demerit, there is not a man in this 
nation who is not free to accept, or free to reject 
them. No man can be pledged to support a sys- 
tem whlch he had never advocated, never con- 
templated, nor, as a practical. measure, ever con- 
ceived. "Thus much, Mr. Q. said, he thought it 
necessary to say with respect to the charge of 
inconsisteney which had been insinuated against 
those who might oppose this bill on his side of 
the House. 

Mr. Q. said that it was very likely that in a 
general argument having relation to a modifica- 
tion of the employment of seamen, with refer- 
ence to the particular state of things existing be- 
tween us and Great Britain, or having in view a 


himself to show that the grounds of his vote | gradual reduction of the number of foreign sea- 


were neither light nor trivial; that they were 
such as he was both willing to explain and able 
to defend. 

Mr. Q. said that the provisions contained in 
the bill, so far from constituting a project which 
those on his side of the House had ever advocated, 
and on that account were pledged, under the ter- 
rors of a charge of inconsistency to support; 
that it was a project which no man on any side 
of any House— which no man in this nation had 
ever advocated, nor even conceived as a serious 
Scheme of practical policy until it burst upon the 
astonished vision frum the gentleman of Ten- 
nessee, (Mr. Grunpy.) For his own part, he 
had never heard it, until that day, he would not 
Say, even proposed as a serious purpose, but not 
even suggested as one of the dreams of the 
imagination. 

Mr. Q. said that he had heard of the wisdom 
of giving preferences to native over foreign sea- 
men; that he had heard of excluding British sea- 


men in our service by establishing certain wise 
preferences in favor of native seamen, that some 
general expression may have been used which 
might give a color to the opinion that an ulti- 
mate exclusion of foreigners from our employ- 
ment was contemplated. I doubt, said he, if this 
isthe case. But, certainly, it was never proposed 
or conceived that this should be done by an in- 
stantaneous regulation, on a. ground of recipro- 
cating with foreign nations the driving away 
their citizens on condition of their driving away 
ours. Whatever argument on this subject has 
ever been urged by myself, or by any of those 
gentlemen with whom I have the happiness to 
be associated in political opinion, has always had 
in view one or other of two objects, and were 
regulated by one or other of two principles. 
The extreme importance to Great Britain of her 
seamen, and the great temptation which the com- 
paratively great rate of wages in this country, 
aided by the similarity of our habits and charac- 
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ter, held out to her seamen, seemed to constitute 
a state of things out-of which resulted an obli- 
gation upon thé-United States-to limit the injury 
- thus incidentally done to her by some regulation, 
either directly excluding her subjects, or, at least, 
diminishing the temptation which the condition 
of things in this country offered to the cupidity 
of. her seamen. Thus, doing her less injury, she 
would have less reason to complain, and less jus- 
tification for a resort to the exercise of her claim 
of impressment. This, it was contended, would 
‘be a precursor of relief from that suffering. At 
least, that it was our duty to make a trial of this 
policy. previous to a war on that account. Such 
was the principle and policy of the gentlemen on 
his side of the House, in this aspect of the ques- 
tion, There was another principle of policy 
which this embarrassment of our relations with 
Great Britain suggested. The thoughts of re- 
flecting men were drawn to consider the basis on 
which the interests of navigation rested, and it 
began to be seen, and was contended that, by a 
gradual and systematic exclusion of foreign sea- 
"men, the condition of our maritime affairs would 
be improved by a service exclusively, or in a 
, great measure, composed of native citizens, Be- 
yond the limitation resulting from these two 
rinciples, and having relation to these two ob- 
jects, no proposition was ever seriously suggested. 
It never was heard nor thought that the United 
States were losers by the employment of foreign 
seamen. It was never heard that we could be 
‘gainers by a system of reciprocal provisions, 
which, adopted on some sudden suggestion, should 
force home the few native citizens of ours which 
were in the employ of foreign nations, and force 
away the multitudes of foreign subjects, which 
were confessedly and notoriously in our employ. 
There is a something, said Mr. Q., singulari 
strange and mysterious in the manner in which 
this bill is made to pass through this House. 
Never did any bill meet with so many counter- 
currents and repugnant eddies in its course; yet, 
it holds its way notwithstanding, and seems to be 
facilitated rather than obstructed by circum- 
slances apparently so inauspicious. On the other 
side of the House, it is advocated as a measure of 
permanent policy; on this side, as a temporary 
expedient. There, it is carefully and systemati- 
cally denied to have any pacific intention; here, 
it is as carefully and systematically inculeated as 
a measure of a certain pacifice result. At one 
‘moment it is asserted to be an independent regu- 
lation, yielding nothing to Great Britain; at the 
next, it is. said to be proffering her so much that 
if she fail to accept the proposition all hearts and 
hands must without fail unite inthe war. By 
this sort of vacillating, accommodating argu- 
ment, every species of political party seems to be 
fascinated, and made to concur in the immediate 
object. We for peace; they for war. We pull- 
ing one way; they another. We looking North ; 
they South. We East; they West. All give 
the machine the. same direction. By the exer- 
tions of all, the passage of the bill is facilitated. 
Considering the character of the political fa- 


thers of this bill, and their known interests and 
connexions, its principle is not less suspicious 
than its parliamentary course ismysterious. Dur- 
ing the whole extent of their political lives, the 
friends of this proposition, for a total exclusion of 
foreign seamen, have maintained the right and 
the interest of the United States to employ them 
in the fullest and most unlimited extent. And 
now, in a breath, at a thought, without any pre- 
vious warning, they turn round and propose to- 
exclude them altogether. Can any man have 
faith in the sincerity of those who advocate so 
extravagant a proposition, in face of all their pre- 
vious theories and professions? Can any man, 
who knows the nature of this country and the 
composition of its population, believe in its prac- 
ticability ? Sir, what are the people of the Uni- 
ted States in respect to their composite charac- 
ter? Are they a simple homogeneous race of 
men? Did we all spring out of mushroom soil ? 
Does each of us carry about him the marks of the 
grit and clay of his mother earth? Sir, the fact 
is altogether the reverse. The column of our 
American State is neither composed of flint nor 
of granite, but rather of a sort of pudding-stone ; 
of a casual collection of distinct individuals, ag- 
gregated together, with no selection in the parti- 
culars, and little strength in the cement. Ina 
nation thus constituted, it is now seriously pro- 
posed, as it is pretended, to turn all foreigners 
from its sea service, and to form, by a sort of 
parliamentary magic, in a moment, a new marine 
of pure and exclusive native citizens. Let who 
will believe in this project, I do not. Consid- 
ering the quarter from which it comes, I believe 
as little in its sincerity as I do in its practica- 
bility. 

Sir, if I wished to press far into the discussion 
of this bill, which Ido not, I would ask, what 
has become of that great doctrine of the right of 
expatriation, soobtrusively and clamorously main- 
tained, from the first establishment of our nation- 
al Government down to the present day, by the 
patrons and authors of this bill, their friends and 
supporters? Are all those choice topics of dec- 
lamation to be abandoned? Are they forgotten 
by gentlemen on the other side of the House? 
If they are, will they be forgotten by this people? 
This bill proceeds upon the principle, that the 
right of expatriation does not exist in the sub- 
jects of foreign Governments. For, if it does ex- 
ist, then such foreign Government has no right 
to reclaim them, and we have no right to drive 
them home. The bill abjures this right of ex- 
patriation; and, in doing this, cuts up by the roots 
not only the claim of the individuals whom it 
contemplates to force back to the service of their 
respective sovereigns, but also your whole right 
to protect, beyond the limits of your local juris- 
diction, even your naturalized citizens. For, if 
the right of expatriation do not exist, then every 
foreigner, in taking upon himself the obligations 
of allegiance to this country, does it subject to 
the inalienable principle of native allegiance 
which this bill admits to exist. So that it recog- 
nises the justice of the claim of foreign Sover- 
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is the ease? Who ever heard that their employ- 
ment of our citizens was an injury? The par- 
ticular circumstances of the British nation, and 
the temptation which employment in our marine 
and merchant service offered to her seamen, was 
a cause of embarrassment with her, which, in re- 
lation to that nation, it was important to obviate. 
But Great Britain out of the question, and the 
employ ment of the mariners of other nations is 
highly useful. and important to us; and particu- 
larly is it important, if we are about to set our- 
selves seriously to drive from our employ British 
seamen. ` 

Mr. Q. said that the nature of the arguments 
which had been urged in support of the bill, and 
the particular character of the support it had re- 
ceived, was another objection. The particular 
argument in favor of the bill had been vacillating 
from one principle to another. It was uncertain 
as to its tendency, and plainly a game of expe- 
dients, and not the foundation of any enlarged 
system of policy. Plain good intention is easily 
discerned. It is direct and steady in all its move- 
ments: its object is distinet, and its course to- 
wards it certain. In this way confidence is in- 
spired. But who can have confidence in a mea- 
sure which, in its nature, contravenes al! the 
previously declared maxims of its advocates, rel- 
ative to the subject; and which, on one hand, is 
supported as a measure of war, and on the other 
as a measure of peace; in the House, as yielding 
nothing to Great Britain, and out of it, as yield- 
ing everything ? It is impossible—good never 
did proceed from a contrivance of this motley, 
nondescript character. 

Had the proposition contained in this bill been 
adopted in a time of peace, had it been temperate 
in its character, had it reference to any distinct 
interest, by which it was modelled, its effects must 
have been in the highest degree salutary. In 
such a course, adopted under such auspices, Great 
Britain would have seen a wise intelligence ope- 
rating, on which she might have calculated. But 
what calculation can be made on the provisions 
of this bill? Will that nation, or any other, credit 
that the United States are seriously intending to 
drive all but native and naturalized seamen out 
of their employ ? Or, if such be our intention, 
will it not be viewed, as it is, a temporary expe- 
dient, having reference to particular exigencies ; 
and which will be abandoned as soon as the pres- 
ent end is answered ? 

I know it is said, that the generalization of this 
bill is a mere cover to conceal its true nature, 
which it is pretended, out of doors, is that of a 
proffer to Great Britain, and that foreign nations 
will not reciprocate. For my part, I shall won- 
der, indeed, if they do not. For, Great Britain 
excepted, there is not an European nation, as I 
believe, which would not be gainers, and in. the 
same proportion would the United States be 
losers, by the reciprocity. 

As a system of general policy, then, the pro- 
visions of the bill are illusive. It remains to be 
considered what efficacy the bill will have in the 
attainment of peace, so anxiously and so justly 


eigns to their original subjects, as well those who 
are naturalized, as those who are not. I wish to be 
understood as making no objection. on this ac- 
count; I ask, only, where is the consistency of 
it? I see the effects of this bill too plainly, not 
to be satisfied that it does not abandon. the pro- 
jects for which the clamor about the right of ex- 
patriation was originally raised. It varies the 
means, without losing sight of the end. It is, 
however, most extraordinary, that men, who have 
been all their lives long, perfect knight errants, in 
favor of distressed foreigners, who have set their 
spears in their rests, and gone tilting all over the 
world in defence of oppressed humanity ; who 
have been inviting it to our shores with both 
hands, should turn round at once, and pretend to 
be about to send them all home again, and leave 
them to the mercy of ancient systems and of 
their former masters, 

But this is not all, This great right of expat- 
riation, which the advocates of this bill and their 
political friends have been maintaining these 
twenty years, in favor of all the world, is now 
denied by the bill to exist, even in our own citi- 
‘zens. The reciprocity of the bill consists in this, 
that these, our citizens, should be forced home, 
according to the obligations of their natural alle- 
giance. For, on this principle alone, have we a 
right to claim their return. Thus strange and 
mysterious is both the character and parliamen- 
tary course of this bill. 

Mr. Q. said that his first objection to the bill, 
considered in the light in which it had been 
placed by its advocates, as a measure of perma- 
nent policy, was, that its provisions were unna- 
tural. al which he meant, that they were irre- 
concileable with the known nature, and habits, 
and prejudices, of the great majority of the peo- 
ple of this country. These had always’ been ac- 
customed to the employment of foreigners in their 
sea service, and been taught to view it in a favor- 
able light. Now, although it might be wise to 
counteraet these prejudices, and to change these 
habits, yet this could not be done suddenly, nor 
by virtue of mere law. It must be done gradu- 
ally, and, as it were, insensibly, by such system- 
atic, temperate regulations, from which no great 
temporary embarrassmentshould result,and which 
would make the community more ready to co- 
operate with the general policy. Nothing violent 
could be permanent. And considering the pre- 
vious practice and prejudices of the community, 
nothing was ever more violently repugnant to 
both than the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. Q. said, another objection was, that the 
bill proceeded upon thé assumption of a state of 
things as a fact, wich was notoriously false. 
The only possible Zround upon which a proposi- 
tion, such as thag‘contained in this bili, could be 
made to all the nations of the world, must be that 
of interest. We would offer to drive their sub- 
jects out of our employ, on the proposed condi- 
tion, that they should drive our citizens out of 
theirs, only on the principle that, in the present 
existing reciprocation of service, we were losers 
and they gainers. Now, who believes that this 


1045 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


1046 


Fesrvary,, 1813. 


Regulation of Seamen. 


H. or R. 


desired by the people of the United. States, It is| . One of two things is inevitable. Hither the 


said to be an instrument of peace. 
prehension, altogether the reverse. It has not that 
tendency; nor-do I believe it introduced with 
that intention. Igive entire credit to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. GauNDY) when he 
says, it is not a measure of peace. It has not 
that intention. I ask this question, Mr. Speaker: 
Suppose an agent of yours has full powers to ne- 
gotiate upon any subject; and that he should 
come to you and ask a limitation of those powers 
—what reason can he have? Plainly, but one, 
he means to havea justification, in his hand, in 
éase he refuses certain terms of settlement which 
may be offered. Having full powers to do his 
best, if he reject any offers, the responsibility rests 
upon himself. But if he have terms and, condi- 
tions specified by which he is to to govern him- 
self, then he is justified in refusing any proposi- 
tion, not fairly included within the terms of limi- 
tation. 

This is precisely the situation of the President 
of ‘the United States, and this, as I conceive, is 
the exact bearing of this project. : 

It is foreseen that negotiation of some kind will 
soon be inevitable. The President of the United 
States has full power to negotiate upon this sub- 
ject, under the provisions of the Constitution. 
His business and his duty,are to exercise his en- 
tire powers, free and full, as that instrument has 
granted: them, and make the best arrangement 
hecan. His duty then, is to come to the Senate, 
and, if necessary to the House—and say, “ These 
* are the best terms I can make; ratify, or reject 
‘them, according to your sense of public duty. 
‘I have done my duty. It remains for you to do 
* yours.” 

This is the plain and the only Constitutional 
course. The provisions of the bill reverse the 
whole order of proceedings. It causes the Legis- 
lature to present an ultimatum to Great Britain; 
to which, if she does not accede, the President 
throws the responsibility of continuing the war 
upon Congress, who have thus limited the gene- 
ral authority of the Constitution. It is in vain 
to say that the provisions of this bill are not, in 
effect, a limitation of the treaty-making power of 
the Executive. In the nature of things it must 
beso. It is so undeniably upon the grounds, on 
which rest the very argument, on which it is 
maintained that this bill is necessary. The rea- 
son for passing this bill is, that as the subject 
must require Legislative interposition, it is neces- 
sary that the President of the United States should 
know to what point the Legislature will advance, 
in such settlement; and that without such pre- 
vious declaration of the Legislature, that foreign 
pations can have no confidence in any treaties 
which may be made, since the Legislature are 
not bound to enact the requisite provisions. It is, 
then, apparent that if this bill be neeessary to 
give confidence in any treaty which shall go thus 
far, that a treaty can be entitled to no confidence, 
which would go farther. In other words, be- 
yond the limits of our law, the treaty-making 
power cannot advance. 


It is, in my. ap- | terms of the bill are more than Great Britain 


will require from us, or they are less. If they 
are more, we have shown our, whole hand, 
and cannot hope for anything better than our 
own voluntary terms. If they are less, negotia- 
tion is hopeless, The President of the United - 
States will never dare go beyond what this bill 
authorizes, when it is said that, to go as far as this, 
it is necessary that such a bill should pass. 
In this lies the mischief of this bill. It offers in 
effect, as our ultimatum, terms which Great Brit- 
ain has rejected, over and over again. It prof- 
fers terms, apparently, but not really, reciprocal. 
When rejected by her, as they will be, the Ex- 
ecutive has obtained an apology for continuing 
the war, and the opportunity to cast the respon- 
sibility of its continuance upon Congress. 

Mr. Q. said; that to show how utterly destitute 
of all reciprocity, even in terms, its provisions 
were, he would only refer to a single circumstance. 
By the first section, we require Great Britain to 
permit us to retain, in our own employment, all 
her native citizens, whom we have naturalized, 
or who have declared, or shall declare before a 
treaty is made, their intention to become natu- 
ralized. In the eighth section, which contaius 
the pretended reciprocating proposition, we re- 
quire Great Britain to prohibit from her employ- 
ment all naturalized citizens of the United States, 
without éxception of those naturalized, or those 
voluntarily resident. The very class of her citi- 
zens which we claim the right of keeping, is the 
very class of our citizens which we demand of 
her to restore. And this is called reciprocal! 
These are the terms, to which if Great Britain 
do not accede, all Americans are forever after 
bound to unite heart and hand in the war! For 
my part, I consider it, said Mr. Q., as no pacific 
measure. Its true purpose is to give a peace as- 
pect to the time—to clear the atmosphere, for a 
moment, so that the money-gudgeons may be 
made to bite sharp at the Treasury hook. He 
said that he viewed it as a scheme calculated to 
deceive the people—to buoy them up with false 
hopes, when the real intention was to continue 
the war. Under this belief, it should have no 
support from him. 

Mr. Q. concluded by apologizing for the desul- 
tory manner in which he had treated the project— 
that he had gone farther into its examination 
than he had at first intended; his chief motive in 
rising having been to repel the charge of inconsis- 
tency; and to make such an explanation of his 
vote, when he was about to differ from many of 
his political friends, as might show the true prin- 
ciples upon which it proceeded. ; 

Mr. GorpssoRouas said, that late as it was in 
the day. and anxious as the House appeared to 
be for the question upon the bill under consider- 
tion, he was under the necessity of asking their 
indulgence, and of soliciting their attention for a 
few moments. It was not his intention to en- 
gage fully in this debate, or to detain them by 
an extended argument on the merits of the bill 
before them; he had no anxiety to make prose- 
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lytes to it; for he had no hesitation candidly to 
own, that to its fate he felt almost an entire indif- 
ference ; he cared very little whether it should 
bé passed or rejected. Butas he had made up 
his mind to vote for the bill, it became necessary, 
in eonsequence of observations that had fallen 
from its particular advocates and patrons, to of- 
‘fer some explanation, for the purpose of obviat- 
ing improper constructions, and of preventing 
the erroneous inferences and implications, with 
which they seemed disposed to entangleand em- 
barrass the course he had determined to pursue. 
He wished also to state his view of the true 
character and nature of this bill, and to assign 
the reasons that had influenced his determination 
to vote in favor of it, although he felt very little 
interest about it, and therefore did not profess to 
be one of its advocates. 

This bill, Mr. G. said, had been advocated on 
the ground of its intrinsic wisdom and excellence, 
asa permanent navigation system for the United 
States; and, also, of the peculiar fitness of its 
provisions to the present state of our foreign rela- 
tions, in reference to the war in which we are 
involved. ‘As to its merits, when viewed in the 
first of these characters, he had little to say. With- 
out pretending to that extent of information, or 
possessing any of that experience in commercial 
affairs, which would qualify him to decide on 
the policy and wisdom of any system of that sort 
that might be presented to his notice, he would 
only observe, that he had always supposed it 
would be beneficial in a national view, gradually 
to exclude foreign seamen from our vessels, as 
soon and as extensively as could be consistent 
with the practical convenience of our merchants. 
Such a regulation, by excluding foreigners from 
coming into competition with native American 


seamen, and thus giving to the latter the en- 
couragement to which they seemed justly enti- 
tled, he believed would be attended with the 
obvious and great national advantage of raising 
up, in a few years, à numerous and hardy race of 
real American sailors, adequate both to the com- 
. „def If the 
provisions of this bill were calculated to produce 
that effect, of which he did not pretend to bea 


merce and the defence of the country. 


competent judge, they would, so far, receive his 
approbation. 

It was, Mr. G. said, in the second character 
assigned to it, that the object he had in view 
made it necessary for him to consider it, and the 
observations upon it, to which he had before al- 
juded. It has been represented, as intended to 
hold out to the nation with which weare at war, 
and to our own citizens, the ultimatum on the 
subject of seamen, on which the American Con- 
gress deem it necessary to take a final stand, and 
from which they are determined never to recede ; 
and as thus containing a pledge to the world 
never to sheath the sword now drawn until this 
ground shall be conceded to us by our enemy. 
Giving to the bill this aspect, much pains have 
been taken to ineuleate, and to impress the opin- 
ion, that all those who vote for it, become there- 
by committed to join, heart and hand, in sup- 


porting and continuing the war, at all hazards 
and to any extent of time, until Great Britain 
shall accede to the terms it holds out. This doc- 
trine is advanced by the Committee of Foreign 
Relations in their elaborate report or manifesto, 
which he was sorry he could not get committed 
with the bill, in order that an opportunity might 
be afforded for an attempt to correct the fallacy 
of some of its statements, and has been urged 
and much dwelt upon by the honorable gentle- 
man from Tennessee (Mr. Grundy) who acts on 
this occasion as chairman of that committee, and 
has been the principal, indeed almost the only 
zealous patron of this bill in allits stages. His 
principal inducement, Mr. G. said, to rise on this 
Occasion, was to obviate any such false conclu- 
sion, and to proteet himself, and such of his poli- 
tical friends. as might adopt the same course 
with him in relation to this bill, from having 
any such improper construction given to their 
vote. For himself he deemed it his duty to de- 
clare, in the most explicit manner, that he did 
not intend thus to commit himself, and to pro- 
test against any such false and injurious infer- 
ence. No, sir, said Mr. G., we are not to be en- 
trapped in this manner, either by the logic of the 
Committee of Foreign Relations, or the inge- 
nuity of the gentleman from Tennessee, into an 
engagement or pledge to give countenance to 
the continuance of this precipitate, ill-advised 
and disastrous war, this curse to the nation, 
this poison of its prosperity and happiness, on 
such grounds and for such objects as are held 
out in this bill; grounds on which we could not, 
consistently with the duty of fidelity to our coun- 
try, have originally concurred in the declaration 
of war, and on which we cannot now advocate 
its continuance, because they are not truly and 
purely American. Permit me, sir, said he, in 
order to show this, to call the attention of the 
House to the particular provisions of that part of 
the bill, in which the ground is taken in relation 
to the controversy about seamen. 

The first section of the bill, after a general 
prohibition to employ on board of publie or pri- 
vate vessels of the United States, any persons 
whatever, goes on, by way of exception, to state 
the several descriptions of seamen, for the privi- 
lege of employing whom in our vessels and for 
the personal protection of whom by the mantle 
of our flag, we are, according to the manifesto 
of the Committee of Foreign Relations, and the 
doctrine of the gentleman frem "Tennessee, to 
wage eternal war, until this point is conceded to 
us. They are embraced in three classes: 1. Na- 
tive American seamen; 2. Foreigners by birth, 
who are now, or shall become citizens by natural- 
ization before the termination of the present war 
by a treaty of peace; 3. Foreigners who shall, 
pending the war, notify, in the manner prescri- 
bed by existing laws, their intention to become 
naturalized ; to which may be added a fourth 
class, resulting from the necessary construction, 
and manifest import of the 2d section, viz: 4. 


All those foreigners who shail come to this coun- 


try after the termination of the present war, and 
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become naturalized in the manner prescribed by 
this bill, that is, after five years’ continued resi- 
dence within the limits of our country. Taking 
this bill, then, as having particular relation to.the 
present controversy with Great Britain, and the 
term, seamen, as used in reference to the same 
controversy, we are called upon to commit our- 
selves to wage an endless war, for the protection 
by our flag, of—1. Native Americans; 2. British 
born subjects, who now are, or shall be natural- 
ized before the end of the war; 3. British born 
subjects, who shall, at any time durinz the war, 
declare their intention to become naturalized ; 4. 
British born subjects, who shall come here after 
the war, and become naturalized after five years’ 
continued residence in the country. On the sub- 
ject.thus presented to view, he availed himself of 
this opportunity, candidly and explicitly to ex- 
press his sentiments, and to state his views of the 
true policy of this nation, and the duty of the 
American statesman. For the protection of the 
first of those classes of men, the native Americans, 
whom alone, Mr. G. said, of the whole enumera- 
tion, he could consider as being fully and com- 


pletely of the same political family with himself,. 


he would go as far as any rational man in that 
House, or in this nation. Such of that class of 
seamen as had not abandoned their native land, 
and voluntarily transferred their allegiance or 
services to some other country, he would secure, 
in all their rights, both. of person and property, 
against the violence and outrage of any foreign 
nation, whether at home or abroad, whether at 
sea or on land, by every practicable means afford- 
ed by the resources and strength of our country. 
He would protect them from impressment by the 
British; from compulsion by the French, by 
means of chains, imprisonment, and starvation, to 
enter on board their privateers, or serve in their 
vessels of war, and also from the wanton burning 
of their vessels on the ocean. For the protection, 
however, of native American seamen from Brit- 
ish impressment, no war was necessary to be 
made, or is required to be continued. Great Brit- 
ain has never asserted a right to impress native 
Americans, On ihe contrary, she has always 
diselaimed any such pretension; and, therefore, 
their protection affords no pretext for the contin- 
uance of the war. They constitute no part of 
the controversy between the two nations, It was 
the claim insisted on by Great Britain, and ob- 
jected to by our Government, to the seamen born 
within her own dominions, and who owe to her, 
as she contends, a perpetual and iualienable alle- 
giance, that form the real ground of the dispute. 
And it ought to be distinctly known, to the Amer- 
ican people, that it was not for the protection of 
native Americans, but of those who were origin- 
ally British subjects, and who had become, or 
should declare their intention to become natural- 
ized citizens of this country, that we are called 
upon to earry on an interminable war. With re- 
spect to those he could not admit that we were 
under obligations of protection, equally extensive, 
and equally saered with those that were due to 
our natural born seafaring brethren. As to those 


already really naturalized, he should wish to pro- 
tect them in any arrangement that might be made 
upon the subject of seamen; and he believed 
there would be no difficulty in doing so. .They 
were too few in number to form an inducement 
to either nation for the continuance of a war so 
distressing and injurious to both. Itappears from 
tbe official document, that has been furnished 
from the Department of State, that the whole 
number of those, of all nations, who have regis- 
tered themselves as naturalized seamen for the 
last seventeen years is but one thousand five hun- 
dred and thirty. What number of these were na- 
tives of the British dominions, or how many yet 
remain in American employment, it was impos- 
sible to ascertain. But, making a reasonable al- 
lowance for deaths and removals, he thought it 
probable, that not a sixth part of the individuals 
thus registered were now in our service; and of 
these he did not believe that one in.twenty had 
been duly naturalized, according to the spirit and 
intention of our laws, by five years? actual resi- 
dence in our country. It is evident, indeed, that 
such residence could have been had but very rare- 
ly by seafaring men, from the nature of their em- 
ployment; and in most, perhaps, almost every 
instance where they have been naturalized, it 
must have been on constructive residences, cal- 
culating the required five years from their first 
emigration to this country, and not deducting 
their intermediate absences from it on foreign 
voyages; or upon false testimony as to the fact 
of residence. We know, too, the loose manner 
in which the business of granting protections has 
been done in our custom-houses, and must, of 
course, admit the probability, that many in the 
account transmitted, have been registered as nat- 
uralized seamen, on parole evidence, certificates, 
or other than the only certain and proper evi- 
dence; the authenticated act of the court, by 
which the individual was naturalized. This de- 
scription of foreigners, then, the naturalized Brit- 
ish seamen, now in our service, were too Incon- 
siderable an object to either nation to form an 
insurmountable, or even considerable obstacle, to 
the restoration of peace. With regard to the two 
remaining classes of British seamen, to which a 
claim is asserted in the first and second sections 
of the bill, that is, those not yet naturalized ; 
there was still less reason in continuing the war 
on their account, because the tie, such as it was, 
that was to unite them with us in political con- 
nexion, had not yet been formed, and notwith- 
standing a notification of their intention, never 
might be formed, and, therefore, no obligations 
had been incurred to them by our Govornment. 
Mr. G. said that with regard to the effects of 

naturalization, and the extent of the obligations 
incurred by our Government to those acquired 
citizens, he could not concur in the doctrine ad- 
vanced by some gentlemen. He could not con- 
sider those obligations to be altogether as abso- 
lute and unlimited, in the case of naturalized, as 
in that of native citizens; but that with regard 
to the former, they were, from the very circum- 
stances under which they were incurred, neces- 


1051 HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 1052 


H. or R. Regulation of Seamen. FzsRvanY, 1813, 


sarily to be understood with some qualifications. | credness of its obligations to no country. Inter- 
He considered naturalization as a conferring of | estis their impelling motive. When their nation 
American rights upon persons not entitled 10 | is engaged in war, they fly to some neutral flag, 
them by birth, but not as a dissolution by the | under which they may obtain better wages, and 
American Government of the ties by which | greater personal safety. If abjuring their former 
those thus favored were originally connected | allegiance, and taking new oaths of fidelity, be 
with the Government under which they were | necessary to their obtaining these advantages, 
born, and to which they had probably taken the | they hesitate not to do it, and they shift their 
most solemn oaths of perpetual fidelity. To dis- | service, their allegiance, and their oaths, as often 
solve these original ties is what the American | as those inducements may require. They were 
Government certainly has no right to do, and| Englishmen yesterday, they are Americans to- 
therefore cannot fairly be considered às under- | day ; they are Swedes or Danes to-morrow. And 
taking to perform. It is an affair between the | is it, said Mr. G., for this description of seamen 
alien and his natural sovereign or country, with | that we are to be entrapped by this bill into a 
which itis neither our right nor our policy to | pledge to support and continue the war? Is it 
interfere, unless it be wisdom to enter into hos- | for such an object that the administrators of our 
tilities with the great mass of a nation in order | Government wish to keep us involved in our 
to secure to ourselves a few of the individuals | present calamitous situation? He again posi- 
belonging to it; to make ten thousand enemies | tively denied that a vote in favor of this bill 
in order to obtain one professed friend. If the | could be fairly considered as so committing those 
two parties to the original political compact, or | whoshould give such a vote, and for himself pro- 
connexion, choose, by mutual consent, to annul | tested against any such construction being put 
the bond of union between them, be it so; if one | upon the vote he should give. That vote not- 
of those parties, viz: the citizen or subject, has | withstanding, he reserved himself at large, on alt 
power completely to sever the tie by his own aet | future measures growing out of this war, to act 
of abjuration, let him do so; let him swearaway, in such manner as the convictions of his own 
if he can, his former obligation or his former | mind might induce him to believe best for the 
oaths; we admit him into the American family | interest and honor of his country. 

only in such quality and such condition as he| Mr. G. said he would now ask leave to state in 
can come; and naturalization cannot be ration- |a few words his view of the character of this 
ally construed to mean anything more. Mr. G., | bill, and to assign the reasons that would influ- 
therefore, considered naturalized citizens as enti- | ence him to vote in favor of it. He could not 
tled, while they remained within our land, to all | help here observing that its principal advocate 
the immunities, the privileges,and protection of | and patron, (he would not say its author, as he 
person and property, afforded by our Constitu- | believed it to be of higher origin,) the gentleman 
tion and laws to our own native citizens. But | from Tennessee, (Mr. Grunpy,) had resorted to 
when they should choose to leave the territorial | an extraordinary course of argument in support 
limits of our country, and migrate again to other | of a measure which he showed so much anxiety 
countries, or go upon the great highway of na-|to carry. Commencing his observations with 
tions, he could not consider our Government as | representing it as a peace measure, he had yet, in 
bound to protect them any further than was con- | the course of his speech, been very explicit in: 
sistent with the general policy and real interest | declaring his entire disbelief that it would pro- 
of our country ; much less could he admit that | duce that desirable result, and had dwelt, with 
there was any real obligation to hazard the pros- | much consolation, on the expectation that, if it 
perity, the welfare, and the happiness of our own | should not result in peace, it. would certainly 
people by engaging in quixotic wars to absolve | have the effect to take the ground from under the 
and shield them from the allegiance or obliga- | feet of the opponents of the war, to destroy their 
tions they may owe to the Government or Sov- political standing and influence, and to unite pub- 
ereign of the country of their nativity. Solong|lic sentiment in support of the Administration, 
as they remain within our territorial limits, the | and the present majority in Congress, and in 
mantle of the Constitution and the Jaws will pro- į favor of their war. If the gentleman wished 
tect them. When they choose to abandon those | the aid of the minority, or friends of peace in 
limits upon any speculations or enterprises of | that House, in passing his favorite bill, it was a 
their own, and not in the national service, our | singular argument to address to them, that he 
Government is justifiable, if a regard to the gen- | was sure it would not produce the effect he knew 
eral welfare of our country so dictates, in con- | they so much desired; but that, at any rate, it 
sidering them as going at their own risk, and as | would destroy their popularity, and deprive them 
their own insurers. This view of the subject, | of the political confidence and support of their 
Mr. G. considered particularly applicable to the | fellow-citizens. Perhaps, however, there was 
seafaring class of foreigners who seek employ- | more address in the gentleman’s course than at 
ment in our vessels, and sometimes take oaths of | first view was obvious. To secure the passage 
allegiance to our Government. This description | of his bill he had to conciliate the good will to- 
of wandering foreigners may literally be said to | wards it of very opposite politieal feelings and 
be of no nation. Whatever oaths they may |sentiments in that House; he had to seek sup- 
swallow, they imbibe no attachment with the- port for it among the friends of peace, and the 
allegiance they may so profess; they feel the sa- | advocates of war. Probably he calculated so 
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much on the anxiety of the minority to see the 
blessings of peace restored to their distressed 
and suffering country; as to believe that’ they 
would be willing to receive almost any measure 
that professed to be intended to effect that desi- 
rable object, with whatever hazards to themselves 
the attempt might be attended. He certainly 
did them only justice, if he supposed them will- 
ing to submit to any personal privations for the 
public. good, and to sacrifice any personal advan- 
tages, even their popularity, to the chance of pro- 
moting the prosperity, peace, and welfare.of their 
country. As tothe war men in that House, he, 
perhaps, expected to conciliate a portion of them, 
by declaring that his peace bill would not pro- 
duce- the professed effect, but would certainly 
have the sweeter effect to sustain the Adminis- 
tration, and the party now in power, and to put 
down their political opponents. However these 
arguments might operate with the different sides 
of the House, Mr. G. believed with the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts (Mr. Quincy) that this 
bill, which nobody fully understood, and few 
cared about, would, like the famous non-inter- 
course law, which was equally unintelligible, and 
equally the object of indifference, with very few 
friends, obtain a very strong vote. As that law, 
contrary to general calculation at the time of its 
passage, at last involved us in the war, possibly 
the present bill might, though he had little hopes 
that it would in the hands to which it was to be 
committed, as unexpectedly extricate us from 
the war. To state candidly his view of the bill, 
Mr. G. said he considered it, with the manifesto 
that accompanied it, as a Cabinet measure, the 
act of the Administration ; professing to be adopt- 
ed for the purpose of bringing about peace, but, 
in truth, aiming with much more anxiety at a 
different object. It seemed to him to be a sort of 
political adventurer, sent out to cateh what it 
may ; peace, if it may so happen; if not, what 
is perhaps more desired—popularity to the war 
and its authors, As to its producing peace, he 
had .very little expectation of its having that 
effect. The restoration of that blessing is to be 
looked for only from the people themselves. 
Whether it was sincerely intended for that ob- 
ject, he would not pretend to say. It'was, how- 
ever, this character that it had assumed, of being 
a peace measure, that would induce him to vote 
for it. He considered the Administration as say- 
ing, substantially, to the Representatives of the 
people, by the proposal of this measure, we wish 
the instrumentality of such a bill as this, to ena- 
ble us to extricate the country from the war in 
which it was involved. If they were sincere in 
this intimation, and his vote would afford them 
any facility in the accomplishment of so desira- 
ble an object, they were welcome to it for that 
purpose. Such, he said, was the result of the 
first consideration he had given to this bill. Fur- 
ther and maturer reflection had confirmed him in 
the propriety of this course. Mr. G. said it was 
not from the parts of the bill which had hitherto 
been noticed, that is from the first aud second 
sections only, that the true character and import 


of it were to be collected. He would call the 
attention of the House to another section, which 
had not been noticed by any gentleman in the 
debate upon it, and which, in his views, materi- 
ally altered the character and effect of it. He 
here read the 9th section. of the bill, which is in 
these words: “and be it further enacted that no- 
* thing in this act contained shall be so construed 
‘as to prevent any arrangement between the 
‘United States and any foreign nation which 
‘tmay take place under any treaty or convention, 
‘ made and ratified in the manner prescribed by 
‘the Constitution of the United States.” By 
this clause it will at once be perceived that the 
President, in any negotiation, is released from a 
restriction to the terms of the first and second 
sections of the bill. Congress, so far as an ex- 
pression of their opinion goes, gives him an un- 
restrained authority—a carte blanch@—in rela- 
tion to regulations about seamen, and the con- 
troversy about impressment, notwithstanding the 


particular provisions of the former part of the 


bill. And taking the whole bill together, upon a 


fair construction, if there is any commitment at 
all resulting from an affirmative vote upon it, it 
is a commitment, not to continue the war, at all 


events, until the terms of the first and second 
section shall be agreed to by our enemy, but to 
sanction any arrangements the President may 
make about seamen, which shall producea peace, 
however it may deviate from those terms, For 
if it was the absolute and unconditional deter- 


mination of Congressmen to recede from those 


terms, to make them the sine qua non of a ter- 
mination of the war, why give to the President 


and Senate the express power by treaty to devi- 
ate from them? it was such a power, Mr. G. 
said, as he ought to have; and it fixed upon the 


President, where it ought to rest, the responsi- ` 
bility of putting an end tothe war on terms com- 
patible with the real interest and honor of the 
nation. Let him look to it, that he discharges 
his duty to the nation with honorable and disin- 
terested fidelity ; that he does not sacrifice the 
interest and happiness of the native members of 
our political community, to a blind devotion to 
the views of imported brethren; and that he 
does not lose sight of an opportunity to restore 
to his country the blessings of peace and pros- 
perity in endeavors to apply this bill, this instru- 
ment of his asking, to the purpose of obtaining 
popularity to his favorite war. Mr. G. said that 
the plain import and effect of this section, taken 
in connexion with the other parts of the bill, rec- 
onciled him to it, and he should give it his vote 
for the purpose of affording to the Government 
all the aid in his power to bring about a peace, 
which he had no doubt might be done on terms 
of adequate and satisfaetory security to the rights 
of nauve American seamen. For wandering 
foreigners, he repeated, he would not, by any act 
of his, continue the calamities of this war upon 
the natives, the possessors, and the cultivators of 
the soil of this country. 

Mr. RANDOLPH moved an adjournment, which 
was lost—yeas 34. 
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Mr. R. was proceeding to address the Chair, 
when another motion to adjourn was made, and 
lost—yeas 56, nays 69. : m 
. Mr. R. then spoke at some length in opposition 
to the bill; and the question on the passage of 
the bill was then decided ir the affirmative—yeas 
89, nays 33, as follows: 

Yeas—Willis Alston, jr, Stevenson Archer, Daniel 
Avery, Ezekiel Bacon, John Baker, William W. Bibb, 
Abijah Bigelow, William Blackledge, Adam Boyd, 
James Breckenridge, Robert Brown, William A. Bur- 
well, John C. Calhoun, Langdon Cheves, Martin 
Chittenden, Matthew Clay, James Cochran, Thomas 
B. Cooke, Lewis Condict, Richard Cutts, John Daw- 
son, Samuel Dinsmoor, William Ely, James Emott, 
William Findley, Asa Fitch, Meshack Franklin, Tho- 
mas Gholson, Thomas R. Gold, Charles Goldsborough, 
Peterson Goodwyn, Edwin Gray, Felix Grundy, Bol- 
ling Hall, Qbed Hall, Aylett Hawes, Jacob Hufty, John 

: M. Hyneman, Joseph Kent, William Kennedy, Philip 
B. Key, William R. King, Lyman Law, Joseph Lewis, 
jr., Peter Little, Thomas Moore, Archibald McBryde, 
William McCoy, Samuel McKee, Arunah Metcalf, 
James Milnor, Samuel L. Mitchill, James Morgan, Jer- 
emiah Morrow, Hugh Nelson, Anthony New, Thomas 
Newbold, Thomas Newton, Joseph Pearson, Israel 

, Pickens, James Pleasants, jr, Elisha R. Potter, Wil- 
liam Reed, William M. Richardson, Henry M. Ridgely, 
Samuel Ringgold, Thomas B. Robertson, John Rhea, 
John Roane, Jonathan Roberts, Ebenezer Sage, Ebe- 
nezer Seaver, Samuel Shaw, Daniel Sheffey, George 
Smith, John Smith, Richard Stanford, Philip Stuart, 
William Strong, John Taliaferro, Uri Tracy, Charles 
Turner, jr., Laban Wheaton, Leonard White, Robert 
Whitehill David R. Williams, William Widgery, Tho- 
mas Wilson, and Richard Winn. 

Naxs—Wiliam Anderson, David Bard, Burwell 
Bassett, Harmanus Bleecker, Elijah Brigham, Wil- 
liam Butler, Epaphroditus Champion, John Clopton, 
William Crawford, John Davenport, jr., Joseph Desha, 
Elias Earle, James Fisk, Isaiah L. Green, Thomas P. 
Grosvenor, Richard Jackson, jr., Richard M. Johnson, 
Abner Lacock, William Lowndes, Aaron Lyle, Alex- 
ander McKim, Stephen Ormsby, Timothy Pitkin, jr., 
Peter B. Porter, Josiah Quincy, John Randolph, Tho- 
mas Sammons, John Sevier, Adam Seybert, Lewis B. 
Sturges, Benjamin Tallmadge, George M. Troup, and 
Robert Wright. 

Ordered, That the title be “An act for the 
regulation of seamen on board the publie ships, 
and in the merchant service of the United States," 


of his re-election to the Presidency of the United 
States, was read, and concurred in by the House ; 
and Mr. Macon, Mr. TALLMADGE, and Mr. SEviER, 
were appointed the said committee. 

An engrossed bill to extend the time for issu- 
ing and locating military land warrants, was read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WiLLiAMS, from the Military Committee, 
reported a bill to authorize the President of the 
United States to raise ten additional companies 
of rangers.—[ The object of the bill is not in fact 
to raise an additional force, but to convert one of 
the twenty regiments of infantry recently author- 
ized to be raised into rangers.] 

The bill was twice read. 

Mr. WirLiAMS then rose and enforced the ne- 
cessity, under present emergencies, of the imme- 
diate authorization of this force, as of a descrip- 
tion particularly appropriate to the cireumstances 
of the frontier, as well for the purposes of offence 
as defence. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading to-day; and was subsequently 
read a third time and passed unanimously. 

The House then resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the bill directing the Seere- 
tary of the Treasury to remit certain fines, pen- 
alties, and forfeitures, therein mentioned. [For 
the relief of merchants having imported goods 
recently from the dependencies of Great Britain.] 
The bill was amended, reported to the House, 
and ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

A. Message was received from the President of 
the United States transmitting a statement of 
the militia of the United States, according to the 
latest returns received by the Department of 
War. 


ENCOURAGEMENT OF PRIVATEERING. 


Mr. Bassett, from the Committee on the 
Naval Establishment, made a report relative to 
the expedieney of affording greater encourage- 
ment to privateering. "The report is as follows: 

That, in relation to the first inquiry, they find that, 
by the British statutes of the 13th and 27th of George 
the Second, the whole prize of each and every public 
armed vessel is given to the officers and crews making 
the capture; and they find this principle published by 
British proclamation, in relation to the present war 
with the United States. The laws of the United States 
vol. 3, page 360, direct that, if a capture be made by 
an American public armed vessel, of equal or superior 
force, the capturing vessel shall have the whole ; in all 
other cases of capture, one half is distributed to the offi- 
cers and the other half is paid to the Commissioners of 
the Navy Pension Fund, pledged, first, for the pay- 
ment of pensions, and the surplus to be disbursed for 
the comfort and benefit of seamen. This fund for 
Navy pensions amounts to something more than two 
hundred thousand dollars, yielding an annual interest 
of fifteen thousand dollars; and the amount of pen- 
sions is from seven to eight thousand dollars; leaving 
a yearly balance of seventeen thousand dollars in favor 
of the fund, and this without the addition of the prizes 
made this war, which are known to exceed one hun- 
dred thousand dollars, and will probably amount to two 
hundred thousand dollars, so as to double the fund; 


Sarurpay, February 13. 


Mr. Gnorson, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of Richard Dale; 
which was read twice, and committed toa Com- 
mittee of tbe Whole on Monday next. 

The Speaker laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting 
statements of moneys transferred during the late 
recess of Congress from one branch of expendi- 
ture to another branch of expenditure in the 
Navy Department; which were referred to the 
Commitiee on the Naval Establishment. 

The resolution from the Senate for the ap- 
pointment of a joint committee to wait upon the 
President of the United States, and inform him 
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while only four pérsóhs have been, added to the list 
by the war, to receive ‘twenty-one dollars. From the 
above it appears, that, from the old pension list, the 
amount of pensionsis little more than three per centum 
on the amount of prizes. Were five per.cent. from the 
future prizes, to be added to this fund, on past expe- 
rience it would promise an adequate sum for the pay- 
Your committee, however, con- 
cluded that it would not do to rely conclusively on past 
experience, and; on the ground of certainty, deemed it 
best for the fund to remain as established for another 
year, when more experience would give more confi- 


ment of pensions. 


dence to the decision. As this report is intended to 


bring the subject under the view of the House, with the 


hope that it will not bé lost sight of at the next session, 
it will be proper here to add; that, with some of the 
committee, the idea was entertained that ten per cent. 
-should be withheld from distribution, viz: five per cent. 
for the pension, and five for the navy hospital fund; 
-in which not only the imbecility of decrepitude, but 
the imbecility of infancy should also find an asylum. 
On the other branch of the inquiry, your committee 
give their fullest attestation to the utility and impor- 
.tance of privateers. If, at other times and in other 
countries, the effect of individual exertion has been dis- 
trusted, the unexampled gallantry of our citizens, in 
‘that way, since the declaration of war, assures us that, 
-with Americans, even the individual arm can make 
an efficient impression on the foe. The mode, how- 
ever, of giving encouragement, they found not free 
from difficulty. As least liable to objection, they re- 
commend that.a bounty be paid for every prisoner 
-brought in; and, that this proposition may be regular- 
ly before the House, they report a bill. 


_ Mr. Bassert, from the Naval Committee, then 
reported a bill allowing a bounty to privateers.— 
[Allowing a bounty of dollars for each per- 
son they bring in.] Twice read and committed. 


ADDITIONAL GENERAL OFFICERS. 


On motion of Mr. WiLLiAMS, the House re- 
‘solved itself into a Committee of the Whole on 
the bill authorizing the appointment of additional 
general officers in the Army of the United States. 

[The bill provides for the appointment of 
additional Major Generals, and —— Brigadier 
Generals:] 


The following letters from the Secretary of 


War were read: 


Ansutant GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, December 23, 1812. 

Sra: Before I reply to your question, “how many 
major generals and brigadiers are necessary for an 
army of thirty-five thousand men?” it may not be 
amiss to state what is believed to have been the pro- 
portion of officers of these grades in the Revolutionary 
army, and what is understood to be the proportion, at 
this time, in European armies. 

In the first army of the Revolution, raised in 1775, 
we had a commander-in-chief, four major generals, and 
eight brigadiers. In 1776, five brigadiers were pro- 
moted to the rank of major generals, and twenty-three 
brigadiers appointed, In 1777, six brigadiers were 
promoted to the rank of major generals, and three 
major generals and eighteen brigadiers appointed. — 

The loss of papers in the War Office, by fire, in 
1800, renders it impossible to say, with precision, at 


left the service, but it is within my recollection that, on 
the 28th of June, 1778, fourteen major generals, and 
sixteen brigadiers, were actually in service of the Uni- 
ted States. Yet, by referring to the official letters of . 
General Washington, in 1778 and 1779, it will be seen 
that a further increase of general officers was often 
and warmly recommended. . 

The main army, under the immediate command of 
General Washington, it is believed, never amounted 
to thirty-five thousand men, and it is by no means cer- 
tain that this number was ever in service at one and 
the same time, in the whole of what was designated 
* the continental army." Yet, at no period, between 
the first of May, 1777, and the close of the war, had 
we less than thirty general officers in service. 

It was deemed necessary, in the Revolution, and it 
is understood to be the general practice in Europe, at 
this time, to have at least one brigadier general for 
every two thousand men, and one major general for 
every four thousand. 

In this country we have never had a grade between 
the commander-in-chief and that of major general ; 
hence it was found necessary, in the “continental 
army," to give to the senior major general the com- 
mand of the right wing, and, to the next in rank, that 
of the left, which, from the limited number of general 
officers, often left a division to a brigadier, a brigade to 
2 colonel, and a regiment to a subordinate field officer ; 
but,in Europe, this difficulty is obviated by the ap- 
pointment of general officers of higher grades. . 

From the best information I have been able to ob- 
tain on this subject, I have no hesitation in saying that 
eight major generals, and sixteen brigadiers, to com- 
mand the divisions and brigades of an army of thirty- 
five thousand men, is the lowest estimate which the 
uniform practice of France, Russia, and England, will 
warrant, and that this is much below the proportion 
of officers of these grades actually employed in the 
army of the Revolution. 

As you have not required my opinion whether it be 
necessary to have a higher grade than that of major 
general, I have not deemed it proper to touch this sub- 
ject, and have confined myself to the number of major 
generals, and brigadiers, deemed necessary to com- 
mand the divisiens and brigades of an army of thirty- 
five thousand men. It may not, however, be improper 
to remark that, if it is intended to have no higher grade 
than that of major general, their number should be in- 
creased to eleven; so as to give one for the chief com- 
mand, one for each wing, and one for each division of 
four thousand men. 

I am, sir, very respectfully, yours, &c. 


T. H. CUSHING, Adj't Gen. 
The Hon. Secrerary or Wan. i 


Wan Deranruent, Feb. 10, 1813. 


Sm: In reply to the letter you did me the honor to 
write to me, on the 5th instent, by' direction of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, I respectfully submit 
the following opinions : 

ist. That an increased number of general officers is 
essential to the public service. The number of regi- 
ments provided for by law, is, two of light dragoons, 
three of heavy artillery, one of light artillery, one of 
riflemen, and forty-five of infantry, making, together, 
fifty-two regiments. : 

The simplest organization is ever the best. Hence 


what particular periods many of these gencral officers | it is, that, as a regiment consists of two battalions, so 


12th Cox. 2d Szss.—34 
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a brigade should consist of two regiments, and a divis- 
ion of two brigades. 

This sphere of command will be found, in practice, 
sufficiently large. The management of two thousand 
‘men in the field, will be ample duty for a brigadier, 
and the direction of double that number will give full 
occupation to a major general. To enlarge the sphere 
of command in either grade would not be a mean of 
best promoting the public good. 

Taking these ideas as the basis of the rule, and ta- 
‘king for granted, also, that our ranks are filled, the 
present establishment would require twenty-five briga- 
diers and twelve major generals. But the latter 2d- 
mission requires qualification, and, under existing cir- 
cumstances, it may be sufficient that the higher staff 
should consist of eight major generals, and sixteen 
brigadiers. 

The general argument, on this head, might be forti- 
fied by our own practice during the war of the Revo- 
lution, and by that of European nations at all times. 
Believing, however, that this view of the subject has 
been already taken by the adjutant general, in a late 
communication to you, I forbear to do more than sug- 
gest it. 

2d. The recruiting service would be much promoted, 
were the bounty in land commutable into monoy, at 
the option of the soldier, and at the end of his service. 
This modification would be addressed to both descrip- 
tions of men—those who would prefer money, and such 
as would prefer land. 

I need hardly remark that bounties, at the close of 
service, have many advantages over those given before 
service begins. The former tie men down to their 
‘duty; the latter furnish, if not the motive, at least the 
means of debauch and desertion. 

Another, and a public reason, for the preference, 
may be found in the greater convenience with which 
money may be paid ut the end, than at the commence- 
ment of a war. 

I have the honor to be, with great respect, &c. 

JOHN ARMSTRONG. 

Hon. D. R. Wirrraws, 

Chairman Com. on. Military Affairs. 


Mr. Wiuitams explained the progress of this 
bill, &c. He took occasion to advert to a de- 
claration recently made in debate by Mr. Quincy, 
that it was intended to appoint a Lieutenant 
General to command the armies of the United 
States, to which Mr. W. said he was precluded 
by illness from replying to at the time. He now 
declared that no such intention had ever existed 
in the minds of Administration; that the late 
Secretary of War (Mr. Eustis) had declared to 
him (Mr. W.) that he had endeavored to impress 
on his colleagues in office the necessity of ap- 
pointing a Commander-in-Chief; but that, to use 
the Secretary’s own words, he could not get the 
people in the white house (the President’s house) 
to assent to it; that, by the gentleman who tem- 
porarily succeeded Mr. Eustis in the War Of- 
fice, he had been informed that no such thing 
was in contemplation, or would be suggested in 
any manner to Congress. Ánd all this Mr. W. 
said he had heard long before the declaration 
made by Mr. Quincy, and should then have 
stated, had not severe and sudden indisposition 
prevented him from replying, as he had intended, 
o that gentleman's speech. 


Mr. Quincy expressed his gratification at this 
information; observing that he had been by no 
means alone in the impressions he had enter- 
tained on that subject, which prevailed pretty 
generally on both sides of the House. 

After some further consideration, the blanks in 
the bill were filled with six Major Generals ànd 
six Brigadier Generals. 

The Committee then rose and reported the 
bill; which was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time to-day. 

The bill authorizing the appointment of addi- 
tional general officers in the Army of the United 
States, was then read a third time, and pased by 
yeas and nays: For the bill 95, against it 30, as 
follows: 

Yxas—William Anderson, Stevenson Archer, Dan- 
iel Avery, David Bard, William Barnett, Burwell 
Bassett, William W. Bibb, William Blackledge, Rob- 
ert Brown, Langdon Cheves, Matthew Clay, John 
Clopton, William Crawford, Richard Cutts, Roger 
Davis, John Dawson, Samuel Dinsmoor, Elias Earle, 
William Findley, James Fisk, Thomas Gholson, 
Charles Goldsborough, Peterson Goodwyn, Isaiah L. 
Green, Felix Grundy, Obed Hall, John A. Harper, 
Aylett Hawes, John M. Hyneman, Richard M. John- 
son, Joseph Kent, William Kennedy, Abner Lacock, 
Aaron Lyle, William McCoy, Alexander McKim, 
Arunah Metcalf, Samuel L. Mitchill, James Morgan, 
Jeremiah Morrow, Hugh Nelson, Thomas Newton, 
Stephen Ormsby, Israel Pickens, James Pleasants, 
jun., William M. Richardson, Thomas B. Robertson, 
John Rhea, John Roane, Jonathan Roberts, Ebenezer 
Sage, Lemuel Sawyer, John Sevier, Adam Seybert, 
Samuel Shaw, George Smith, John Smith, Philip 
Stuart, John Taliaferro, George M. Troup, Charles 
"Turner, junior, Robert Whitehill, David R. Williams, 
William Widgery, and Robert Wright. 

Naxs—Adam Boyd, Elijah Brigham, William Butler, 
Epaphroditus Champion, Martin Chittenden, Thomas 
B. Cooke, John Davenport, junior, William Ely, Asa 
Fitch, Thomas R. Gold, Edwin Gray, Thomas B. 
Grosvenor, Jacob Hufty, Richard Jackson, jr, Joseph 
Lewis, jr., Jonathan O. Moseley, Thomas Newbold, 
Joseph Pearson, William Reed, Daniel Sheffey, Rich- 
ard Stanford, Silas Stow, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel 
Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Uri Tracy, Pierre Van 
Cortlandt, Laban Wheaton, Leonard White, and 
Thomas Wilson. 


FURTHER INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 


On motion of Mr. Bassert, the House resolved 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on the bill 
supplementary to the act for the increase of the 
Navy ; aud the bill was discussed, amended, and 
reported to the House, where the amendments 
were agreed to. 

An amendment was also added, on motion of 
Mr. TaLLMADGE, authorizing the sale of such of 
the gunboats as may not be necessary to the 
publie service. 

Mr. Srow moved to strike out so much of the 
bill as authorizes the purchase of private vessels 
for equipment; which was negatived. 

And the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. ` 

And on motion, the House adjourned until 
Monday. 
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Monpay, February 15. - 


Mr. POINDEXTER presented a petition of the 
Legislature of the Mississippi Territory, praying 
` that the lands ih said Territory, which have been 
set apart for the use of schools, may be vested in 
them for the purposes for which they were origi- 
nally designed; and that a tract of public land, 
therein déscribed, may be granted to the Wash- 
ington Academy.—Referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. : 
` Mr. Morrow, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, reported a bill allowing further 
time.for delivering the evidence in support of 
elaims’to land in the Territory of Missouri, and 
for regulating the donation grants therein ; which 
was read twice, and committed to a Committee 
of the Whole on Wednesday next. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill to authorize the discharge 
of Daniel Updike from his imprisonment. The 
bill was reported without amendment, and ordered 
to be engrossed and read the third time to-morrow. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill from the Senate “ giving 
further time for registering claims to lands in the 
eastern district of the Territory of Orleans, now 
State of Louisiana. The bill was reported with 
amendments, which were concurred in by the 
House; and the amendments were ordered to be 
engrossed, and the bill read the third time to- 
morrow. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee 
of the Whole on the report of the Committee of 
Claims, made on the petition of Rebecca Hodg- 
son. The Committee rose, and reported their dis- 
agreement to the resolution contained in the said 
report. The House proceeded to consider the 
report; when it was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. Macon, from the joint committee appoint- 
ed on the part of this House, to join the commit- 
tee on the part of the Senate, to wait on the Pres- 
ident of the United States and notify him of his 
re-election to the office of President of the United 
States, reported that the committee did, this day, 
„perform the service assigned to them. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill for the relief of Samuel 
Ellis. The bill was reported with an amendment, 
which was concurred in by the House, and the 
bill ordered to be engrossed, and read the third 
time to-morrow. : 

Mr. LiTTLE, from the committee appointed on 
the subject, reported the following resolution : 

Resolved, 'That the act extending the right of suf- 
frage to the Illinois Territory requites no amendments. 

Ordered to lie on the table. 

The engrossed bill supplementary to the act 
for increasing the Navy of the United States, was 
read the third time, and passed without a division. 


MERCHANTS’ BONDS. 


The engrossed bill authorizing the Secretary 
ofthe Treasury to remit fines, forfeitures, and pen- 
alties, in certain cases, was read the third time, 
and rejected by yeas and nays—yeas 56, nays 57, 
as follows: 


Yeas—Willis Alston, junior, Stevenson Archer, 
Ezekiel Bacon, John Baker, Abijah Bigelow, William 
-Blackledge, Harmanus Bleecker, James Breckenridge, 
Elijah Brigham, John C. Calhoun, Francis Carr, 
Epaphroditus Champion, Langdon Cheves, Martin 
Chittenden, Richard Cutts, John Davenport, junior, 
Roger Davis, William Ely, James Emott, William 
Findley, Asa Fitch, Thomas R. Gold, Charles Golds- 
borough, Edwin Gray, Thomas P. Grosvenor, Jacob 
Hufty, Richard Jackson, junior, Joseph Kent, William 
Kennedy, Philip B. Key, Joseph Lewis, junior, Arch- 
ibald McBryde, Samuel McKee, Jonathan O. Mose- 
ley, Hugh Nelson, Timothy Pitkin, junior, James 
Pleasants, junior, Elisha R. Potter, Josiah Quincy, 
William Reed, William M. Richardson, Thomas Sam- 
mons, Daniel Sheffey, Richard Stanford, Philip Stuart, 
Silas Stow, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Ben- 
jamin Tallmadge, Peleg Tallman, Uri Tracy, Chas. 
Turner, junior, Pierre Van Cortlandt, Laban Wheaton, 
Leonard White, and William Widgery. 

Naxvs—David Bard, William Barnett, Burwell Bas- 
sett, William W. Bibb, Adam Boyd, Robert Brown, 
William A. Burwell, William Butler, Matthew Clay, 
James Cochran, John Clopton, Lewis Condict, Wil- 
liam Crawford, Joseph Desha, Samuel Dinsmoor, 
Elias Earle, Meshack Franklin, Thomas Gholson, 
Isaiah L. Green, Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, John A. 
Harper, Aylett Hawes, John M. Hyneman, Richard 
M. Johnson, William R. King, Abner Lacock, Peter 
Little, Aaron Lyle, Nathaniel Macon, Thomas Moore, 
William McCoy, Alexander McKim, Arunah Met- 
calf, James Morgan, Thomas Newton, Stephen Ormsby, 
Israel Pickens, William Piper, Benjamin Pond, John 
Rhea, John Roane, Jonathan Roberts, Ebenezer Sage, 
Lemuel Sawyer, Ebenezer Seaver, John Sevier, Adam 
Seybert, Samuel Shaw, George Smith, John Smith, 
William Strong, George M. Troup, Robert White- 
hill, David R. Williams, Richard Winn, and Robert 
Wright. 


SUSPENSION OF NON-IMPORTATION. 


Mr. Curves, from the Committee of Waysand 
Means, made the following report:. 

The Committee of Ways and Means report: That 
they have deemed it to be their duty, that the public 
service may not suffer and that the public credit may 
be duly supported, to look beyond the ways and 
means of the present year, and to take into considera- 
tion the revenuc whieh may be wanted for the year 
1814. That an estimate of the probable amount of 
the revenue which will accrue under existing laws, 
and be receivable within that year, has been submitted 
to Congress in the Annual Report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury made during the present session. That, 
comparing the amount thereof with the sums which 
will probably be required by a prudent regard to the 
public credit, it appears to the Committee indispensa- 
bly necessary to make a further provision ; that this 
may be done by a partial suspension of the non-import- 
ation acts, which will not greatly lessen their injurious 
effects upon the enemy, by an additional duty on for- 
eign tonnage, and by the imposition of internal taxes 
and duties: That, in their opinion, all these means 
will be necessary to supply the revenue which will be 
wanted: That it is impracticable, during the present 
session, consistently with a due attention to the other 
business of the nation, to enact the laws necessary to 
embrace the last mentioned object; but that this may 
be done, without difficulty and without a delay which 
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will be injurious either to the public credit or the pub- 
lic service, by an earlier meeting of Congress than the 
. Constitutional period, which it will be the duty of 
Congress, or the Executive branch of the Government, 
to fix at such time as shall be deemed most proper and 
expedient: That it is, however, necessary that the 
suspension of the non-importation acts which is con- 
templated should be enacted at the present session of 
Congress: and for this purpose and the imposition of 
additional duties on foreign tonnage, they beg leave 
to report a bill. They also report herewith a corres- 
pondence between the Secretary of the Treasury and 
this Committee on the subject of this report. 


Letter from the Chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means to the Secretary of the Treasury : 


Cowxrrrzrz-Roow, Feb. 3, 1813. 

Sır: I am directed by the Committee of Ways and 
Means to request from you the favor of a reply to the 
following questions: 

1, What, in your opinion, would be the probable 
amount of revenue applicable to the service of the year 

1814, which would result from a modification or par- 
tial repeal of the non-importation acis, such as is sug- 
gested in your letter, of the 10th of June, 1812, ad- 
dressed to the Committee of Ways and Means? 

2. Is the modification suggested by that letter the 
best in your opinion that can be devised to obtain a 
given revenue, with the least possible diminution of 
the effects of the non-importation acts? If not, be 
pleased to suggest such alterations and improvements 
as occur to your mind. ] 

3. Are there, in your opinion, any further legal pro- 
visions necessary, or will any be expedient, more ef- 
fectually to enforce the non-importation acts, or to in- 
sure the more effectual collection of the revenue? 

4. Would it, in your opinion, be advisable to increase 
the duty on foreign tonnage? If it would, to what 
amount?! and what would be the probable addition to 
the revenue applicable to the year 1814 by such in- 
crease? Iam, &c. . 

LANGDON CHEVES. 

Hon. ALBERT GALLATIN, &c. 


Answer of the Secretary. 
Treasury DerartMent, Feb. 9, 1813. 

Sın: I have the honor to submit the following an- 
swers to the questions proposed in your letter of the 
3d instant : 

1. It is believed, from the reasons stated in my let- 
ter of the 10th June last to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, that the amount of revenue applicable to 
the service of the year 1814, which would result from 
a modification of the non-importation acts suggested in 
the said letter, may be estimated at about five millions 
of dollars, provided that modification takes place during 
the present session of Congress. 

2. No better modification, for the purposes therein 
intended, has suggested itself than that proposed in the 
letter aforesaid. Butit would seem requisite, for the 
same object, that no drawback should be allowed on 
ihe re-exportation of the merchandise which may be 
thus imported. 

3. The most important legal provision, which ap- 
pears necessary to enforce the non-importation acts, is 
2 positive prohibition of a restoration by order of court 
of merchandise, the importation of which is prohibited 
by law. It is also believed that it will be necessary to 
order all the cargoes of salt, particularly from Lisbon, 
to be discharged under the inspection of proper officers ; 


for Wednesday next. 


and it appears reasonable that the expense, should be 
defrayed by the importers. 


A, It appears, in every point of view, highly desira- 


ble, that the duty on foreign tonnage should be in- 
creased. 
greater than what is required for the protection of 
American vessels. 
timate of the probable addition resulting to the revenue 
from such increase. 
pression of the trade carried on by American vessels 
with enemies’ licenses. 


A duty of ten dollars per ton does not seem 
But I cannot form any correct es- 


Much would depend on the sup- 


With respect to the necessity of providing an addi- 


tional revenue for the year 1814, I beg leave to refer 
to the statements made and opinions expressed, when 
I had the honor several weeks ago to wait on the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 
that this necessity has been considerably increased by 
the subsequent expenditures authorized by law; amongst 
which must be particularly mentioned the act for the 
increase of the navy, and that for raising twenty thou- 
sand men for one year. 
eral rate of expenditure resulting from the war mea- 
sures which have been adopted, I am of opinion, it will 
be necessary to recur both to a modification or repeal 
of the non-importation acts and to the proposed inter- 
nal taxes, in order to provide a revenue commensurate 
with those expenses. 
five millions was believed sufficient, that opinion was 
predicated on the supposition made by the Committee, 
that annual loans of only ten or eleven millions of dol- 
lars would be wanted. 
lions of dollars for this year, it is ascertained that a 
loan of at least sixteen millions is neccssary. 


And I beg leave to add 


Indeed, considering the gen- 


When an additional revenue of 


With a revenue of twelve mil- 


I have the honor to be, &c. 
ALBERT GALLATIN. 
Hon. Laxenox Cazvzs, Chairman, &c.” 
The report and documents were read. 
Mr. Cueves then introduced the bill above- 


mentioned, which was read the first time, and or- 
dered to be read a second time by a vote of 44 
to 36. 


The report and bill were referred toa Commit- 
tee of the Whole and made the order of the day 
The bill is as follows: 


A Bill partially to suspend, for a limited time, the sev- 
eral acts prohibiting importations from Great Britain 
and her dependencies, and of the produce and man- 
ufactures thereof; to lay additional duties, and for 
other purposes. 

Be it enacted, by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America, in Congress 
assembled, That the operation of so much of any act or 
acts as prohibit the importation into the United States 


of goods, wares, and merchandise, of the growth, prod- 


uce, and manufacture of, or imported from, Great Brit- 
ain or Ireland, or any of the colonies or dependencies 
of Great Britain, or ports or places in the actual pos- 
session of Great Britain, be and the same is hereby 
suspended, with the exceptions and under the restric- 
tions hereinafter provided by this act: Provided, That 
nothing herein contained shall be construed to prevent 
the recovery of any fines, forfeitures, or penalties, in- 


curred by reason of any infraction of the act or acts 
first above mentioned. f 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That nothing in 


this act contained shall be construed to permit the im- 
portation into the United States of any articles of the 
growth, produce, or manufacture of the dominions 
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colonies, and dependencies, of Great Britain, owned at 
the time of such importation, in whole or in part, by a 
subject of Great Britain, or by whomsoever owned, if 
of the following description, viz: hats, shoes, millinery, 
yeady-made clothing ; articles of which silk, leather, 
hemp, or flax, is the principal material, Irish linens ex- 
cepted; cloths, of which wool is the principal material, 
and the prime cost of which shall exceed six shillings 
sterling per square yard thereof; and cloths of which 


' cotton is the principal material, and the prime cost of 


which shall be less than fifteen pence sterling, or shall 
exceed three shillings sterling per square yard thereof: 
the importation of which several articles shall continue 
to'be prohibited, according to the tenor and meaning 
of the acts first above mentioned, and in the same 


. manner as if this act had not passed. 


Sxc. 3. And be it further enacted, That no draw- 
back of the duties payable on the goods, wares, and 
merchandise, which may legally be imported into the 
United States, by virtue of the provisions of this act, 
shall be allowed or paid on the re-exportation of such 
goods, wares, and merchandise, any act to the contrary 


` notwithstanding. . 


‘Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That there shall 


' be levied upon all goods, wares, and merchandise, which 


may be legally imported into the United States by 


- virtuc of this act, and on the importation of which no 


duty has heretofore been payable by law, the same duty 
on the value thereof, as by law is levied and collected 
on the importation of goods, wares, and merchandise, 


` not otherwise enumerated; which duty shall be levied. 


and collected in the same manner and under the same 
regulations, mode of security, and time of payment, 
respectively, as are prescribed by law, in relation to the 
düties now in force, on the importation of goods, wares, 
and merchandise. 

‘Src. 5. And be it further enacted, That it shall not 
be lawful for any judge or court of the United States 
to order the restoration and delivery of any goods, wares, 
and merchandise, the importation of which is or may be 
prohibited by law, and which shall, accordingly thereto, 
have been seized or libelled on account of such impor- 
tation, to any person or persons claiming the same. 
But such goods, wares, and merchandise, shall remain 


` in the custody of the proper officer until final condem- 


nation or acquittal, unless they be directed to be sold 
by order of the proper court. 

zc. 6. And be it further enacted, That all vessels 
laden, in whole or in part, with salt, or with plaster of 
Paris, and arriving in the United States, from any foreign 
port or place, shall be unladen under the inspection of 
a proper officer of the customs. And the compensa- 
tion allowed by law to the inspectors shall, whilst they 
may be thus employed, be paid by the importers or 
consignees of such cargoes, in the same manner as is 
now provided by law for the payment of inspectors em- 
ployed on board of: vessels remaining more than four- 
teen days unladen. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That, on all ships 
or vessels belonging wholly or in part to the subjects 
of foreign Powers, which shall be entered in the Uni- 
ted States after the passing of this act, there shall be 
paid an additional duty of six dollars per ton ; which 
duty shall be levied and collected in the same manner 
as is prescribed by law in relation to the duties now in 
force on the tonnage of ships or vessels. 

Src. 8. And be it further enacted, That this act shall 
be and continue in force from the passage thereof until 
the first day of June, in the year one thousand eight 
hundred and fourteen, and no longer. 


|. ^ YAZOO CLAIMS. 
The House resolved itself into a Committee of 


-the Whole, on the motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, on 


the bill.from the Senate relative to the compro- 
mise of the Yazoo purchases, and the amend- 
ments proposed by the Committee of ‘Public 
Lands to the same. . : 


. Mr. HanPzR.—Mr. Chairman: The amend- 
ments proposed to be made to the bill by the 
Committee’ on the Public Lands, are of a nature 
so essentially different in principle from its origi- 
nal provisions, that it will be impossible to give 
them a fair discussion without dwelling princi- 
pally and particularly upon the salutary provis- 
ions contemplated by the bill as it has passed the 
Senate. I possess neither the disposition nor 
ability to animadvert upon the sentiments or 
propositions of any honorable member of this 
House, more especially upon the recommenda- 
tions of a respectable and highly meritorious 
committee. I will content myself by observing 
that, as on the one hand I cannot conscientiously 
vote for the proposed amendments; so on the oth- 
er, I will not speak lightly or disrespectfully of 
them. Iam fully convinced that they emanated 
from a pure and patriotic source, and that love of 
country was the inducement of the committee to 
submit them for consideration. And although I 
cannot bring my mind to subscribe to the propo- 
sitions, yet 1 trust I shall be pardoned, when I 
attempt to assign my reasons for voting in favor 
of the original bill, and for preferring the pro- 
visions contained in that bill to the propositions 
and alterations made by the committee, and now 
under consideration. 

From the most mature reflection and delibera- 
tion I have been able to bestow upon the subject, 
I am led conclusively to the opinien that the 
compromise recommended by your agents and 
recognised by the bill ought to be adopted. By 
the passage of this bill, Ido not perceive that the 
United States will be in the least degree injured ; 
on the contrary, I think that every guard neces- 
sary for the national interest is introduced. _ 

TT wo great principles have produced the opinion 
I have just given: 

ist. A sense of the justice due to innocent and 
suffering individuals. 

2d. That sound national policy which renders 
certain, and advances improvements, arts, and 
everything calculated to promote the interests of 
an enlightened and virtuous community. — 

In support of my first proposition, * that justice 
is due to the innocent sufferers,” allow me to pre- 
sent to you, succinetly,a just statement of the 
case. 

In January, 1795, the Legislature of Georgia, 
(being the sovereign power of that State,) who 
owned the lands in controversy, for the consid- 
eration of about half a million of dollars, granted 
the same to four companies. The grant bore 
every evidence of authenticity and formality 
that is known to the United States, or any part 
of them. These companies soon after, and prin- 
cipally as early as September, in the same year, 
and none, I believe, later than February, in the 
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year following, conveyed and contracted away 
these lands to many individuals and companies. 
One of these companies was in South Carolina; 
all the rest were in Pennsylvania and to the east 
of it. Here it is to be.remarked, that, in all the 
States east-of the Delaware, the grants of a State 
are considered as sure and certain; and when- 
ever, from any cause, a title so derived has failed, 
the State governments refund the consideration 
paid, and interest, together with all the improve- 
ments. The sub-purchasers, who are innocent 
citizens, and never heard of any fraud which 
might have been practised on, or by the Legisla- 
ture of Georgia, or any member of it, paid for 
this property more than four millions of dollars, 
seventeen years since. 

It has since been said that a great number of 
the members of the Legislature of Georgia were 
interested in the grants, which interest is to be 
considered as a bribe; and, asa man cannot avail 
himself of his own wrong, so no advantage can 
be derived to him from his own impure or im- 
proper act. To this doctrine I fully subscribe. 
But it is said further, that, as the grants originated 
in fraud, so that fraud contaminated the act and 
destroyed its legal effect, as well to the destruc- 
tion of the innocent, who knew not of the fraud, 
as of the guilty partners of the iniquity. To 
this latter doctrine I can never subscribe, in the 
present state of society. It is applying, under 
the mild precepts of Christ, that severe doc- 
trine of the Jewish dispensation, that the chil- 
dren’s teeth are set on edge by the fathers’ eating 
sour grapes. Let the guilty suffer, but let the 
innocent go free, is alike the doctrine of our holy 
religion, of morality,and of commonsense. This 
doctrine is supported by the common, and even 
by the statute laws of the land. 

It is well known that a general agent may do 
whatever his principal may ; that the principal is 
bound, however the agent may abuse his trust; 
and that, where one of two innocent persons 
must suffer by the acts of a third person, he who 
enabled the third person to occasion the loss must 
sustain it. . 

An absolute conveyance by a trustee, whose 
trust does not appear of record, gives a full title 
to an innocent purchaser ; nor is it material how 
far the trust may be misapplied. 

If a man gives a voluntary deed to one, and 
the grants for a valuable consideration to another, 
the land is forever bound; so, if a man obtain a 
negotiable bill by fraud, and passit fora good 
consideration, the assignee shall hold. Again, if 
aman comes in without notice, under a fraudu- 
lent conveyance, he shall hold ; fora deed, though 
fraudulent in its creation, may, by after acts, be 
made good; as, where A fraudulently grants 
to B to the injury of C, and C afterwards, for 
consideration, grants to D, who knows nothing of 
the previous fraud, D shall hold the property. 

The true doctrine is, that fraudulent acts may 
be set aside as between either of the guilty par- 
ues and an innocent person, but never to the in- 
jury of the innocent person. 

The Constitution and law ordain that full faith 


and credit shall be given to the acts of a State; 
and will you punish an innocent man by the loss 
of all his property for giving that faith and' credit 
which by law you require ? 

It was on these principles that our President, 
our Secretary of the Treasury, and our late At- 
torney General, recommended the very principles 
of compromise which the bill now before you 
proposes to carry into effect, and which these un- 
fortunate complainants are now willing to meet, 
to accept, and thereon to release to you their titles, 
bottomed in equity, and rendered valid by law. 

It was upon these principles that, in the im- 
portant case of Fletcher vs. Peek, (VI Cranch’s 
Reports, 87,) before the Supreme Court of the 
United States, that final tribunal decided, and 
unanimously, (where a majority of the judges on 
the betich were Republicans, appointed by Jeffer- 
son, * the Father of Democracy?) that the title 
to all these lands was, by law, in the innocent 
purchasers, who now offer to receive one-eighth 
of the value in stock, bottomed on the lands alone, 
without in the least interfering with or entang- 
ling any other fund of the nation. - 

Sir, Í am no advocate for the parties concerned 
in any fraud; I advocate solely the cause of the 
innocent, that cause which will always receive 
the sanction of your tribunals of justice, and, at 
a period not remote, the approbation of all the 
thoughtful and patriotic men of the nation. 

I proceed to consider the policy of the United 
States; and I do not hesitate to say that, inde- 
pendent of the justice of the case, the true and 
sound policy of this nation requires the adoption 
of this bill. 

The first object in the policy of a. Republic is, 
to inspire confidence, and to cherish the belief 
that the Government entertains a peculiar regard 
for the happiness and rights of every citizen. 

In proportion as this confidence is confirmed, 
is- both the safety and. practical energy of the 
nation. Now, when a section considers any por- 
tion of its citizens oppressed or treated with se- 
verity, that section will lose a part of its conti- 
dence. From this want of confidence will arise 
actual distrust and jealousy, and from these feel- 
ings an indisposition to the publie service, with 
some chances of eventual resistance. 

These natural operations of the mind furnish, 
in some part, an explanation of the causes of irri- 
tation, which exist in the North. Remove the 
cause, by allowing to injured and virtuous citi- 
zens those rights to which they are entitled, as 
well by the rule of morality and equity as by 
your laws, and you lay a foundation for the res- 
toration of confidence, and a consequent unity of 
action. To be sure, there are other causes of irri- 
tation, in their opinion; aud, by this measure, full 
confidence might not be regained, but certainly 
one of the great obstacles to national harmony 
would be destroyed. 

The value of property depends as well on the 
certainty and simplicity of title, as upon advan- 
tageous location or fertility of soil. While these 
claims remain without compromise, that cer- 
tainty and simplicity of title cannot be given 5 
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for the Supreme Court have unanimously de- | 


cided, that these claimants have good right to the 
country by law. : j 

It does not comport with the Constitution of 
this nation for the Legislative or Executive power 
to annul the decisions of the Supreme Judica- 
ture, and, if it was Constitutional, there would 
be a want of wisdom in hazarding the conflict. 

I will remark that, hitherto, neither the na- 
tional ‘nor any State Legislature have opposed 
the judicial interpretation of the law; that under 
the State governménts many cases have occurred, 
in which the judieiary have annulled the aets of 
the legislative power; that, during Washington's 
Administration, the judiciary set aside an act of 
Congress, and the act was afterwards moulded 
by that’ Administration to the judicial interpre- 
tation of the Constitution; and that no State 
authority can control the national judiciary, is 
apparent from the Constitution, and the case of 
Olmstead, in Pennsylvania, when, under a statute 
of that Commonwealth, her Governor called for 
the military of the State to resist the decision of 
the national judiciary; he likewise appealed to 
President Madison, who, instead of complying 
with that appeal, called forth the military of the 
nation to execute the determination and judg- 
ment of the court. Indeed, it is a part of the 
business of your President to aid in carrying the 
judgments of your courts into effect; and, by op- 
posing: those judgments, he would violate his 
oath of office, and become liable to impeachment; 
from which must follow conviction, or your Con- 
stitution would be annihilated. 

It can require no argument or logic to show 
that a violation of your Constitution would be 
opposed to all the dictates of wisdom. You can- 
not be ignorant, that when the rights of a portion 
of people, belonging to any section, are withheld, 
they are absolved from the obligations resulting 
from the social compact; nor, with me, can you 
fail to deplore those evils which must arise in 
case the national ligaments are dissolved: Let 
. the curtain drop, and this question remain undis- 
cussed forever. 

The compromise, as proposed by the bill, will 
not cost this nation the value of one cent in cash 
or land. In the convention between the United 
States and Georgia, five millions of acres óf the 
lands in dispute were appropriated to settle these 
and other elaims; and when the same were, by 
special act of Congress, appropriated for these 
purposes, it was known that all the other claims 
did not embrace: half a million of acres. The 
consequence is inevitable and irresistible, that, 
by the act of Congress, the five millions were ap- 
propriated to male provision for these innocent 
and unfortunate after-purchasers; who now, un- 
der their multiplied misfortunes, after a decision 
of the Supreme Court, in which the judges 
unanimously have decided that, by law, they own 
the whole country, feeling alike an indisposition 
and an inability to contend with the Legislature 
of their country, offer to take less than one-eighth 
of what your own courts have declared to be 
their rights. 


Now this fund of five millions of acres may, 
by the State of Georgia, justly be considered to 
have been held in trust for this object. Georgia 
may say, and it is not improbable that hereafter 
she will say:.* These five millions of acres were 
conveyed to the United States to enable them to 
settle all these disputes; we had no other consid- 
eration for it; you gave us nothing else than an 
implied promise to remove these difficulties. For 
oür other lands you engaged to give us, from 
their avails, at first twelve hundred and fifty 
thousand dollars; by refusing this compromise 
you have withheld from us our money ; hazarded 
the final payment, and the whole title; and, as 
you have not applied this land to its destined 
object, give it back to us, and we will act for our- 
selves.” i 

Supposing Georgia said this, what could Con- 
gress, regarding moral honesty, say for itself 
without making the compromise? And God for- 
bid that I should suppose a time should, which 
certainly does not now, exist, in which moral 
honesty is not regarded. She could not open her 
mouth. She is bound by every tie either to 
make the compromise, or to cease to make claim 
to these lands under the convention with Geor- 
gia. But, sir, some have supposed it was better, 
among whom appear to be the Committee on 
the Publie Lands, to grant the five millions of 
acres than the choice and alternatives proposed 
inthe bill. They have imagined that, under this 
bill, your moneys derived from your imposts, 
your taxes, or other funds, might be drawn from 
your Treasury. 'This is not so. Ido not pre- 
tend to know whether the claimants will accept 
the lands; but I understand they offer to choose, 
out of the propositions offered to them by your 
President, your Secretary of the Treasury, and 
your great law officer. I think this offer on their 
part fair and honorable; and when they surren- 
der more than seven-eighths of what your judges 
have decided to be their rights, I cannot conceive 
it unreasonable to leave them to take the alterna- 
tives offered by your own agents. 

Sir, I can easily conceive of reasons which, 
while they do not injure the nation, will induce 
the claimants to prefer the stock resting on the 
land to the land itself. 1st. It is seventeen years 
since they purchased; many of the former hold- 
ers are dead, and their widows and orphans look 
to this property as the means of support. Yes, 
sir, widows and orphans, who, in consequence of 
these contracts, innocently entered into on the 
part of their decesed husbands and parents, have 
been driven from a state of ease and affluence to 
that of wretchedness and misery. 2d. The land 
which is proposed to be conveyed to them is sub- 
ject to Indian claim, which cannot be removed 
till it suits the policy of Government. 3d. These 
people, who want the avails to uphold life, if al- 
lowed by the President to buy of the Indians, 
instead of gaining the means of a support, will 
be compelled to sacrifice the property ; or, if they 
possess it, to put forth more money to place it in 
a state of activity. 

On the other hand, the Government has hith- 
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erto kept the monopoly of Western lands, and it 
cannot be for their Interests to have five millions 
of acres to compete with her in the market. 

There is not the least sacrifice on the part of 
Government. The five millions of acres Geor- 
gia conveyed to effect the compromise. By law 
ihese five millions cannot be sold short of ten 
millions of dollars. And what is it the bill offers 
at most? In lieu of the five millions of acres, a 
fund of two and a half millions of dollars, paya- 
ble with interest, out of the avails of these lands, 
and out of nothing else; and after the previous 
debt of twelve hundred and fifty thousand dollars 
shall have been paid to Georgia— which, instead 
of two dollars, is only half a dollar per acre, and 
interest on that half dollar till sale—or five mil- 
lions of dollars without interest, payable after 
Georgia is thus paid, and out of no other fund 
than the lands themselves. So that five millions 
of dollars from the sales of the very lands appro- 
priated is reserved by Government for Indian 
title and other expense, which is equal to one- 
half of the value. 

The plain amount of the bill is this: Con- 
gress, to gain a clear title to forty millions of 
aeres of lands, which the Supreme Court have 
decided belong to individuals, are to keep at the 
Treasury a separate account of the avails of the 
sales of these lands; and out of these avails, in 
the first place, they are to pay to Georgia twelve 
hundred and fifty thousand dollars, and then to 
the honest purchasers two and a half millions of 
dollars, with interest, or five millions of dollars 
without interest ; and, after these payments are 
made, they are to put into the national Treasury 
all the avails of the residue of the forty millions 
of acres, which, at the public price for lands, will 
be seventy-three millions of dollars clear profit ; 
or. they are to hazard the whole, as well as Geor- 
gia her one million two hundred and fifty thou- 
sand dollars, upon the doubtful chance of a future 
change in the opinion of the Supreme Court. 
Can it be a dictate of prudence to incur this 
hazard? 

The interests of the people of the Mississippi 
Territory loudly demand this compromise. 1t 
is necessary for their prosperity that the wilder- 
ness should be cultivated ; that their population 
should be increased, and every facility should be 
given to new settlers. But we must remember, 
and here I beg gentlemen to remember, that 
when they are formed into a State the Yazoo 
claimants can bring ejectment, and force the 
honest planter to come here, to vindicate his 
title before the Supreme Court; and the whole 
country will be in dispute. From hence will 
arise scenes of confusion, expense, and every 
evil which attends a state of uncertainty. 

I beg pardon of the gentleman from Georgia 
for venturing the assertion; but, sir, to my mind, 
itis apparent that the interest of the people of 
Georgia requires this compromise. We are at 
War, and none of our treasuries are overflowing. 
Pass this bill, and it gives to Georgia a prompt 
payment of above twelve hundred and fifty thou- 
sand dollars, by enabling her now to make use 


of that amount in her treasury, arising from 
these lands, under such circumstances that she 


| cannot now use it, without a breach of the pub- 


lic faith. 

By passing the bill, all doubts as to our title 
will be removed. The sales will become more 
active, and, not to mention the present hazard, 
she will sooner receive her million and a fourth 
of dollars. She is anxious about her Southern 
frontier, and does she overlook entirely her 
Western? Isit of no moment to her to have the 
country opened between her capital and Mobile? 
To-make her interior the thoroughfare for all 
the Atlantic people visiting Louisiana? Does 
she prefer the savage to the planter and farmer 
for neighbor? And, sir, who is there that does 
not know that while these claims remain uncom- 
promised the Indian title will remain, and con- 
sequently these lands be kept from market ? 

Once more, sir; these claimants are considered 
by the Eastern Legislatures as fully entitled to 
relief. They have more than once expressed 
this opinion, unitedly, and not by party or for 
party purposes. And would it not be consoling 
to the honorable feelings of the people of Geor- 
gia, to know that these innocent persons are re- 
lieved from evils, which arose from their own 
misplaced confidence, and to give this evidence 
of their regard for the opinions of the sister 
States ? 

Sir, the passage of this bill will materially 
advance the prosperity of the whole people west 
of the Alleghany. It is well known that New 
Orleans is their market: that they descend by 
water, and return by land; that in returning they 
have to pass through these disputed lands, for 
four hundred miles, which are and will be a wil- 
derness until this dispute is settled; and the hard- 
ships, expense, and risks of life and property, 
frora thence resulting, is apparent to every person 
of reflection. It really increases the expense of 
freight upon the whole products of the West. 

Sir,in addition to the reasons I have assigned 
in favor of this compromise, allow me to remark, 
that the inhabitants of the Mississippi are much 
exposed to the aggressions of foreign Powers, 
feeble from want of numbers, and hemmed in 
by powerful savages; that the importance of 
that section of the country to this nation is in- 
calculable, while its means of self-defence are 
weak indeed : and from hence I infer, and I think 
justly, that in a national view it is a matter of 
the first importance to compromise these dis- 
putes, to purchase the Indian title, and to open 
the country under such circumstances as are best 
calculated to produce a numerous and hardy 
population, 

Had this dispute been compromised under Mr. 
Adams’s Administration, and the lands offered in 
market, there would have been no more need of 
an army to protect the Mississippi than there is 
of an army to protect the Potomac; and the mo- 
neys already expended in supporting our troops 
in that quarter, vastly exceed the sum that ever 
would have been necessary to effect a compro- 
mise. Yet most of this money might have been 
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saved, and been now in your Treasury; for the 
compromise might .have been, as it now can be 
effected, without costing the nation onecent either 
in money orinland. ^ DEM 


The protection of the Mississippi, from this 


day to the end of next Septembér, will cost us 
Tore than the. amount proposed to be paid from 
the lands for a compromise. The same evil will 
and must exist; as long as the same policy is pur- 
sued. A country exposed to a foreign enemy, 
weak in its population, rich and inviting in its 
character, commanding the outiet-of more than 
a million of persons, half surrounded by power- 
ful savages, and distant more than four hundred 
miles from a vigorous yeomanry, must be pro- 
tected by regular troops, and at a great expense. 

Believing, sir, as I most religiously do, that 
these injured and suffering claimants havea right 
to demand this act of justice at our hands—be- 
lieving that the faith of the nation is in a degree 
pledged to settle these disputed claims ; and, be- 
lieving also, that the true, sound policy of the 
nation, requires that we should do it—I should 
be criminal to myself—Ishould be criminal to 
those by whose partiality I am now permitted to 
address you—I should be criminal to the Ameri- 
can people, were I to withhold my support from 
the passage of the bill. 

Mr. Cray moved that the Committee rise and 
report progress, with a view: to lay the subject 
over for the session ; which he.supported on the 
ground that there was not time to discuss the sub- 
ject fully during the present limited session, with- 
out neglecting ‘business of immediate and press- 
ing importance. 

Mr. Crav's motion was opposed by Messrs. 
Potnpexrer, WnicnT, and Wingery, and sup- 
ported by Mr. Biss; when the question was 
taken and carried—yeas 63, nays 48. 

The Committee then rose and reported pro- 
gress; and the question arose whether the Com- 
mittee should have leave to sit again; which, 
(after some observations from Mr. Stow, in favor 
of leave) was decided by yeas and nays—for 
granting leave 53, against it 65, as follows. 

Yxas—Daniel Avery, Ezekiel Bacon, John Baker, 
Abijah Bigelow, Harmanus Bleecker, Adam Boyd, 
James Breckenridge, Elijah Brigham, Francis Carr, 
Epaphroditus Champion, Martin Chittenden, Richard 
Cutts, John Davenport, jun., Samuel Dinsmoor, Wil- 
liam Ely, James Emott, James Fisk, Asa Fitch, Thos. 
R. Gold, Charles Goldsborough, Thomas P. Grosvenor, 
John A. Harper, Richard Jackson, jr., Philip B. Key, 
Lyman Law, Joseph Lewis, jr., Archibald McBryde, 
James Milnor, Samuel L. Mitchill, Jonathan O. Mose- 
ley, Thomas Newbold, T'imothy Pitkin, jr., Benjamin 
Pond, Peter B. Porter, Elisha R. Potter, Josiah Quincy, 
William Reed, William M. Richardson, Thomas Sam- 
mons, Samuel Shaw, Philip Stuart, Silas Stow, Lewis 
B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, 
Peleg Tallman, Uri Tracy, Charles Turner, jr., Pierre 
Van Cortlandt, Laban Wheaton, Leonard White, Wil- 
liam Widgery, and Robert Wright. 

Naxs— Willis Alston, jr, William Anderson, Stev- 
enson Archer, David Bard, William Barnett, Burwell 
Bassett, William W. Bibb, William Blackledge, Robert 
Brown, William A. Burwell, William Butler, John C. 


Calhoun, Matthew Clay, James Cochran, Jolin Clop- 
ton, William Crawford, Roger Davis, Joseph Desha, 
Elias Earle, Meshack Franklin, Thomas Gholson, 
Peterson Goodwyn, Edwin Gray, Isaiah L. Green, 
Felix Grundy, Bolling. Hall, Obed Hall, Aylett 
Hawes, John M. Hyneman, Richard M. Johnson, Jos. 
Kent, William Kennedy, William R. King, Abner La- 
cock, Peter Little, William Lowndes, Aaron Lyle, 
Nathaniel Macon, Thomas Moore, William. McCoy, 
Samuel McKee, Arunah Metcalf, James Morgan, Jer- 
emiah Morrow, Hugh Nelson, Thomas Newton, Ste- 
phen Ormsby, Joseph Pearson, Israel Pickens, Wil- 
liam Piper, James Pleasants, jr, Samuel Ringgold, 
John Roane, Jonathan Roberts, Ebenezer Sage, Lem- 
uel Sawyer, Adam Seybert, John Smith, Richard 
Stanford, William Strong, George M. Troup, Robert 
Whitehill, David R. Williams, Thomas Wilson, and 
Richard Winn. 

On motion of Mr. Pornpexrnr, the bill and: 
report on the subject, made by the Committee of 
Publie Lands, was ordered to lie on the table. 
Motion carried—yeas 60, nays 50. 


Tuespay, February 10. 


Mr. Mitnor presented a memorial of the Penn- 
sylvania Society for promoting the Abolition of 
Slavery, complaining that American vessels, nav- 
igated by American citizens, are engaged in the 
African slave trade, under the flags of foreign na- 
tions, and praying that Congress will take this 
subject into consideration, and pass such laws as 
will remedy the evil of which they complain.— 
Referred to a select committee; and Mr. MILNOR, 


Mr. Rogerson, Mr. Grosvenor, Mr. WHEATON, 
and Mr. EARLE, were appointed the committee. 


Mr. Lewis presented a petition of sundry in- 
habitants of Georgetown, in the District of Co- 
lumbia, praying that an act may be passed author- 
izing them to make a turnpike road from George- 
town, in the direction of Leesburg, in the State 
of Virginia, to the boundary of the said District.— 
Referred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia. 

The engrossed bill authorizing the appointment 
of additional officers in the Territories of the 
United States, was read a third time, and passed ; 
and also the bill authorizing the discharge of Dan- 
iel Updike from his imprisonment; the bill for 
the relief of Samuel Ellis; and the bill giving 
further time for registering claims to land in the 
Territory of Orleans, now State of Louisiana. 

The House then resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the bill for releasing to the 
owners of privateers all claims of the United 
States, under the non-importation law, to British 
property taken on board of American vessels. 

After some minutes spent in Committee of the 
Whole, the Committee rose, reported progress 
and obtained leave to sit again. 

DUANE’S HAND-BOOK. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the bill * establishing an elemen- 
tary exercise for the infantry of the militia and 
Army of the United States.” 

[The bill proposes the adoption of the system 
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entitled “ A Hand-book for Infantry,” the author 
of which is William Duane, as the system of 
elementary exercise for the infantry of the mi- 
litia and Ármy of the United States.] 

A letter from the present Secretary of War to 
the Military Committee recommends the adop- 
tion of this system. 

Mr.. Turner opposed the bill, on account of 
defects which he alleged in the proposed system. 

Mr. WiLLiAMS warmly defended it, and at 
some length advocated its adoption. 

: Mr. Waicar said a few words in its favor; 
and the Committee rose and reported the bill with- 
out amendment. ; 

On the question of engrossing the bill fora 
third reading, considerable debate took place, Mr. 
TaLLMADGE and Mr. Quincy opposing, and Mr. 
WiLLiaMs and Mr. Jounson supporting it. 

A motion was made by Mr. Turner to amend 
the bill, so as to confine its effects to the Army of 
the United States, and not to extend it to the 
militia; which motion was negatived ; and the 
bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing. 

NATURALIZATION LAWS. 


On motion of Mr. Lacock, the House resolved 
itself intoa Committee of the Whole, on the bill 
to amend the naturalization laws of the United 
States; which, having been amended in Commit- 
tee, was reported to the House. 

Mr. Lacocx moved to amend the bill by ex- 
tending the naturalization of aliens to all those 
“ who have heretofore or may within nine months 
hereafter, declare their intention agreeably to law 
to become citizens of the United States,” and de- 
claring that they may be admitted as such. 

This motion was negatived.—For the amend- 
ment 45, against it 48. 

On the question of concurrence with the com- 
mittee in striking out the second section of the 
bill, which deprives of his right to the privileges 
of citizenship any citizen who shall depart from 
and remain without the limits of the United States 
for a term of two years—the yeas and nays were, 
for striking out the section 71, against it 43, as 
follows : 

Yeas—Willis Alston, jr, William Anderson, Stev- 
enson Archer, Daniel Avery, John Baker, David Bard, 
William Barnett, William W. Bibb, William Black- 
ledge, Adam Boyd, Robert Brown, William Butler, 
John C. Calhoun, Langdon Cheves, James Cochran, 
John Clopton, William Crawford, Roger Davis, Joseph 
Desha, Samuel Dinsmoor, Elias Earle, William Find- 
ley, Asa Fitch, Meshack Franklin, Thomas Gholson, 
Thomas R. Gold, Peterson Goodwyn, Isaiah L. Green, 
Felix Grundy, Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, A ylett Hawes, 
John M. Hyneman, Richard M. Johnson, Joseph Kent, 
William Kennedy, William R. King, Abner Lacock, 
William Lowndes, Aaron Lyle, Thomas Moore, Sam- 
uel McKee, Alexander McKim, Samuel L. Mitchill, 
James Morgan, Jeremiah Morrow, Hugh Nelson, An- 
thony New, Thomas Newton, William Piper, James 
Pleasants jr., Benjamin Pond, Samuel Ringgold, John 
Rhea, John Roane, Jonathan Roberts, Ebenezer Sage, 
Ebenezer Seaver, Adam Seybert, Samuel Shaw, George 
Smith, John Smith, Richard Stanford, William Strong, 


John Taliaferro, George M. Troup, Robert Whitehill, 
David R. Williams, William Widgery, Richard Winn, 
and Robert Wright. 

Nays—Ezekiel Bacon, Abijah Bigelow, Harmanus 
Bleecker, James Breckenridge, Elijah Brigham, Wil- 
liam A. Burwell, Epaphroditus Champion, Martin 
Chittenden, Lewis Condict, John Davenport, jr., Wil- 
liam Ely, James Emott, James Fisk, Thomas P. Gros- 
venor, Jacob Hufty, Philip B. Key, Lyman Law, Joseph 
Lewis, jr., William McCoy, James Milnor, Jonathan 
O. Moseley, Thomas Newbold, Joseph Pearson, Israel 
Pickens, Timothy Pitkin, jun., Elisha R. Potter, Josiah 
Quincy, John Randolph, William Reed, Thomas B. 
Robertson, William Rodman, Lemuel Sawyer, John 
Sevier, Philip Stuart, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Tag- 
gart, Peleg Tallman, Uri Tracy, Charles Turner, jr., 
Pierre Van Cortlandt, Laban Wheaton, Leonard White, 
and Thomas Wilson. 


The bill having been thusamended, was ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 


Wepnespay, February 17. 


The engrossed bill supplementary to the sever- 
al acts on the subject of an uniform rule of nat- 
uralization, was read a third time. 

Mr. Bacon opposed its passage on the ground 
of the impolicy of encouraging the emigration of 
alien enemies during the existence of war; and 
concluded a short speech against the bill by mov- 
ing its commitment toa Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. Grundy supported the motion, on the. 
ground of defects in the detail of the bilJ, which 
he wished to amend. 

The motion, for recommitment, was carried by 
a large majority, and the bill made the order of 
the day for Monday. : 

The engrossed bill establishing an Elementary 
Exercise for the infantry of the army and militia 
of the United States, was read a third time, and 
passed.—F'or the bill 56, against it 28.: 

The House then resolved into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the bill making appropriation for 
the support of Government for the year 1813; 
and the blanks in the bill having been filled with 
the several sums moved by the Chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, the Committee 
rose and reported the bill; and the amendments 
having been agreed to, the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading. 


WAR TAXES. 


Mr. LirTLE introduced the following resolution, 
with some remarks in favor of the policy of the 
non-importation act, to which he avowed him- 
self to be very friendly, and to the suspension of 
which he was opposed: 

“Resolved, That the Committee of Waysand Means 
be, and hereby are, instructed to report to this House a 
bill or bills laying taxes for the support of the war." 

The question of consideration of this resolution 
was decided in the affirmative, by yeasand nays— 
for consideration 66, against it 38, as follows: 

Yzas—William Anderson, Stevenson Archer, Eze- 
kiel Bacon, David Bard, William Barnett, William 
Blackledge, Harmanus Bleecker, Robert Brown, Wil- 
liam A. Burwell, William Butler, John C. Calhoun, 
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John Clopton, William Crawfórd; Richard Cutts, Roger 
Davis, John Dawson, Joseph Desha, William Findley, 
Meshack Franklin, Thomas Gholson, Peterson Good- 


wyn, Isaiah L. Green, Felix Grundy, Bolling. Hall, 


Aylett Hawes, John M. Hyneman, Richard .M. John- 
son, William Kennedy, William R. King, Abner La- 
cock, Peter Little, William Lowndes, Aaron Lyle, 
Thomas Moore, William McCoy, Alexander McKim, 


Arunah Metcalf, James Morgan, Jeremiah Morrow, 


Hugh Nelson, Thomas Newton, Stephen Ormsby, Is- 
rael Pickens, William, Piper, James Pleasants, junior, 


Benjamin Pond, William Reed, John Rhea, John 


Roane, Jonathan Roberts Thomas B. Robertson, Ebe- 


nezer Sage, Thomas Sammons, Ebenezer Seaver, 
Adam Seybert, George Smith, John Smith, Silas Stow, 
John Taliaferro, Peleg Tallman, Charles Turner, jun., 
Leonard White, Robert Whitehill, David R. Williams, 
Richard Winn, and Robert Wright—66. 

Nays—Willis Alston, junior, John Baker, James 
Breckenridge, Elijah Brigham, Francis Carr, Epaphro- 
ditus Champion, Martin Chittenden, Matthew Clay, 
James Cochran, John Davenport, jun., William Ely, 
Asa Fitch, Charles Goldsborough, Edwin Gray, Tho- 
mas P. Grosvenor, Obed Hall, John A. Harper, Rich- 
ard Jackson, jun., Lyman Law, Joseph Lewis, junior, 
Samuel McKee, Jonathan O. Moseley, Thomas New- 
bold, Elisha R. Potter, Josiah Quincy, Williem Rod- 
man, Lemuel, Sawyer, Samuel Shaw, Richard Stan- 
ford, Philip Stuart, William Strong, Lewis B. Sturges, 
Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Uri Tracy, 
George M. Troup, Laban Wheaton, and Thomas Wil- 
son—38. ore 


The resolution being thus presented to the 
House for its adoption— 

A desultory debate of two hours took place on 
it, in the course of which a motion was made by 
Mr. Gronpy to lay the resolution on the table, 
and negatived—60 to 45. 

The following was the course of the debate, 
which was of too irregular a nature to be report- 
ed entire. 

Mr. Grunpy opposed the motion, because it 
had already been declared impracticable, by the 
Committee of Ways and Means, to act properly 
on the subject at the present session. 

Mr. Li?TLB supported it, on the ground of his 
opposition to a suspension of the non-importation 
act, a measure which he reprobated as injurious 
to the manufactures of our country and weaken- 
ing our measures against Great Britain, of which 
he considered the non-importation act to be as 
powerful as any. i 

Mr. Srow advocated the motion, because he 
wished the House to redeem the pledge given at 
the last session that taxes would`be laid at this, 
aud to observe something like consistency in their 
proceedings. 

Mr. Wricut was also warmly in favor of the 
measure, and rather imputed blame to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means for not having before 
acted on this subjeet, without waiting for instruc- 
tions from the House. 

Mr. Bins replied to the remarks which had 
been made in favor of the resolution. At the 
last session it was presumed that it would be ne- 
cessary to lay taxes at this session ; but the reve- 
nue accruing in the intermediate time had swelled 


so far beyond its anticipated amount as. to render 
it unnecessary to levy taxes for the service of the 
ensuing year. he 

_ Mr. Wricar again spoke in favor of the mọ- 
tion. . 

Mr. RicHARDSON was decidedly in favor of a 
repeal or modification of the nou-importation act, 
though he believed both that measure and the 
imposition of taxes would be necessary to supply 
the revenue. . . : 

Mr. McKim was in favor of the motion, because: 
he was opposed to the suspension or weakening 
of the non-importation act. 

Mr. Cueves spoke at length in defence of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and in demon- 
stration of the impracticability of acting on the 
subject properly at the present session. Sitting 
day and night, and passing by all other business, 
a proper system of taxation could not be digested 
and put into the form of law before the end of the 
session. "Two only, out of fourteen of the bills it 
would be necessary to pass to carry the system 
proposed at the last session into effect, would re- 
quire the whole of the present session to perfect 
them. The passage of a system of taxation, be- 
sides, would not obviate the necessity of the pas- 
sage of the law for suspending partially the non- 
importation act. It would. require both. The 
taxes, he agreed, must be laid, but could not at 
the present session. 

Mr. Wnicnr replied. 

Mr. Srow again spoke. He would, if all the 
tax bills could. not be passed, at'least pass one, 
and break the charm which seemed to withhold 
the House from touching the subject. 

Mr. ArcuER moved to strike out the whole of 
the resolution, for the purpose of inserting an in- 
struetion to the Committee of Ways and Means 
to report a bill or bills, pursuant to the report of 
the Committee of Ways and Means on this sub- 
ject, which passed the House on the 4th day of 
March, 1812. 

This modification of the motion was accepted 
by Mr. LITTLE. 

Mr. Cueves then withdrew his objection to the 
motion, as it contained a definite instruction, and 
he felt a delicacy as a member of the Committee 
of Ways and Means in opposing it, though he 
was convinced it would be impracticable to pass 
the bills at the present session. 

Mr. Roserts opposed the motion, and express- 
ed his regret that the discussion, which was fixed 
for to-morrow, should be forestalled by this reso- 
lution. 

Mr. Jounson warmly opposed the motion, as 
going to cast censure on a committee which had 
labored day and night in its vocation, and requir- 
ing them to originate measures which they had 
already declared it impracticable to act on at the 
present session, &c. 

Mr. WipczRY also spoke against the motion, 
decidedly. 

The question on the adoption of the resolution, 
as modified by Mr. AncnER, was decided as fol- 
lows: 

Yzis— William Anderson, Stevenson Archer, David 
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Bard, William Barnett, William W. Bibb, Robert 
Brown, William A. Burwell, William Butler, John 
C. Calhoun, Langdon Cheves, John Clopton, William 
Crawford, John Dawson, Joseph Desha, Elias Earle, 
Meshack Franklin, Thomas Gholson, Peterson Good- 
wyn, Isaiah L Green, Felix Grundy, Aylett Hawes, 
Jacob Hufty, Abner Lacock, Peter Little, William 
. Lowndes, Aaron Lyle, Thomas Moore, Arunah Met- 
éalf, Hugh Nelson, Thomas Newton, James Pleasants, 
junior, John Roane, Jonathan Roberts, Thomas B. 
Robertson, Ebenezer Sage, Thomas Sammons, Ebene- 
zer Seaver, Adam Seybert, Samuel Shaw, George 
Smith, John Smith, Silas Stow, John Taliaferro, Rob- 
ert Whitehill, David R. Williams, Richard Winn, and 
Rohert Wright—47. 

Yeas— Willis Alston, junior, Daniel Avery, Ezekiel 
Bacon, John Baker, William Blackledge, Adam Boyd, 
James Breckenridge, Francis Carr, Epaphroditus 
Champion, Martin Chittenden, Matthew Clay, James 
Cochran, Lewis Condict, Richard Cutts, John Daven- 
port, junior, Roger Davis, Samuel Dinsmoor, William 
Ely, James Fisk, Asa Fitch, Thomas R. Gold, Charles 
Goldsborough, Edwin Gray, Thomas P. Grosvenor, 
Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, John A. Harper, John M. 
Hyneman, Richard Jackson, jr., Richard M. Johnson, 
William Kennedy, Joseph Kent, William R. King, 
Lyman Law, Joseph Lewis, jr, Nathaniel Macon, 
Archibald McBryde, William McCoy, Samuel McKee, 
Alexander McKim, James Milnor, James Morgan, Jer- 
emiah Morrow, Jonathan O. Moseley, Thomas New- 
bold, Stephen Ormsby, Joseph Pearson, Israel Pickens, 
William Piper, Timothy Pitkin, jr, Peter B. Porter, 
Elisha R. Potter, John Rhea, William Rodman, Lem- 
uel Sawyer, John Sevier, Richard Stanford, Philip 
Stuart, William Strong, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Tag- 
gart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Uri Tracy, George M. 
Troup, Charles T'urner, jr., Pierre Van Cortlandt, La- 
ban b William Widgery, and Thomas Wil- 
son—69. 


A communication of a confidential nature was 
announced from the Senate: On which, the House 
was cleared of all persons, except the Members 
and officers of the House, and the doors were 
closed, and after remaining so for some time, they 
were again opened; and the House adjourned. 


Tuurspay, February 18. 


Mr. Newton, from the Committee of Com- 
merce and Manufactures, reported a bill to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Treasury to provide 
new certificates of registry; which was read 
twice, and committted to a Committee of the 
Whole to-morrow. 

Mr. Guorsow, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported the bill from the Senate “ for the relief 
of John Redfield, junior," without amendment, 
and the bill was ordered to be read the third time 
to-morrow. 

On motion of Mr. TALLMAN, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs inquire into the expediency of placing on the 
pension list of the United States all officers and 
seamen that may be wounded on board of any of 
the revenue cutters of the United States, in the 
line of their duty, and that they have leave to 
report by bill, or otherwise. 

An engrossed bill making appropriations for 


the support of Government for the year 1813, was 
read the third time, and passed. 

A message from the Senate informed the 
House that the Senate have passed a bill “ vest- 
ing in the. United States the power of retaliation 
in the cases therein specified.” 

The bill was read twice and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill for the relief of Susanna 
Wiley. The bill was reported without amend- 
ment, and ordered to be engrossed, and read the 
third time to-morrow. 

The House resolved itself intoa Committee of 
the Whole on the bill from the Senate for the re- 
lief of Reuben Attwater. The bill was reported 
without amendment, and ordered to be read the 
third time to-morrow. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed a “joint resolution 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States, respecting the mode of elect- 
ing Electors of President aud Vice President ;" in 
which they desire the concurrence of this House. 

On motion of Mr. Runa, the House resolved 
itself into a Committee of the Whole, on the bill 
in addition to the act regulating the Post Office 
Establishment. 

The Committee rose and reported the bill to 
the House, without amendment, when it was 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time to- 
day. The bill was subsequently read a third 
time and passed. . 

The House went into Committee of the Whole 
on the bil! allowing further time for delivering 
the evidence in support of claims to land in the 
Territory of Missouri, and for regulating the do- 
nation grants therein. "The bill was reported to 
the House with sundry amendments, and was 
ordered to be engrossed fora third reading to- 
morrow. 

On motion of Mr, Cueves, the House went 
into a Committee of the whole House, on the 
bill regulating foreign coins. 

[The bill provides that all foreign gold and 
silver coins shall be legal tender, and fixes the 
value thereof, and limits the operation of the act 
to five years.] 

The bill passed through the Committee of the 
Whole, was reported to the House and ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill for the encouragement of Vaccination 
passed through a Committee of the Whole, with- 
out amendment, and it was ordered to be engros- 
sed and read a third time to-morrow. 

The bill to alter the times of holding the dis- 
trict courts of New York and Virginia, passed 
through a Committee of the whole House, and 
On motion it was ordered to lie on the table. 


CAPTURED PROPERTY. 
_ On motion of Mr. Lirrig, the House resolved 
itself into a Committee of the Whole, on the bill 
remitting the claim of the United States to cer- 
tain goods, wares, &c., captured by the private 
armed vessels of the United States. 
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Mr. McKim, under the belief that the bill as it 
now stands does nót place privateers on a better 
footing than before, and does not answer.the.ob- 
ject intended by the resolution which produced 
it, proposed the following substitute by way of 
amendment: : ; 

“That all right and claim of the United States to 
British property, which may have been captured by 
American privateers, arising from forfeiture under any 
provision of the act entitled ‘An act to prohibit com- 
mercial intercourse between the United States and 
Great Britain and France, and their dependencies, and 
for other purposes,’ and an act entitled ‘An act concern- 
ing the commercial intercourse between Great Britain 
and France and their dependencies and for other pur- 
poses,’ and an act supplementary to the last mentioned 
Act, be, and the same is hereby, relinquished for the 
benefit of the owners, officers, and crews of the priva- 
teers respectively that may have captured the same.” 

This amendment produced some discussion, in 
which Messrs. McKim and WnicenT advocated 
the motion, and Messrs. RosERTS and Fisx op- 
posed it; when the question was taken and. lost, 
without a division. 

Mr. RoszRTS moved to amend the bill, so as to 
include captures made of goods which were ship- 
ped anterior to as well as since the declaration of 
war was known. in England. This amendment 
was adopted, 46 to 32. 

The Committee then rose, reported the bill to the 
House; as amended; the amendments were con- 
curred in, and. the bill ordered to be engrossed 

-and read a third time to-morrow, 47 to 39. 


Fripay, February 19. 


Another member, to wit: from New Hampshire, 
GEORGE SULLIVAN, appeared, and took his seat. 

Mr. McKim presented a memorial of sundry in- 
habitants of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland, 

'remonstrating against a repeal of the non-impor- 
tation acts, and suggesting the necessity of fur- 
ther legal provisions more effectually to enforce 
the said acts.—Referred to the Committee of the 
- Whole. ; 

Mr. TaLLman, from the committee appointed 
on the seventeenth instant, reported a bill author- 
zing the discharge of John McMaster from con- 
finement; which was read twice and committed 
to a Committee of the Whole on Friday next. 

An engrossed bill for the relief of Susannah 
Wiley was read the third time, and passed. 

The engrossed bill regulating the currency of 
foreign coins, was read a third time, and passed 
without opposition. 

The engrossed - bill to encourage vaccination, 
by allowing all letters to and from an agent, to 
be appointed to preserve the true and genuine vac- 
cine matter, to be free of postage, was read a third 
time; and, after the rejection of a motion to re- 
commit it for amendment, made by Mr. Wir- 
LIAMS, and of a motion to postpone indefinitely, 
by Mr. Sranronrp, it was amended by general 
consent, and passed. 

The bill from the Senate for the relief of John 
Redfield, junior, was read a third time; the bill 


for the relief of Reuben Attwater, and the bill 
allowing further time for delivering evidence in 
support of claims to land in the Territory of Mis- 
souri, were read a third time, and passed. ` 

_ The joint resolution from the Senate “ propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States respecting the mode of electing 
Electors of President and Vice President of the 
United States,” was read twice, and committed 
to the: Committee of the Whole on the state of- 
the Union. 


CAPTURED PROPERTY. 


The engrossed bill to release the claims of the 
United States on certain goods, wares, and mer- 
chandise, captured by private armed vessels, was 
read a third time, and debated. 

The bill was passed by the following vote, by 
yeas and nays—for the bill 38, against it 52: 

Yras—Willis Alston, junior, William Anderson, 
William Barnett, William Blackledge, Robert Brown, 
William A. Burwell, William Butler, John C. Calhoun, 
Matthew Clay, James Cochran, John Clopton, Lewis 
Condict, William Crawford, Richard Cutts, Roger Da- 
vis, Joseph Desha, Samuel Dinsmoor, William Find- 
ley, Isaiah L. Green, Felix Grundy, Bolling Hall, 
Obed Hall, John A. Harper, John M. Hyneman, Rich- 
ard M. Johnson, William Kennedy, Joseph Kent, 
William R. King, Peter Little, Aaron Lyle, William 
McCoy, Alexander McKim, Arunah Metcalf, Samuel 
L. Mitchill, James Morgan, Jeremiah Morrow, Hugh 
Nelson, Thomas Newton, Stephen Ormsby, Israel Pick- 
ens, William Piper, Benjamin Pond, Peter B. Porter, 
John Rhea, John Roane, Jonathan Roberts, ‘Thomas 
B. Robertson, Ebenezer Sage, Lemuel Sawyer, Eben- 
ezer Seaver, John Sevier, Samuel Shaw, George Smith, 
John Smith, William Strong, Robert Whitehill, Da- 
vid R. Williams, and Robert Wright. 

Naxs—Stevenson Archer, Ezekie! Bacon, John Ba- 
ker, William W. Bibb, Abijah Bigelow, Harmanus 
Bleecker, Adam Boyd, Elijah Brigham, Epaphroditus 
Champion, Langdon Cheves, Martin Chittenden, John 
Davenport, jr., William Ely, James Emott, Asa Fitch, 
Thomas Gholson, Thomas R. Gold, Charles Goldsbo- 
rough, Edwin Gray, Thomas P. Grosvenor, Aylett 
Hawes, Jacob Hufty, Richard Jackson, junior, Lyman 
Law, Joseph Lewis, jun., William Lowndes, Archibald 
McBryde, Samuel McKee, James Milnor, Jonathan O. 
Moseley, Thomas Newbold, Joseph Pearson, Timothy 
Pitkin, jr, James Pleasants, jr., Elisha R. Potter, Jo- 
siah Quincy, John Randolph, William Reed, William 
M. Richardson, William Rodman, Daniel Sheffey, 
Richard Stanford, Philip Stuart, Lewis B. Sturges, 
Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Peleg Tall- 
man, Uri Tracy, Charles Turner, jr., Pierre Van Cort- 
landt, Laban Wheaton, and Leonard White. 


EXTRA SESSION. 


Mr. Grunpy, after a few observations on the 
impracticability of laying the taxes necessary to 
produce a revenue for 1814, at the present ses- 
sion, and the difficulty of passing the bill now 
before the House for suspending the non-impor- 
tation, if indeed it passed at all, and the conse- 
quent necessity for an earlier meeting of Con- 
gress than usual, offered the following resolution 
for consideration : 


* Resolved, That it is expedient that the Thirteenth 


1083 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


1084 


H. or R. 


Extra Session. 


Ferrvary, 1813. 


Congress should assemble on the last Monday in May 
next, and that a committee be appointed to bring in a 
bill providing therefor.” 

Mr. G. also observed that the fate of this reso- 
lution would test the propriety of proceeding at 
this time in the discussion of the bill for the 
modification of the non-importation act. 

Mr. Biss said he was pleased at the introduc- 
tion of this resolution, with the object avowed, 
of testing the expediency of discussing the late 
report of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
in which he had in part concurred. The ungra- 
cious manner in which that report had been re- 
ceived by the House, and the debate which took 
place yesterday, had satisfied Mr. B.’s mind that 
there was no probability of passing the Dill at 
the present session. The question then arose, 
whether any public good could arise from a dis- 
cussion without a probability of obtaining a de- 
cision on it. He was satisfied that no good would 
result. He was convinced the bill reported by 
the committee ought to pass; but, perceiving so 
many of a different opinion, he was disposed to 
concur in the resolution, in order to postpone the 

_ subject to the next session. 

Mr. Roperts expressed his regret that the res- 
olution had been brought forward, because he 
thought it misjudged and ill timed. The Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, after attending to 
their duty with some sort of diligence, had re- 
ported, as the result of their inquiries, that it 
would be necessary to pass a bill for partially 
'suspending the non-importation act, as well as to 
lay the taxes. It was true the bill had been 
brought forward late; but it had better be dis- 
eussed now than postponed to an extra session, 
when the House would not be as well organized, 
and considerable time must elapse before much 
business could be done. It was important that 
the suspension law at least should pass at the 
present session, if not the taxes also. If the pro- 
ject for a modification of the non-importation 
was not acceptable to the House, there were other 
items in that bill which might be; for instance, 
the increased duty on foreign tonnage, &c. Mr. 
R. concluded his observations by moving that 
the resolution lie on the table. 

Mr. Gronpy said he hoped that if it was not 
the inclination of the House to adopt the resolu- 
tion, they would reject it at once. He was of 
opinion it would be placing the publie credit on 
firmer ground to show that Congress would come 
here in May for the express purpose of providing 
the ways and means, than to proceed hastily to 
suspend, even partially, the non-importation law. 
It was important that the public mind should re- 
ceive no shock at this time; and, although he 
should vote for the bill, if a vote should be taken 
on it, he yet knew that many well-informed men 
were warmly opposed to it, and thought it a dan- 
gerous measure. He was willing to postpone it 
until the public mind should be more settled on 
this subject; and therefore he wished his motion 
now to pass. 

Mr. Biss said delaying a decision on the mo- 
tion would defeat its object; for he should in 


that case feel himself under the necessity of 
calling up the suspension bill immediately. 

Mr. Rozerts observed that a postponement of 
the question of modifying the non-importation 
act, with an eye to the state of the public mind 
on that subject, could answer no end, unless the 
public should be in possession of the facts which 
had influenced the committee to report the bill. 
It would be merely putting off the evil day, with- 
out producing any beneficial effect. Discussion 
need not produce irritation; it had become more 
necessary now, from the memorial on the table 
from Baltimore. The memorial contained alle- 
gations, no doubt proceeding from the impres- 
sions on the minds of these memorialists, which 
must have a prejudicial effect on the public.mind, 
as it was evident that the subject was not cor- 
rectly understood in all its bearings by those who 
had draughted that memorial. 

Mr. Ranvoupg admired the candor of the gen- 
tlemen from Pennsylvania and Tennessee, what- 
ever he might think of their arguments. What 
was the amount of the observations of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, if he understood them ? 
At this time the elections in three of the South- 
ern States—Virginia, North Carolina, and Ten- 
nessee—the result of which would unquestiona- 
bly determine the political complexion of the 
next Congress—had not yet taken place. The 
election in one of them, and that considerably 
the largest, would come on in April next. In 
order to avoid giving offence to the orthodox be- 
lievers in the non-importation act, it was now 
proposed to avoid touching it during the present 
session of Congress, and to postpone it until the 
elections were over. This was what the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania called putting off the 
evil day; while the gentleman from Tennessee 
seemed to think “sufficient for the day is the evil 
thereof.” Again: as the imposition of taxes at 
the present session might not have the happiest 
effect on the elections in these States, this great 
question, to meet which we had screwed our 
courage to the sticking place at the last session of 
Congress, was also to be put off. On the other 
hand, the gentleman from Pennsylvania said that 
the next Congress might be composed of men 
not quite so well organized (not drilled !) as the 
present Congress, aid therefore it would be bet- 
ter to act, now that we have the power, because 
it is not so very certain, if we postpone it, that 
we shall have the power to act, if we have the 
will. These sentiments are openly avowed by 
gentlemen who are in fact leaders of the major- 
ity of the House. Is it possible that the Ameri- 
can people can be imposed upon by so barefaced 
a fetch as this? I, for one, said Mr. R., have no 
objections to an early meeting of Congress, if 
the public service require it. But I will not con- 
sent to lay aside that responsibility which I owe 
to those I represent on this floor, in order to lay 
up a little fund of popularity against the next 
elections. I shall, therefore, vote for the resolu- 
tion’s lying on the table. Mr. R.said the resolu- 
tion in fact looked one way and rowed another. 
[t looked to an earlier convention of the next 
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was in fact,and avowedly, putting off the sus- 
pending law and'the laying of taxes, until ano- 
ther Congress should be elected. "To this he was 
decidedly opposed.’ eae 

Mr..Grunpy disclaimed the motive imputed 
to him by the gentleman from Virginia; he had 
before declared his intention to vote for the sus- 
pending bill; and that declaration ought to have 
shielded him from the gentleman’s remark. Such 
an idea as he had suggested would not have en- 
tered the mind of any one disposed to view the 
subject fairly. The non-importation law must 
be suspended or a double portion of taxes must 
be laid. Ten millions or more must be levied of 
internal taxes, or the non-importation act must 
be repealed or modified. The only question 
was, which was the most eligible mode of rais- 
ing a revenue; to modify the non-im portation 
act, and lay five millions of taxes; or leave it as 
it is, and have five or ten millions more of taxes. 
There was an additional consideration, Mr. G. 
said, which he had omitted to urge. What 
change three or four months might produce in 
thé’ relations of this country with other coun- 
tries was extremely uncertain; no man could 
foretell; a change might take place to make one 
or the other of these measures more or less eli- 
gible, &c. ‘I'he insinuations which had been 
made by the gentleman from Virginia in rela- 
tion to the pending elections, were unfounded as 
to himself, and entitled to no weight. 

Mr. Ranpoupu. said he had made no insinua- 
tion or suggestion whatever in relation to the 
gentleman from Tennessee -or from Pennsylva- 
nia. He had put the gentlemen literally on their 
own ground. There was no occasion or room 
for explanation. With regard, however, to the 
declaration by the gentleman from Tennessee of 
his willingness to vote for a suspension of the 
non-importation act, while his motion, if it pre- 
vailed, would virtually operate to postpone that 
question, his declaration would not operate that 
perfect effect in relation to his motion which the 
gentleman seemed to think it ought to have. 
The gentleman had only to recur to the journals 
of the last session, and he would find his own 
vote, with that of other gentlemen in favor of 
laying taxes—a pledge much sironger than a 
declaration of a disposition to vote for anything— 
and yet the taxes were not, and, probably, would 
not be laid, even at this session. 

Mr. Fisk said he was in favor of the resolu- 
tion, because he was opposed to the present sus- 
pension of the non-importation act. [t was no 
imposition on the nation, nor was he able to un- 
derstand how or why it could be so construed, 
unless the gentleman supposed the repeal might 
have some effect on the elections in Virginia. 
But was it true that it would affect them? Did 


that gentleman depend on the effect of any such | 


measure to secure his own re-election? Mr. F. 
said he should not have mentioned this surmise 
if the gentleman himself had not introduced the 
subject. But he had heard it said that what 
men most think about, they most talk about. 


Why, then, did the gentleman talk about elec- 
tions, or why did-he suppose this motion intended 
merely to operate upon elections? The gentle- 
man may reasonably be supposed to wish the 
taxes to be laid, &c., in order to aid his election. 
more especially as he intends to vote against 
them. The inference is as fair on one side as on 
the other. Such arguments can have no effect. 

Mr. Wricut opposed the resolution, because 
he was clearly of opinion there was ample time 
to lay the taxes at the present session, without 
putting the nation to the expense, and the mem- 
bers to the inconvenience of an extra session. 
The publie credit required they should now be 
acted on, and he was ready to vote for them. He 
was decidedly opposed to a modification of the 
non-importation act, 

Mr. RonERTS disclaimed the meaning Mr. 
RanpourH had imputed to him. He had merely 
meant to say, what every one knew, that it was 
some time after the first convention of every new 
Congress, before they were in a state to proceed 
effectually and regularly with public business. 

The question on the motion for laying the res- 
olution on the table, was decided in the negative. 
For laying it on the table 45, against it 81, as 
follows: 

Yzss—John Baker, Abijah Bigelow, Harmanus 
Bleecker, John C. Calhoun, Langdon Cheves, Martin 
Chittenden, Richard Cutts, John Davenport, jr., Sam- 
uel Dinsmoor, James Emott, William Findley, Meshack 
Franklin, Thomas R. Gold, Charles Goldsborough, 
Isaiah L. Green, Thomas P. Grosvenor, Obed Hall, 


John A. Harper, Aylett Hawes, John M. Hyneman, 


Richard M. Johnson, William Kennedy, Joseph Kent, 


Joseph Lewis, jr., Archibald McBryde, James Milnor, 


Samuel L. Mitchill, Anthony New, Joseph Pearson, 
John Randolph, William Reed, Jonathan Roberts, 
Ebenezer Sage, Thomas Sammons, Ebenezer Seaver, 
Samuel Shaw, Daniel Sheffey, George Smith, Philip 
Stuart, William Strong, Peleg Tallman, Pierre Van 
Cortlandt, William Widgery, Thomas Wilson, and 
Robert Wright. 

Naxs—Willis Alston, jr, William Anderson, Ste- 
venson Archer, Daniel Avery, Ezekiel Bacon, David 
Bard, William Barnett, Burwell Bassett, William W. 
Bibb, Wm. Blackledge, Adam Boyd, Elijah Brigham, 
Robert Brown, William A. Burwell, William Butler, 
Francis Carr, Epaphroditus Champion, Matthew Clay, 
James Cochran, John Clopton, Lewis Condict, Wil- 
liam: Crawford, Roger Davis, John Dawson, Joseph 
Desha, William Ely, James Fisk, Asa Fitch, Thomas 
Gholson, Peterson Goodwyn, Felix Grundy, Bolling 
Hall, Jacob Hufty, Richard Jackson, jr., William R. 
King, Abner Lacock, Lyman Law, Peter Little, Wil- 
liam Lowndes, Aaron Lyle, Nathaniel Macon, Thomas 
Moore, William McCoy, Samuel McKee, Alexander 
McKim, Arunah Metcalf, James Morgan, Jeremiah 
Morrow, Jonathan O. Moseley, Hugh Nelson, ‘Thomas 
Newbold, Thomas Newton, Stephen Ormsby, Israel 
Pickens, William Piper, James Pleasants, jr., Benja- 
min Pond, Peter B. Porter, Elisha R. Potter, Josiah 
Quincy, William M. Richardson, John Rhea, John 
Roane, Thomas B. Robertson, William Rodman, Lem- 
uel Sawyer, John Sevier, John Smith, Richard Stan- 
ford, Silas Stow, Lewis B. Sturges, John Taliaferro, 
Benjamin Tallmadge, Uri Tracy, George M. Troup, 
Charles Turner, jr., Laban Wheaton, Leonard White, 
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Robert. Whitehill, David R. Williams, and Richard 

Winn. ^ 
The question 

resolution. 

Mr. Srow was opposed to it. He dwelt on the 
expense of an exira session, its inconvenience, 
and the injury which might result to the publie 
credit from a postponement of the consideration 
of the ways and means for the next year. He 
was astonished at the aversion to thetaxes. The 
subject of taxation came on by paroxysms; at 
one moment they could not be dispensed with, at 
the next they were postponed, &c. He was very 
anxious that they should now be discussed. 


Mr. Cueves said, in reply to an allusion of 
Mr. Srow, that from the earliest period of the 
last session of Congress, he had seen the necessity 
of adopting a fixed revenue. He had voted 
against a postponement of the subject at the last 

» session, had done everything he could to bring it 
on, and given all the assistance in his power in 
preparing the necessary bills. "True it was, as 
he had before stated, that the late importations 
had obviated the necessity of laying taxes for the 
present year. And he said now, that if the bill 
just reported by the Committee of Ways and 
Means were to pass at the present session, Con- 
gress might at an early session pass the laws for 
laying taxes for the service of the next year; 
though it was indispensable in his opinion that 
some system of revenue should be provided at 
the present session. He should under this im- 
pression vote against the resolution ; although, 
if the resolution prevailed and put by the suspen- 
sion bill, he must of necessity vote for a session 
in May. : 

Mr. Grosvenor also was opposed to the reso- 
lution, and dwelt on the expense and inconveni- 
ence of an extra session. ‘These considerations, 
however, would yield to stronger arguments in 
favor of the measure; but none such had been 
urged. In every point of view the bill for mod- 
ifying or repealing the non-importation act ought 
to pass, lf we remained at war, the want of 
revenue rendered iis modification necessary: if 
our situation islikely to be changed, it wasa still 
stronger reasonforthe repeal. There could there- 
fore be no adequate reason for postponing it. If 
a decision on this subjeet be postponed, what 
will be the situation of the merchants whilst such 
a measure is hanging over them, and keeping 
them in perfect uncertainty as to your future 
measures? Already had they suffered enough 
from our fluctuating policy. It was due to them 
that the question should be decided at the present 
session. 


Mr. FinpLey was much opposed to the idea of 
an extra session, but if the bill now before the 
House did not pass, or the taxes were not laid, at 
the present session, he must of necessity vote for 
it; because every consideration of private con- 
venience must yield to the public exigency. If 
an extra session must take place, however, he 
thought it had better be at an earlier day. He 
suggested the propriety of leaving the resolution 


recurred on the adoption of the 


blank as to the day in May at which Congress 
should assemble. 

Mr. Grunpy yielded to this suggestion of Mr. 
FiNDLEY, and modified his motion accordingly. 

Mr. NELsoN was opposed to the resolution, 
not because he was unwilling that Congress 
should convene at an earlier day than that fixed 
by the Constitution, if the Executive should 
think it necessary ; but because he was unwilling 
to shift from himself the responsibility for this 
awful measure, as gentlemen seemed to think it, 
which he had pledged himself, from the com- 
mencement of thelast session of Congress, to take 
upon him. He had been among those who voted 
ai the commencement of the last session of Con- 
grecs for certain resolutions, giving to the nation 
a public pledge that they would supply to the 
lenders to the Government a fund, to be derived 
from taxes, for the redemption of the public debt, 
or for the payment of interest. Having given 
this pledge, 1 will not give my vote to retire 
from it. No, sir, said Mr. N., I wish to see the 
tax bills immediately laid on the table; that the 
House should embark in the discussion; and if 
it should be found that we cannot get through 
them before the Constitutional period of our la- 
bors, I shall then be willing to pass a law for 
an extra session ; for such a bill might be passed 
in three hours. Let us avoid, said he, the scoffs 
and revilings of the opposition, and of all parties 
in the Government, who have said we are un- 
willing to meet this question. It might be the 
pleasure of his constituents, he said, to send some 
other person in his place. He would go with 
those bills in his hand, and tell them how he had 
acted. If they were unwilling to support the 
contest with Great Britain, they would discard 
him. Buthe had a better opinion of them. "The 
House, he said, had better labor day and night to 
perfect the tax bills, and bring into existence the 
funds they had pledgéd themselves to provide, 
than that the publie credit should suffer. What 
assurance had gentlemen that the Government 
could procure a single dollar of the proposed loan, 
if they did not provide ways and means for the 
payment of the interest? Are not the reports of 
your public officers and committees before the 
nation, stating that taxes are necessary? And 
yet do you propose to retire, and “ lay the flatter- 
ing unction to your souls? that they may not be 
necessary, or that the aspeet of your foreign re- 
lations may be changed? He considered him- 
self pledged to provide the ways and means, and 
therefore could not vote for the motion, 

Mr. Ruza said he should vote for the motion, 
without referring to the sentiments of his consti- 
tuents, As he had no wish to avoid that respon- 
sibility which attached to him, he should vote 
as he thought correct, without considering what 
might be the construction put on his vote by 
others. 

Mr. Ranvoupu spoke against the motion. He 
denied the want of time, which had been al- 
leged as a reason for not acting on the report 
of the Committee of Ways and Means. There 
was always time to do what the House had a 
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disposition to do. With respect to the operation 
of the postponement of the bill. reported by the 
Committee of Ways and Means until the elec- 
tions are over, it would have no effect to ren- 
der its passage questionable abroad; for, regard- 
ing the quarter whence it came, and the sanction 
it had received, the passage of the bill would be 
considered as‘certain. If, on the other hand, 
there was an indisposition to repeal it, it could 
not be too soon determined. 

The aspect which the House presented to the 
nation and to the world, Mr. R. said, was one on 
which he could not hy any means delight to dwell. 
He believed, if we go on for another term of two 
years as we have for the last two, there will be 
danger that the Government will dissolve, from 
its own imbecility. What was the fact? The 
twelfth Congress had placed the nation in a state 
of war, and authorized vast military and not small 
naval preparations. They had sanctioned expendi- 
tures to an extent heretofore unknown in the his- 
tory of this Government. Although in a state of 
war, and having authorized vast expenses for ar- 
mies and navies, and loans to an immense amount, 
unlimited as to interest, and as to sacrifice of prin- 
ciple—to say nothing of the T'reasury notes—the 
same Congress utterly refused to provide the 
means for supporting the credit of the Govern- 
ment. Isit upona Parliamentary record like this 
that you propose to entertain a proposition for 
peace? It will be spinning out to an infinite ex- 
tent àn already. disastrous, disgraceful, and imbe- 
cile war. Jt is throwing from the shoulders of this 
House and of the Executive branch of the Legis- 
lature the awful responsibility fairly attaching to 
both branches. Averse as he had been to this 
war from the beginning ; sensible as he was of the 
imbecile, infatuated manner in which it had been 
conducted ; he trusted he should be, if not the last, 
indisputably among the last men in the House, 
or in the nation, to approve a disgraceful or even 
dishonorable peace. And yet, if, at the next ses- 
sion, the President should tender the compact 
ratifying such a peace—a peace incompatible 
with the high claims you have set up to the world 
—what would be the consequence? The Presi- 
dent could say, and truly too, that the Congress, 
by declaring war, voted immense expenditures, 
and, refusing to provide the ways and means, had 
driven him to the necessity of making a peace on 
any terms. Mr. R. said he could not, therefore, 
lend his agency to produce such a state of things. 

But another consideration weighed in some 
degree—and it was not strange that it should— 
on his mind. He was unwilling this House should 
meet, in May next, to gratify the rapacity of the 
claimants under the Yazoo act of Georgia, of 1795, 
the cravings of whose appetite had been stayed by 
the implied promise, in the Committee of the 
Whole, that when Congress assemble in May 
next, they shall be gratified to the fullest extent 


of their wishes. How far this consideration might |. 


operate in accelerating the meeting of Congress, 
it was not for him to say. He had, however, been 
astonished that the subject had been permitted to 
slumber on the table of this House as it had been, 
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that, at the next session of Congress, the inchoate 
act of this House might be permitted to be brought 
up as one additional motive for gratifying the cu- 
pidity of the claimants. 

Mr. Grunpy barely rose to remark, that the 
consideration last alluded to had certainly no 
operation on the mind of the mover of the resolu- 
n. He.had as strong objections to the Yazoo 
claim as any one in the House, and, when taken 
up, he would heartily co-operate with that gen- 
tleman in its destruction. 

The question on the resolution was then decided 
in the negative—yeas 53, nays 70, as follows: 

Yeas— Willis Alston, jun., William Anderson, Ste- 
venson Archer, Daniel Avery, Ezekiel Bacon, William 
Barnett, David Bard, Wm. W. Bibb, William Black- 
ledge, Elijah Brigham, Epaphroditus Champion, Mat- 
thew Clay, John Clopton, Lewis Condict, William 
Crawford, Roger Davis, John Dawson, William Find- 
ley, James Fisk, Meshack Franklin, Thomas Gholson, 
Peterson Goodwyn, Felix Grundy, Bolling Hall, Aylett 
Hawes, -John M. Hyneman, Peter Little, William 
Lowndes, Aaron Lyle, Nath’! Macon, Thomas Moore, 
William McCoy, Alexander McKim, James Morgan, 
Jeremiah Morrow, Thomas Newton, Stephen Ormsby, 
Israel Pickens, William Piper, James Pleasants, jun., 
Benjamin Pond, William Reed, William M. Richard- 
son, John Rhea, John Roane, Thomas B. Robertson, 
John Sevier, John Taliaferro,George M. Troup, Charles 
Turner, jr., Robert Whitehill, David R. Williams, and 
Richard Winn. ' 

Naxs— John Baker, Abijah Bigelow, Harmanus 
Bleecker, Adam Boyd, Robert Brown, Wm. A. Bur- 
well, William Butler, John C. Calhoun, Francis Carr, 
Langdon Cheves, Martin Chittenden, James Cochran, 
Richard Cutts, John Davenport, junior, Joseph Desha, 
Samuel Dinsmoor, Elias Earle, William Ely, James 
Emott, Asa Fitch, Thomas R. Gold, Charles Goldsbo- 
rough, Edwin Gray, Isaiah L. Green, Thos. P. Gros- 
venor, Obed Hall, John A. Harper, Jacob Hnfty, Rich- 
ard Jackson, jr., Richard M. Johnson, William Kennedy, 
Joseph Kent, Abner Lacock, Lyman Law, Joseph 
Lewis, jr., Archibald McBryde, James Milnor, Samuel 
L. Mitchill, Jonathan O. Moseley, Hugh Nelson, An- 
thony New, Thomas Newbold, Joseph Pearson, Tim- 
othy Pitkin, jr., Elisha R. Potter, Josiah Quincy, John 
Randolph, Jonathan Roberts, William Rodman, Ebe- 
nezer Sage, Thomas.Sammons, Lemuel Sawyer, Ebe- 
nezer Seaver, Samuel Shaw, Daniel Sheffey, George 
Smith, John Smith, Richard Stanford, Philip Stuart, 
Silas Stow, Lewis B. Sturges, Benjamin Tallmadge, 
Peleg Tallman, Uri Tracy, Pierre Van Cortlandt, 
Laban Wheaton, Leonard White, William Widgery, 
Thomas Wilson, and Robert Wright. 


Sarourpay, February 20. 

Mr. Minor, from the committee to whom was 
referred the petition of Bioren, Duane,and Weight- 
man, reported a bill authorizing a subscription 
for the laws of the United States; which was 
read twice, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole on Monday next. 

Mr. MiLNOR, from the select committee ap- 
pointed on the memorial of the Abolition Soci- 
ety of Philadelphia, made a report favorable to 
the memorial, which was ordered to He on the 
table. 
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On motion of Mr. CuEvEs, the House resolved 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on the bill 
partially to suspend the non-importation acts, 
and to lay additional duties on foreign tonnage. 

Mr. Curves explained the views of the com- 
mittee in reporting the bill; entered into an ex- 
position of our finances, and of the object and 
effects of a suspension or modification of the non- 
importation law. 

Mr. Biss followed Mr. Cunves in support of 
the repeal. Though he felt much confidence in 
the restrictive system, still he thought it expedi- 
ent now to suspend the non-importation act; it 
would bea mere change of warfare ; and, instead 
of relying upon its operation upon our enemy, we 
should now rely solely on the strength and valor 
of our arms; and this course was the more ne- 
cessary, as the requisite revenue cannot, at this 
time, be derived from taxes. Mr. B. went through 
the bill, explaining and discussing its various pro- 
visions, and concluded, by hoping the measure 
would be adopted. 

Mr. Wricur spoke some time in opposition to 
the bill. He believed that the non-importation 
was the most powerful and efficient weapon which 
we could wield against Great Britain, and avowed 
his willingness to raise a revenue by taxes, in 
preference to deriving it from the importation of 
‘British productions. 

Mr. Boyn offered the reasons why he should 

` vote against the bill; declaring his confidence in 
the pressure produced in England by the non- 
importation, and declared his intention to vote, 
not only against this bill, but every other which 
would authorize the introduction of goods from 
a nation which had treated us with so much in- 
justice. 

Mr. Porrer declared himself opposed to the 
bill, although, as the friends of the restrictive sys- 
tem were about to abandon it, and deliver it over 
to the mercy of its enemies, he believed it would 
pass. He could not say respecting this bill, as 
he did of the bill about seamen, which having 
peace for its object, if it had any, he thought it 
would be hardly made so exceptionable that he 
would not vote for it. It was possible it might 
do good, it could certainly dono harm; we could 
but be in war, overwhelmed with debt, and dis- 
grace. This bill, the object of which is acknowl- 
edged to be that of revenue, for the purpose of 
continuing the war, at the expense if not at the 
price of the total destruction of the commercial, 
shipping, and manufacturing interest of the Uni- 
ted States, he said could not be made or amended 
in any manner. so as to obtain his vote. 

_ Mr. P. said, a few years since he heard so much 
in Congress about encouraging manafactories, 
that he began to be apprehensive that the inter- 
est of the merchant and landholder was to be 
sacrificed to them, but he was now induced to 
believe that it was intended more toamuse than 
to benefit them, and to make the people generally 
better satisfied under their very severe sufferings, 
in time of peace, with the restrictive system; but 


system -had driven many respectable merchants 
from their usual business, to employ an immense 
capital in manufacturing establishments, that 
they were still to be pursued even in this business 
again, to their ruin; and that for the purpose of 
revenue, to be obtained for the use of the war, in 
the year 1814, the non-importation system was 
partially to be suspended, when, owing to the 
war, they cannot return again to commercial pur- 
suits, if they had capital and were so disposed, 
but, must be left to suffer very much in their 
present business. 

Mr. P. said, when he considered that his con- 
stituents had a capital of between four and five 
millions of dollars thus employed, and examined 
the bill under consideration, and saw that the 
goods permitted to be imported were about the 


same price and quality as those manufactured in 


this country, he thought if the manufacturers in 
England would have been permitted to have 
made a selection for the purpose of putting down 
their rivals in this country, they could not have 
done it with more art and address. The second 
section of this bill * excludes cloths, of which 
cotton is the principal material, and the prime 
eost of which shall not be less than fifteen pence 
sterling, and shall not exceed three shillings ster- 
ling per square yard thereof.” It therefore, by 
admitting goods between those prices, admits 
those of the quality and price almost exclusively 
manufactured in this country, such as plaids, 
ginghams, stripes, checks, shirting, sheeting, &c. 
which sell from thirty to forty cents per yard, 
and bed-tieks from fifty to seventy-five cents per 
yard. This bill is farther calculated to take from 
those manufactories the encouragement given 
under former laws, by laying heavy duties .on 
articles that have been heretofore admitted duty 
free, such as card wires, hides, and many other 
articles which are much wanted, and are of great 
importance to those concerned in this business, 
particularly leather and wire. 

Mr. P. said, upon examining the 4th section of 
this. bill, one would suppose we were about to 
make laws, as the good book says good men 
should give alms, by not letting the left hand 
know what theright hand does. Very few people 
by reading this bill, would suppose that a heavy 
salt tax was intended by it, but soit is. Why 
not call things by their right names, and let the 
people see what they pay their money for? This 
tax bears hard on the poor, inasmuch as they con- 
sume as much saltas the rich. A short state- 
ment would show the taxing quality of this law. 
In the first place the extra tonnage duty imposed 
by it, would operate to increase the price of arti- 
cles imported to that amount, as it would be paid 
by the consumer; and salt must, during the war 
at least, come in foreign vessels exclusively un- 
less our ships sail under British licenses. So 
that the double duty, the Mediterranean fund, so 
called, with the additional duty on goods imported 
in foreign vessels, will make thirty-three per cent. 
duty on salt, exclusive of foreign tonnage. "The 


last session, the salt tax appeared to be more un- 


he said he could not but be astonished, when this! popular than any proposed, and among all the 
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resolutions for laying. taxes, it was the only one 
that failed, although it was brought up again by 
a gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. GnorsoN,) who 
very honorably to himself, üpon being informed 
by his friends that the taxes embraced by the res- 
olutions were considered as comprising one sys- 
tem, and that they ought all to pass togetlier, 
moved fora reconsideration, and, upon reconsider- 
ing the vote, the resolution to tax.salt was adopted. 
Now it seems that this tax has become so popular, 
that salt is to be taxed singly, and this notwith- 
standing, by a vote a few days past, the House 
determined that they would not go into the con- 
sideration of the taxes this session, but must have 
one on purpose to lay them. 

Mr. P. said the bill under consideration was 
well calculated to amuse and gratify both the 
friends and enemies of the restrictive system. 
To its friends it holds up the idea that, by a very 
nice discrimination in the goods permitted to be 
imported, the British manufacturing interest will 
not at all be relieved, and that the system will be 
left to operate upon the enemy with all its sever- 
ity, while we shall derive imménse advantages 
from such importations. To its enemies is held 
out the great advantage of making another breach 
‘in this system, the discrimination, is declared to 
be of very little importance, as nearly as many 
goods will be imported as if the act was repealed 
—[see extract of a letter of June 10th, 1812, when 
this same subject was pending from the Treasury 
Deparment It is not believed that the result 
would be materially affected by a modification, 
or partial instead of an absolute suspension of the 
non-importation. Stating as a reason that it 
would very much depend upon funds then in 
England. Why then keep up this discrimina- 
tion, when we have no funds in that country, but 
for the purpose of amusing the friends with the 
shadow of their favorite system, while its ene- 
mies are to be highly gratified by having offered 
to them the substance? If, therefore, the enemies 
oh this side of the House should continue the 
samie hostility in time of war as they have done 
in time of peace, and its friends on the other side 
are now willing to give up the substance for the 
shadow, the system thus abandoned must now 


expire. But, Mr. P. said, he hoped the covering 


was too thin to deceive either side, and that this 
very plausible bill at this time would meet its 
merited fate. 

Mr. P. said, the gentleman from South Carolina 
(Mr. Caeves) who reported this bill has told us 
that this was for the express purpose of aiding 
the revenue in 1814, and has demonstrated that 
we shall.want, for the service of that year, be- 
tween eight and nine millions of dollars, yet to 
be provided for. If this bill passes, the direct and 
‘internal taxes, he says, must likewise be resorted 
to, but he thinks it will not do to begin taxation 
with a land tax of nine millions of dollars, and a 
shop license, and other taxes of three times the 
sum reported the last year; and that the system 
of direct taxation ought to be approached with 
great caution, beginning with small sums and 
gradually rising, or the people would not bear its 


Mr. P. asked if it was not as well known when 
we.declared war as it is now, that, if we had war, 
we must have money, and that, to have money, 
we must have taxes. A system of taxes was re- 
ported early the last session, but as a majority 
could not be obtained to lay them, war was de- 
clared without providing the ways and means to 
carry it on, under a pretence that there was not 
time to mature the system, and under a pretended 
belief that the taxes would better follow than 
precede the war; time was, however, found to 
double the duties; and it was understood that the 
rest of the taxes were to be laid early this session. 
What has taken place? Almost four months 
are gone by, little business has been done, and 
now, at the close of the session, this project 
again makes its appearance, and want of time is 
again the excuse for passing this bill, and passing 
over the general system of taxes. How can gen- 
tlemen, who have voted for the war, answer to 
themselves, their constituents, and to the nation 
for this neglect; the want of time is but a miser- 
able excuse. They cannot say that they have 
had from the minority an unreasonable opposi- 
tion to any of their measures. To suspect that 
their constituents would not pay taxes to support 
the war would be doing them injustice, it would 
even be a libel upon them, after they have justi- 
fied the war by continuing the men in power that 
made it. 

Mr. P. said, after being in session about twelve 
months out of sixteen, if any disasters should 
happen for the want of a timely provision to carry 
on the war, and to support public credit, on the 
majority must rest the responsibility. The fault 
is not with the people; if the majority could have 
agreed among themselves the whole of the tax 
bills which have been prepared in the Treasury 
Department could have passed in a few days. 
But gentlemen, after incurring enormous ex- 
penses, appear to have just found out that the 
subject of direct taxes ought to be approached 
with great care and circumspection. Have they 
so soon forgot that a direct tax of only two mil- 
lions, when the nation was prosperous, displaced 
a former Administration, and put the present in 
power; and are they not a little apprehensive 
that a tax of nine millions of dollars to begin 
with will have much the same operation on 
them? The evil is not to be diminished by post- 
ponement, as it is now said the taxes, to answer 
the wants of the "Treasury, must be nearly, or 
quite three times as much as was contemplated 
the last year, notwithstanding the revenue de- 
rived by British importations the present year. 

Mr. P. said that the people in this country. 
when the present Constitution was adopted, were 
taught to believe, if they would agree to the Con- 
stitution, that we should have neither war, arm- 
ies, or direct and internal taxes; that the revenue 
to be derived from commerce would support the 
Government, and in a few years pay the interest 
and principal of this debt. But they were told 
otherwise by the opposers of the Federal Govern- 
ment and Constitution, and as soon as the direct 
and internal taxes were laid by the Federal Gov- 
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ernment those people made a great clamor, and 
said their predictions were verified, and it was 
soon found that the people in this respect were 
like spoiled children, and would not endure the 
taxes, and turned the people out of power that 
imposed them; and whenever a majority should 
be found to lay the present contemplated taxes, 
Mr. P. said it would, in his opinion, be with them 
as it had been with their predecessors, they would 
not remain in office to be benefited by the money 
collected from them. . 

The gentleman from South Carolina has also 
said, that this was a good time to borrow money 
for the use of the present year. Notso; Mr. P. 
said, if this bill passes, the report of it has already 
enhanced ihe value of bills on England, and 
the passage of it, will farther increase the value 
of them, and depress the value of the stocks of 
the United States. What are the objects of this 
law, and what its immediate operation ? Weare 
to pay Great Britain this year twenty millions of 
dollars, to purchase her goods, to relieve her man- 
ufactories, to enable her to carry on the war, with 
a view of collecting from our own people, in the 
year 1814, about five millions of dollars, in an in- 
direct way, by making them pay it in a higher 
price, in articles of the first necessity, rather than 
collect it from them in a direct manner—incom- 
prehensive policy to be sure! If this law does 
not pass, the money will be retained in the coun- 
try, and a part of it loaned to our Government to 
carry on the war. Mr. P. said, it was too humil- 
lating, after we had lost so many millions in time 
of peace, by this system, that we should in time 
of war relinquish it, and pay twenty millions of 
dollars to relieve the British manufacturers, to the 
destruction of our own,and derive no other earth- 
ly advantage from it, but the pitiful consideration 
of affording Congress the polies] advantage of 
taxing the people five millions of dollars, in an 
indirect way, in the year 1814. This must be a 


in, in such a state of things. The more Southern 
and Eastern States, if the declaration of war had 
not been against Great Britain, by its effects on 
them, would suppose it was intended to destroy 
the commercial and manufacturing interests of 
those States. The same gentleman, in order it is 
presumed, to make this bill tolerable, with some 
who have objections to it, has dwelt on the ad- 
vantage of this discrimination, as it respects the 
two nations, that we are not to admit woollen, 
cloths, charged at more than six shillings sterling 
the square yard, and tells us that, to prevent im- 
positions, inspectors will be appointed to break 
the packages and examine them. This, Mr. P. 
said, he supposed would be managed with the 
same kind of vigilance, and much to the same 
effect, as the law was, prohibiting the importation 
of British rum. It was well known that nearly 
as much rum, made at the English West India 
islands, had been imported since the law as be- 
fore, all the Treasury tasters to the contrary not- 
withstanding. He could not say that the breach 
of the law was connived at by the Treasury De- 
partment, for the purpose of revenue; but it was 
certain that this rum. was never made where it 
was purported to be made, and thisisa thing that 
any person that could distinguish between good 
old spirits and'poor new whiskey could not doubt; 
but as long as the Treasury wants money, and 
everything is to bend to the expediency of getting 
money from the peopie, in this indirect way, Mr. 
P. said, he believed the inspectors of dry goods 
would be as accommodating to the wants of the 
Government, as the rum tasters had been, and 
we should, under this law, have fine cloths as. 
well as good rum. 

Mr. P. said, if this bill passes, the pride of the 
nation must be humbled, the interest of the com- 
mercial and manufacturing States sacrificed and 
destroyed, and we shall have taught Great Brit- 
ain a lesson she never ought to have known, and 


miserable consolation indeed, to the friends of this | which she will take advantage of, and practise 
system, to see it relinquished under so many ad- | upon in future. She will have found out that 
vantages to the English, and so many disadvan- | the people in this country will neither bear re- 
tages to ourselves, more especially as it will so | strictions or taxes; that when we try non-export- 
completely verify all the predictions of those op- ! ation, the Middle States cry out, and when non- 
posed to this system from its commencement. importation, we hear bitter lamentations from the 
The gentleman from Georgia, (Mr. Biss,) who | Treasury Department; so that, between the wants 
has been one of the first and firmest friends of | of the Treasury and the avarice of the Middle 
this system, seems willing to abandon it, and has | States, the commercial and manufacturing inter- 
assigned for reason, that as the Middle States | ests are to be ruined, and the interest and ambition 
will not bear a non-exportation, and have been | of Great Britain gratified. Mr. P. wished the 
enriching themselves by war prices for their pro- | Committee to look back a few years, and see the 
duce, he therefore thinks it very unreasonable, | high and honorable standing of this nation, com- 
that the more Southern States, South Carolina | pared with its present situation. We had a very 
and Georgia, should any longer suffer, by the | extensive and lucrative commerce, our canvass 
operation of this system upon them, and is now | whitened every sea, and we enjoyed all thecarry- 
willing to give it up for the more honorable mode | ing trade from the F'rench colonies to the mother 
of warfare, that of valorous fighting. Thus, by | country. But when this last species of commerce 
the suspension of this system, the Middle and | was interrupted by the British, our merchants, 
Southern States, owning but little shipping, as; being not willing to lose so valuable a branch 
to all the purposes of selling their produce, and | of their business, imprudently made application 
obtaining, in return, such articles as they wished | to Congress to protect them, as far as they could, 
from abroad, for their own consumption, will be | and seemed to vie with each other who should 
neutral in this war. It is of but little consequence | present them with the best memorial on the sub- 
o them whose ships their business is transacted! ject. Instead of affording any kind of protection 


1097 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


1098 


Fesruary, 1813. 


| Suspension of Non-Importation. 


H. or R. 


to the merchants for that branch. of their business, 
thus interrupted, éven by rémonstrances, Con- 
gress put a stop to their whole business by an 
embargo. Thus the protection of Government, 
in time of peace, by restrictions, has been destruc- 
tion to their interest. Their relief, by suspending 
the non-importation act in time of war, is death 
to them; and if you will forgive them for their 
imprudence in asking your protection in this in- 
stance, they will at least be more prudent in 
future. 
. Mr. P. said, that after the trade was at an end 
by the British taking the French colonies, we 
would have been satisfied with carrying our own 
produce to France &c.; but this the English 
would not permit without a license. But, our 
Government were then so much alive to the ap- 
pearance of insultand indignity that they would 
' hot permit this, and have attempted to prevent 
our vessels when abroad from taking clearances 
to go from one foreign port to another, under 
heavy penalties and disabilities. This was called 
tribute, and could not be submitted to, and, to our 
‘resentment in time of peace, all trade was inter- 
dicted with the English, and at length the nation 
undertook to vindicate -their honor and interest 
by war. Since the time we have declared war, 
we have continued our export trade to feed Brit- 
ish armies, while our own people have been suf- 
fering for want of bread; and now, to complete 
our humiliation, we are to suspend our non-im- 
portation system. 
. Mr. P. said, although he had been always op- 
posed to.this system in peace, he would not now 
agree to suspend it for financial considerations. 

e was unwilling to say to the British tbat we 
had mistaken their wealth and strength for the 
purposes of war, and to acknowledge to them 
our inability and weakness. The gentlemen who 
have made this war might as well say, at once, 
if the English would forgive us the past, we 
would do better in future ; and we might all say 
of the war, that it was ill-timed, unfortunate, and 
ill-fated ; that nine months of such war has so 
far humbled our pride and reduced our resources 
as to make the friends of this system, in time of 
war, (the only time that it can operate with any 
effect,) willing to surrender it for nothing. 

Mr. P. said. this suspension gives at once to 
Great Britain almost all the advantages of our 
commerce that she derived in time of peace, with 
the additional advantages of employing her own 
capital, and her own ships, under the flags of her 
friends, while we cannot move an additional ship, 
unless by her permission. They must decay in 
our docks. When in time of peace our mer- 
chants have been restrained from trading with 
them in their own ships, after deciaring war, we 
are now about to humble ourselves to them, and 
agree, in a very submissive manner, to take their 
merchandise from them in any manner, and in 
any vessel that they will please to license for that 
purpose; and, for this sacrifice, we get an addi- 
tional duty on tonnage, which only serves to in- 
erease the price of goods imported, and is paid 
‘by the consumer, and not by the foreigner. 


` Mr. P. had heard a great deal of the virtue and 


efficacy of the restrictive system, of its operating 


upon the British Government through their man- 
ufacturers, and now, he was sorry to find, by some 
strange operation of our Treasury Department, 
over our own Government, in time of war, the 
British manufacturers were to be relieved, and 
our own destroyed. What a melancholy picture 
of national humiliation and degradation! Who 
can bear it? 

Mr. P. thought that gentlemen ought to have 


ja little regard to consistency in respect to their 


measures. He said a bill had been rejected the 
day this was reported, calculated to relieve our 
eitizens who were in the British North American 
colonies about the time our war was commenced, 
and who could not bear the idea of remaining 
and taking the oath of allegiance to the enemy, 
but fled for refuge to the United States, and 
brought their effects with them, relying upon the 
clemency of their own Government, believing 
them more merciful than an enemy. You have 
refused them relief. The consequence is, their 
goods are forfeited, and you are now about to give 
privileges and advantages to English, Spaniards, 
and Portuguese, to import goods into this country 
to great profit, when you confiscate the remnant 
of the property of your own citizens, who have 
escaped with their lives, 

Mr. P. said he wished the Committee would, 
for a moment, consider what would be the situa- 
tion of the different sections of the United States 
if this law is suspended and the war continued. 
It increases the value of the produce of the Mid- 
dle States, and the Southern States will be re- 
lieved. The commerce of the more Northern 
and Eastern States will be annihilated, as they 
cannot move another ship without a license; 
their manufactories will be almost destroyed by 
importations of British goods, and the increased 
price of breadstuffs, from the same cause. You 
give to Great Britain more than she ever would 
have thought of; you completely prostrate our 
commerce and manufactures to her; you give 
her a trading war, and a monopoly of the com- 
merce of the world. Mr. P. said if our territory 
was invaded by a neighboring and powerful en- 
emy, and we were to be divided and conquered, 


‘and our Government destroyed, that, for the pur- 


pose of supporting the Government, preserving 
the integrity of the States, and saving the nation 
in such a conflict, he would be willing to give up 
the commerce of the country without a murmur. 
But, said Mr. P., when the war was professedly 
for the protection of commerce, he could not, nor 
would not agree to sacrifice it for the purpose of 
humbling ourselves before Great Britain, in ask- 
ing them generously to permit us to importa few 
of their coarse goods, to enable us, eighteen 
months hence, to devise the means, in an indirect 
manner from our own citizens, to continue the 
war, to conquer a cold, barren country that we 
did not want, and shall never get, and have no 
business with. Mr. P. declared that he believed 
if we suspended the non-importation law, we 
would have a trading war, and Great Britain 
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‘would have no inducement to make peace; and 
for such a state of things, for fifteen years, he 
had no doubt Great Britain would give us her 
possessions in this country, and make a good bar- 
gain. She would then furnish us with what we 
wanted, and take what we had to sell, in her own 
ships, and at her own prices. Mr. P. said he was 
not only against a partial suspension of the non- 
importation law, but against a total repeal of it, 
as long as the war lasted. In peace, he was for 
commerce; in war, for restrictions. As we were 
one nation, he hoped we might prosper or suffer 
together. 

Mr. P. said he did not wish to defeat the bill 
under consideration, to compel Congress to lay 
those taxes; for, we had been informed; and it 
was very evident, that they must be laid, let the 
fate of this bill be what it may; or, the war must 
not only cease, but the credit of the Government 
was atan end. He had voted against the war, 
and every species of expense; and he never 
would vote for a ship, a man, or a cent to carry 
iton, Those that made the war, might provide 
the ways and means to carry it on; and those 
that had incurred those enormous expenses, might 
devise means to obtain money to pay them. Mr. 
P. said the majority must govern, and, as they 
had made the war, they must take their own 
measures to prosecute it, or to terminate it by 
peace, as they were responsiblé to the people 
for the war and its consequences. Yet, he said, 
he hoped he should ever be found to do his duty 
as a good citizen in paying his proportion of the 


expenses, in such manner as the Government. 


should see fit to require them, until a majority 
should be found to retrieve this once happy coun- 
try from all the horrors of war, and restore it 
again to peace and prosperity. 

Mr. Rozerts replied to Mr. POTTER and others, 
who spoke in opposition to the bill, and supported 
the bill at considerable length. 

Mr. McKim moved that the Committee rise, 
and ask leave to sit again. He believed the sub- 
ject under discussion to be the most important he 
was ever called to act on in his present capacity, 
and desired a little time to deliberate. 

The motion was opposed by Messrs. Bins, 
Curves, and Rogerts.—Motion lost. 

Mr. Waricut moved to strike out the first sec- 
tion of the bill, which contains the principle of 
the bill. 

The question was taken on Mr. WRIGHTS mo- 
tion, and carried. For striking out 63, against 
it 23. Á 

A motion was then made that the Committee 
tise and report progress.—Carried. 

The bill was reported to the House as amend- 
ed, and the question of concurring with the com- 
mittee in striking out the first section, was de- 
cided in the affirmative—yeas 79, nays 24, as fol- 
lows: 

Yzas—William Anderson, Stevenson Archer, Eze- 
kiel Bacon, John Baker, David Bard, Abijah Bige- 
low, Harmanus Bleecker, Adam Boyd, Elijah Brigham, 
Robert Brown, William A. Burwell, William Butler, 
Epaphroditus Champion, Martin Chittenden, Matthew 


Clay, John Clopton, William Crawford, Richard Cutts, 
John Davenport, jun., John Dawson, Joseph Desha,. 
Elias Earle, William Ely, James Emott, Asa Fitch, 
Meshack Franklin, Thomas Gholson, Thomas R. Gold, 
Peterson Goodwyn, Isaiah L. Green, Thomas P. Gros- 
venor, Aylett Hawes, Jacob Hufty, Richard Jackson, 
junior, Joseph Kent, Philip B. Key, William R. King, 
Abner Lacock, Lyman Law, Joseph Lewis, jr., Peter 
Little, Wm. Lowndes, Aaron Lyle, Thomas Moore, 
Alexander McKim, Arunah Metcalf, James Milnor, 
Samuel L. Mitchill, James Morgan, Jonathan O. Mose- 
ley, Hugh Nelson, Thomas Newbold, Thomas New-. 
ton, Stephen Ormsby, William Piper, Benjamin Pond, 
Peter B. Porter, Elisha R. Potter, Josiah Quincy, Wil- 
liam Reed, William M. Richardson, John Roane, Eben- 
ezer Sage, Thomas Sammons, Ebenezer Seaver, Adam 
Seybert, Samuel Shaw, Richard Stanford, Lewis B. 
Sturges, Samuel Taggart, John Taliaferro, Benjamin 
Tallmadge, Peleg Tallman, Charles Turner, junior, 
Laban Wheaton, Leonard White, Robert Whitehill, 
"Thomas Wilson, and Robert Wright. 

Navs— Willis Alston, jr., William Barnett, William 
W. Bibb, William Blackledge, John C. Calhoun, 
Langdon Cheves, James Cochran, Lewis Condict,. 
Roger Davis, William Findley, Felix Grundy, Bolling 
Hall, John A. Harper, John M. Hyneman, Richard M. 
Johnson, William Kennedy, Samuel McKee, Jeremiah. 
Morrow, Israel Pickens, John Rhea, Jonathan Roberts, 
Thomas B. Robertson, George Smith, and Silas Stow.. 

Mr. Wricut moved to recommit the bill to 
the Committee of Ways and Means.—Motion 
lost. i 

The second, third, and fourth sections of the 
bill, being connected with, and depending upon, 
the first section, of course fell with it. 

Mr. Bıss moved that the 8th section, which 
limits the operation of the bill to the first day of 
January next, be stricken out. 

Mr. Key spoke against the motion; on the 
ground that, as the bill now stands, goods here- 
after brought into the country are ordered not to 
be surrendered to the partieson their giving bond. 
he did not wish such a regulation to become a 
permanent law, but wished it to be limited, as 
originally contemplated by the bill. 

The motion produced some discussion, in which 
it was argued for striking out the limiting clause, 
that, under the practice of allowing the import- 
ers to dispose of their goods, on giving bond for 
the value of the same, immense frauds had been 
practised on the Government by the unfair valu- 
ations which had been made, 

Before the question on Mr. Bres’s motion was. 
decided, a motion was made to adjourn, and car- 
ried. = 


Monpay, February 22. 

Mr. Curves, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported a bill making appropriations for 
the support of the Military Establishment and of 
the Militia in the actual service of the United 
States, (and of the Militia in their actual service,} 
for the year 1813; which was read twice, and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole to- 
morrow. 

Mr. Cueves, from the same committee, also. 
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reported a bill to continue in force, for a limited 
time, the first section of the act, entitled “An act 
farther to protect the commerce and seamen of 
the United States. against the Barbary Powers ;? 
"which was read twice, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the: Whole-to-day. 

Mr. Lewis, from the Committee on the District 
.of Columbia, presented a bill to incorporate a 
company for making a certain turnpike road in 
the County of. Washington, in the District of 
Columbia; which was read twice and committed 
toa Committee of the Whole on Wednesday 
next.. ved : hoe 

Mr. 'TALLMAN moved the following resolution: 
_ Resolved, That -the Committee on Naval Affairs be 

ingtructed to bring in a bill for the benefit of the offi- 
‘of the frigate Constitution, granting to them a sum 
notless than one hundred thousand dollars, as a re- 
‘ward for their gallantry in their late naval victory. 

* The resolution was ordered to lie on the table. 
_ "The bill to alter the time of holding the district 
_courts of New York and Virginia, was ordered 
t6 be engrossed for a third reading. 

. The bill to amend the naturalization laws pass- 
éd through a Committee of the Whole, and was 
'ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 
^ The bill reported by Mr. CuEves to-day, to con- 
‘tinue in force for one year longer the duty usually 
"called the Mediterranean Fund, passed through a 
Committee of the Whole, and was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading. ' 
^ On motion of Mr. Newron, the House resolved 
itself into a Committee of the Whole, on the bill 
i hibit: any vessel of the United States from 
‘trading under any pass or license from a foreign 

Power... 

.' The bill received several amendments in Com- | 

mittee ; but the Committee rose without having 

gone through the.same, and obtained leave to sit 
again. 
4, A message from the Senate informed the House 
| that the Senate have passed the bill ^ authorizing 
the issuing of Treasury notes for the year 1813 ;” 
with amendments. ‘The Senate have also passed 
a-bill “concerning seamen and shipping of the 

United ’.States ;” id which amendments and bill 

they desire the concurrence of this House. 

The amendments of the Senate to the bill “ au- 
thorizing the issuing of Treasury notes for the 
year. 1813” were read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

The bill from the Senate “concerning seamen 
and shipping of the United States” was read twice 
and referred to thé Committee of Commerce and 
Manufactures. . . 

- Mr: Grunpy offered a resolution to the follow- 
ing effect, which, after the rejection of a motion 
to lay.it on the table, was agreed to by a large 
majority : 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
into the expediency of providing by law for an earlier 
day for the next meeting of Congress than that fixed 
by the Constitution. ; 

: CAPTURE OF THE JAVA. 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 


To the Senate and House of , . . 
Representatives of the United States: 

I lay before Congréss a letter, with accompanying 
documents, from Captain Bainbridge, now commanding 
the United States’ frigate “the Constitution,” report- 
ing his capture and destruction of the British frigate 
“the Java.” The circumstances and the issue of this 
combat afford dnother example of the professional 
skill and heroic spirit which prevail in our naval ser- 
vice. The signal display of both by. Captain Bain- 
bridge, his officers, and crew, command’ the highest 
praise. ~ 

"This being a second instance in which the condition 
of the captured ship, by rendering it impossible to get 
her into port, has barred a contemplated reward of 
successful. valor, I recommend to the consideration of 
Congress the equity and propriety of a general provi- 
sion, allowing, in such cases, both past and future, a 
fair proportion of the value which would accrue to the 
captors on the safe arrival and sale of the prize. 

Fes. 22, 1813. JAMES MADISON. 


U. S. FRIGATE CONSTITUTION, 
St. Salvadore, 3d January, 1813. 

Sır: Ihave the honor to inform you that, on thé 
29th ultimo, at 2, P. M., in south latitude 13° 6/, and 
west longitude 38°, about ten leagues distant from the 
coast of Brazil, I fell in with, and captured, His Bri- 
tannic Majesty’s frigate Java, of 49 guns, and upwards 
of four hundred men, commanded by Captain Lam- 
bert, a very distinguished officer. The action lasted 
one hour and fifty-five minutes, in which time the 
enemy was completely dismasted, not having a spar 
of any kind standing. The loss on board the Consti- 
tution was nine killed and twenty-five wounded, as 
per enclosed list. The enemy had sixty killed and 
one hundred and one wounded, certainly ; (among 
the latter, Captain Lambert, mortally) but by the en- 
closed letter, written on board this ship, by one of the 
officers of the Java, and accidentally found, it is evi- 
dent that the enemy’s wounded must have been much 
greater than as above stated, and who must have died 
of their wounds previously to their being removed. 
The letter states sixty killed and one hundred and 
seventy wounded. f 

For further details of the action, I beg leave to refer 
you to the enclosed extracts from my journal. The 
Java had, in addition to her own crew, upwards of 
one hundred supernumerary officers and seamen, to 
join the British ships of war in the East Indies; also, 
Lieutenant General Hislop, appointed to the command 
of Bombay, Major Walker, and Captain Wood, of 
his staff, and Captain Marshall, master and comman- 
der in the British navy, going to the East Indies to 
take command of a sloop of war there. i 

Should I attempt to do justice, by representation, 
to the great and good conduct of all my officers and 
crew, during the action, I should fail in the attempt ; 
therefore, suffice it to say, that the whole of their con- 
duct was shich as to merit my highest encomiums. I 
beg leave to recommend the officers particularly to the 
notice of Government, and also the unfortunate sea- 
men who were wounded, and the families of those 
brave men who fell in the action. 

The great distance from our own coast, and the 
perfect wreck we made of the enemy’s frigate, forbade 
every idea of attempting to take her to the United 
States. I had, therefore, no alternative but burning 
her, which I did on the 31st ultimo after receiving all 
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the prisoners and their baggage, which was very 
tedious work, only having one boat left out of cight, 
and not one boat left on board the Java. 

On blowing up the frigate Java, I proceeded to this 
place, where I have landed all the prisoners, on their 
parole, to return to England, and there remain until 
regularly exchanged, and not to serve in their profes- 
sional capacities, in any place, or in any manner what- 
ever, against the United States of America, until said 
exchange is effected. — I have the honor to be, &c. 

WILLIAM BAINBRIDGE. 

Hon. Paur Hamirrox, Secretary Navy. 


List of killed and wounded on board the United States 
frigate Constitution, under the command of Com- 
modore William Bainbridge, in an action with His 
Britannic Majesty's frigate Java, Henry Lambert, 
Esq., commandér, December 29th, 1812. 
Killed.—Seamen: Jonas Ongrain, Joseph Adams, 

Patrick Conner, Barney Hart, John Cheeves, Mark 

Snow, John D. Allen, William Cooper, Thomas Han- 

80n, private marine. 

Wounded.— William Bainbridge, Esq. commander, 
severely ; John C. Aylwin, lieutenant, severely ; 
Charles F. Waldo, master's mate, severely; Peter 
Woodbury, quartermaster, severely.—Seamen: John 
Clements, severely; Joseph P. Cheeves, severely ; 
Nicholas Vixtram, slightly; William Long, danger- 
ously; Stephen Webb, dangerously; Reuben Lan- 
ders, dangerously; Joseph Ward, severely ; William 
Weaden, slightly; Enos Bateman, dangerously ; Jas. 
D. Hammond, slightly ; Peter Venus, severely ; Ste- 
phen Sheppard, slightly; Abijah Eddy, slightly, Philip 
Cook, severely ; Philip Brimblecom, severely ; Samuel 
Brown, severely; Daniel Hogan, severely ; ‘Thomas 
Williams, 3d, slightly ; John Voyle, severely ; Anthony 
Reaver, private marine, slightly ; John Etwell, slightly. 

AMOS A. EVANS, Surgeon. 
R. C. LUDLOW, Purser. 
WM. BAINBRIDGE. 


The following is a list of His Britannic Majesty’s mil- 
itary and naval officers, &c., parolled at St. Salva- 
dore, (Brazils) by Commodore William Bainbridge, 
3d January, 1813. 

Military Officers; 1 Lieutenant General, 1 Major, 
1 Captain. 

Naval Officers: 1 Post Captain, 1 Master and 
Commander, 5 Lieutenants, 3 Lioutenants of Marines, 
1 Surgeon, 2 Assistant Surgeons, 1 Purser, 15 Mid- 
shipmen, 1 Gunner, 1 Boatswain, 1 Master, 1 Car- 
penter, 2 Captain’s Clerks.—38 Officers. 

Three hundred and twenty-three petty officers, sea- 
men, marines, and boys, exclusive of nine Portuguese 
seamen liberated and given up to the Governor of St. 
Salvadore, and three passengers, private characters, 
whom the Commodore did not consider prisoners of 
war, and permitted them to land, without any re- 
straint. 


Referred to the Committee on the Naval Es- 
tablishment. 


DUTY ON DISTILLED SPIRITS. 


Mr. McKim said that the House had been told 
that, in consequence of the rejection of the bill 
for suspending the non-importation act, it would 
be absolutely necessary, in the course of the re- 
mainder of this short session, to devise a system 


ernment. Under this view of the subject, he had 
turned his attention to the best subjects for taxa- 
tion.’ At the last session, a system had been in- 
troduced into the House, caleulated to produce a 
revenue of something less than six millions of 
dollars. He had drawn up a resolution, the ob- 
ject of which was to lay a tax on distilled spirits. 
From. the returns of the quantity distilled in the 
United States, it appeared that a duty of twenty- 
five cents per gallon could produce a larger rev- 
enue than the whole of the thirteen tax bills last 
session reported by the Committee of Ways and 
Means. The advantage of a tax of this descrip- 
tion over a direct tax, or other taxes, would be 
obvious; and he was persuaded that there was 
time enough to introduce and maturea bill for 
that purpose. To bring this subject before the 
House, he offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be instructed to report a bill to impose a duty on all 
spirituous liquors distilled in the United States, not to 
exceed an average of twenty-five cents per gallon, ac- 
cording to the degree of proof thereof. . 

The House having agreed to consider the res- 
olution— l 

Mr. Wricurt made a long speech in support of 
the motion. 

Mr. Jonnson opposed this motion as founded 
on untenable ground, partial, ill-timed, and alto- 
gether, under the circumstances, as a monstrous 
proposition. It was so obviously unjust as to 
render it unworthy of inquiry. 

Mr. Biss remarked, ez passant, ihat the debate 
to which this motion had given rise was a happy 
illustration of an assertion the other day, that it 
would be practicable, during the present session, 
to diseuss, mature, and pass the bills for laying 
taxes. Mr. B. proposed that the resolution should 
be amended by referring the subject to a select 
committee;as the Committee of Ways and Means 
were known to be opposed to it. ^ 

Mr. Curves spoke to the same effect. 

Mr. McKim accepted the modification pro- 
posed by Mr. Biss. 

Mr. Grunpy and Mr. Finney spoke warmly 
against the resolution, as partial in its nature and 
inexpedient. 

Mr. McKim defended it. 

Mr. McKee spoke warmly and argumenta- 
tively against it. He could not, for a moment, 
conceive that such a proposition would be enter- 
tained by any respectable portion of the House. 
He alluded also to the peculiar situation of that 
country which this proposed tax would affeet— 
the people of the West, who now had to bear the 
brunt of the battle, and over whom was gather- 
ing a most portentous eloud—alluding to the con- 
gregation of hostile Indians on the frontier. 

Mr. Cueves spoke against the resolution, be- 
cause he was opposed to exclusive taxation on 
any particular portion of the country. He was 
willing that such a tax should compose a part of 
the system of taxation, the burden of which, 
however, he wished to see equally distributed. 

Mr. Quincy remarked, that the reason assigned 


of internal taxation for the support of the Gov- | by Mr. Cueves against the motion was the very 
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reason he should vote for it. At the last session 
a part only of a report of. a whole system by the 
Committee of Waysand Means had been adopted. 
That part of it was the double. duties, a tax af- 
fecting one portion of the people exclusively. 
Now, a proposition was made for a.tax to operate 
on another portion of the people; and he should 
vote for it, because, in his opinion, the only way 
in which a general system could be organized, 
was to. agree to the partial propositions. thus 
offered. i i 

Mr. Stow spoke nearly to the same effect as 
the last speaker. 


. The question was then taken by yeas and nays 
on this proposition, and decided in the negative; 
yeas 46, nays 75, as follows: : 

Yxas—Ezekiel Bacon, Abijah . Bigelow, William 
Blackledge, Harmanus Bleecker, Elijah Brigham, Wil- 
liam A. Burwell, Francis Carr, Martin Chittenden, 
Lewis Condict, Richard Cutts, John Davenport, jun., 
Samuel Dinsmoor, William Ely, Asa Fitch, Thomas 
Gholson, Thomas R. Gold, Peterson Goodwyn, Isaiah 
L. Green, Thomas P. Grosvenor, Obed Hall, Aylett 
Hawes, Jacob Hufty, Richard Jackson, jr., Peter Lit- 
tle, Alexander McKim, Samuel L. Mitchill, Jas. Mor- 
gan, Hugh Nelson, Thomas Newbold, Benjamin Pond, 
Elisha R. Potter, Josiah Quincy, William M. Richard- 
son, Lemuel Sawyer, Ebenezer Seaver, Samuel Shaw, 
Silas Stow, William Strong, Benjamin Tallmadge, 
Peleg Tallman, Pierre Van Cortlandt, Laban Whea- 
ton, Leonard. White, Robert Whitehill, David R. Wil- 
liams, and Robert Wright. : 

Navs—Willis Alston, jr, William Anderson, Ste- 
venson: Archer, Daniel Avery, John Baker, David 
Bard, William Barnett, Burwell Bassett, William W. 
Bibb, Robert Brown, William Butler, John C. Cal- 
houn, Epaphroditus Champion, Langdon Cheves, Mat- 
thew Clay, James Cochran, John Clopton, William 
Crawford, Roger Davis, John Dawson, Joseph Desha, 
Elias Earle, James Emott, William Findley, Meshack 
Franklin, Charles Goldsborough, Edwin Gray, Felix 
Grundy, Bolling Hall, John M. Hyneman, Richard 
M. Johnson, William Kennedy, Joseph Kent, Philip 
B. Key, William R. King, Abner Lacock, Lyman 
Law, Joseph Lewis, jun., Wm. Lowndes, Aaron Lyle, 
Thomas Moore, William McCoy, Samuel McKee, Aru- 
nah Metcalf, James Milnor, Jeremiah Morrow, Jona- 
than O. Moseley, Anthony New, Thomas Newton, 
Stephen Ormsby, Joseph Pearson, Israel Pickens, Wil- 
liam Piper, James Pleasants, junior, Peter B. Porter, 
S. Ringgold, John Rhea, John Roane, Jonathan Rob- 
erts, Thomas B. Robertson, William Rodman, Ebene- 
zer Sage, John Sevier, Adam Seybert, John Smith, 
Richard Stanford, Philip Stuart, Lewis B. Sturges, 
George Sullivan, John Taliaferro, Uri Tracy, George 
M. Troup, Charles Turner, junior, Thomas Wilson, 
and Richard Winn. 


So the motion was negatived. 


ENFORCEMENT OF NON-IMPORTATION. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
unfinished business, viz: the remnant of the bill 
lately referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

The motion pending on the last adjournment 
was, to strike out the fifth section, which pro- 
hibits the Judges of the United States from giv- 


ing up property under judicature. on the owner’s 
giving bonds for refunding its value. 

After considerable desultory debate, the motion 
to strike out the section was negaltived—yeas 44, 
nays 73, às follows: 

Yzas—Ezekiel Bacon, John Baker, Abijah Bige- 
low, Harmanus Bleecker, Elijah Brigham, Epaphrodi- 
tus Champion, Langdon Cheves, Martin Chittenden, 
John Davenport, jun., John Dawson, William Ely, Jas. 
Emott, Asa Fitch, Thomas R. Gold, Charles Golds- 


‘| borough, Thomas P. Grosvenor, Richard Jackson, jr., 


Joseph Kent, Lyman Law, Joseph Lewis, jun., Archi- 


‘| bald McBryde, James Milnor, Jonathan O. Moseley, 


Thomas Newbold, Stephen Ormsby, Joseph Pearson, 
Elisha R. Potter, Josiah Quincy, William Reed, Wm. 
M. Richardson, Thomas B. Robertson, William Rod- 
man, Daniel Sheffey, Philip Stuart, Silas Stow, Lewis 
B. Sturges, George Sullivan, Benjamin Tallmadge, 
Peleg Tallman, Uri Tracy, Pierre Van Cortlandt, La- 
ban Wheaton, Leonard White, and Thomas Wilson. 


Naxs—Willis Alston, jr, William Anderson, Ste- 
venson Archer, David Bard, William Barnett, Bur- 
well Bassett, William W. Bibb, William Blackledge, 
Robert Brown, William Butler, John C. Calhoun, 
Francis Carr, Matthew Clay, James Cochran, John 
Clopton, Lewis Condict, William Crawford, Richard 
Cutts, Roger Davis, Joseph Desha, Samuel Dinsmoor, 
Elias Earle, William Findley, James Fisk, Meshack 
Franklin, Thomas Gholson, Peterson Goodwyn, Isaiah 
L. Green, Felix Grundy, Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, 
Aylett Hawes, John M. Hyneman, Richard M. John- 
son, William Kennedy, William R. King, Abner La- 
cock, Peter Little, Aaron Lylo, Thomae Moore, Wm. 
McCoy, Alexander McKim, Samuel L. Mitchill, Jas. 
Morgan, Jeremiah Morrow, Hugh Nelson, Anthony 
New, Thomas Newton, Israel Pickens, William Piper, 
James Pleasants, jr., Benjamin Pond, Peter B. Porter, 
Samuel Ringgold, John Rhea, John Roane, Jonathan 
Roberts, Ebenezer Sage, Lemuel Sawyer, Ebenezer 
Scaver, John Sevier, Adam Seybert, Samuel Shaw, 
John Smith, Richard Stanford, William Strong, John 
Taliaferro, George M. Troup, Charles Turner, junior, 
Robert Whitehill, David R. Williams, Richard Winn, 
and Robert Wright. 

Mr. Minor then moved to strike out the sec- 
tion of the bill which provides for laying an ad- 
ditional duty on foreign tonnage. 

Mr. MiLNon observed that as the sense of the 
House had been expressed on the section of the 
bill, whieh prohibits the restoration of property 
libelled under the non-importation law oa bond 
to the claimant, he would add but an observa- 
tion or two to those already advanced by gentle- 
men opposed to the measure. He believed its 
authors were mistaken in the advantage expected 
to arise to the Government from this severe and 
oppressive provision. If, in a few instances, 
sworn appraisers had been guilty of improper 
conduct, had violated their oaths, in order to re- 
duce the appraisement of property of this de- 
scription below its actual value, while he would 
offer no apology for acts that all must condemn, 
yet gentlemen might rest assured that the same 
hostility to the restrictive system that led to such 
improprieties will alike deprive you in the same 
places of any benefit from the remedy proposed. 
The feelings of the appraisers, where such things 
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have been done, is, the feeling of the public; 
your forced sales will be frowned on; and the 
property sold by your officers will be sacrificed at 
a lower price than the undervalued appraise- 
ments of which you complain. It will be odi- 
ous to bid against the owners. They will be the 
purchasers of their own goods, at their own pri- 
ces. But, Mr. M. said, that he did not believe 
the evil of unfair valuations was by any means 
general. In the city he represented, and in most 
of the ports of the United States, he had under- 
stood them to have been fairly and honestly 
made. The few exceptions that had occurred 
furnished no just ground for a proceeding of uni- 
versal operation, so oppressive as the one pro- 
posed, which unnecessarily deprived the mer- 
chant of his property, subjected the Government 
to a heavy expense for storage and custody fees, 
as well as a risk of loss, and gave them no ad- 
vantage which they did not now possess, if their 
officers did their duty, under the provisions of 
the existing laws, and the present practice of our 
courts. 

But, Mr. M. said, he principally rose to state 
his objections to another section of the bill: that 
imposing an additional tonnage on foreign ves- 
sels, the policy and propriety of which he much 
doubted. The American trade not destroyed by 
the war, and our commercial restrictions will 
‘during their continuance, be very small. A few 
fast sailing vessels to and from France, and par- 
tial return cargoes for our produce exported to 
Lisbon and Cadiz, under licenses, form the. bulk 
of the trade in which American merchants can 
be employed in their own shipping. All our 
other, and by far the greater part of our importa- 
tions, must be in neutral foreign bottoms. Is it 
not of importance to the nation, and to the Gov- 
ernment, that these importations should be en- 
couraged? ‘To the nation, because the goods are 
wanted, and to the Government, because revenue 
is wanted. The revenue from duties will for 
some time be principally derivable, unless our 
measures destroy the trade, from importations in 
vessels which you are about to subject to a bur- 
den that must greatly discourage, if it does not 
prevent, their coming to our ports. If, as some 
suppose, four-fifths of the duties received during 
the war will be from goods imported in foreiga 
vessels, surely it is not good policy to drive them 
from us. We shall lose by this impolitie pro- 
ceeding much more in the reduction of this 
source of revenue, than we can possibly gain by 
an increased foreign tonnage. In fact, the amount 
received from tonnage duty will not, even if it 
be extended as proposed, bear any comparison 
with that obtained from duties on goods imported. 

Mr. M. said that the tonnage duty was never 
considered so much as a means of revenue, as of 
ascertaining the amount of the tonnage of for- 
eign and American vessels, respectively, arriving 
in the United States. He said it would be found, 
though he had not the documents before him to 
make an accurate comparison, that the receipts 
from this source had been heretofore compara- 
tively trifling. For the sake of such an increase 
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as this addition will give us, it is a folly to sacri- 
fice a much larger amount of duties on merchan- 
dise, whieh it will be the means of losing. Be- 
sides, he was opposed to it as another added to 
the many disproportionate and oppressive bur- 
dens already heaped upon commerce. Neither 
was it presumable that all the loss would fall on 
foreigners, Our own merchants, deprived of the 
opportunity of employing their capital in one 
way, would be driven to resort toothers. It was 
presumable that at least in the cargoes of vessels 
coming to the United States, under a neutral 
character, American merchants will be often in- 
terested. No law; no policy forbids it. The 
expenses of the voyages of such vessels would 
fall on them, and when the amount of these in a 
state of war, together with the double duties, is 
considered, we ought to hesitaie before we sub- 
ject them to further exactions.. This measure, 
though professedly in favor of American com- 
merce, will be an accumulation of the difficulties 
of our merchants, and add nothing to the coffers 
of the Treasury. 

Mr. M. said that in order to show the extent of 
the present exactions from foreign vessels com- 
ing here with cargoes, he would state a recent 
case with which he had been furnished from the 
port of Philadelphia. A vessel of this descrip- 
tion brought ina cargo, the sales of which amount- 
ed to only nineteen thousand dollars, the duties 
and tonnage on which amounted to $10,991, 
leaving no more than a balance of about eight 
thousand dollars. Now, such is already the dis- 
crimination between foreign and ‘American ves- 
sels, that on this small importation, it amounted 
to $1,260; the difference of duties $1,090, and of 
tonnage $170, constituting that sum. 

Another view of the subject had been pre- 
sented, to which he would allude. Several ar- 
ticles, as salt, molasses, rum, sugar, &c., were 
brought to this country in foreign vessels only. 
By this measure you are in effect laying further 
duties on those articles, lessening the induce- 
ments for their importation, and enhancing the 
price to our citizens; and this without any ra- 
tional prospect of advantage to the revenue, as 
in all probability you derive more from the pres- 
ent tonnage than in future, discouraged as the 
trade will be by this new exaction, the increase 
willafford. Mr. M.said he would present one 
further consideration of national policy as bear- 
ing upon this subject. As the bill now stands 
this duty is not intended to exist during the war 
merely,but to be a permanent part of our reve- 
nue system. Will it be submitted to by foreign 
Powers without retaliation? It was not to be 
presumed. We are then by this useless and un- 
profitable proceeding on our part to invite foreign 
nations to enhance their demands upon our ves- 
sels going to their ports. There is surely no 
sound policy in this. Under an impression that no 
benefit would arise in any way, and much injury 
will be the probable consequence of the proposed 
addition to foreign tonnage, Mr. M. said he 
would move to strike out the seventh section of 
the bill. 


1109 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


1110 


Feproary, 1813. 


Enforcement of Non-Importation. 


H.or R. 


The motion was opposed, by Messrs. ROBERTS 
and Briss, and rejected—ayes 26, noes 59. : 
"Mr. Bies moved to amend the sixth section, by 


suiking out the. words “salt, or with plaster of 


Paris,” and insert the following: “articles on 
which no duties are imposed by law.”—Carried. 

‘Mr. Cueves moved further to amend the fifth 
section, by striking. out the words “or may be,” 
and insert “now,” making the penalties of the 
law applicable to the prohibitory laws now in 
force, not to those which may be hereafter en- 
acted.-—Carried. 

Mr. MILNor moved the following as a new 
section to. the bill: “ Sec. 8. And be it enacted, 
That this law shall continue in force during the 
present war between the United States and the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland 
and their dependencies, and no longer.”—Car- 
ried. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading to-morrow, and the yeas and nays 
being demanded by Mr. Minnor were—yeas 67, 
nays.45, as fellows: 


Yzas—Willis Alston, jr., William Anderson, Dan- 
jel Avery, David Bard, William Barnett, Burwell 
Bassett, William W. Bibb, William Blackledge, Rob- 
ert Brown, William A. Burwell, William Butler, John 
C. Calhoun, Matthew Clay, James Cochran, John 
Clopton, Lewis Condict, William Crawford, Richard 
Cutts, Roger, Davis, John Dawson, Samuel Dins- 
moor, William Findley, James Fisk, Meshack Frank- 
lin, Thomas Gholson, Peterson Goodwyn, Isaiah L. 
Green, Felix Grundy, Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, John 
A. Harper, Aylett Hawes, Richard M. Johnson, Wil- 
liam R. King, Abner Lacock, Peter Little, Aaron 
Lyle, Thomas Moore, Samuel McKee, Arunah Met- 
calf, Samuel L. Mitchill, James Morgan, Jeremiah 
Morrow, Hugh Nelson, Thomas Newton, Israel Pick- 
ens, William Piper, James Pleasants, jr, Benjamin 
Pond, Samuel Ringgold, John Rhea, John Roane, 
Jonathan Roberts, Ébenezer Sage, Lemuel Sawyer, 
Ebenezer Seaver, Adam Seybert, Samuel Shaw, George 
Smith, John Smith, William Strong, John Taliaferro, 
Georgé M. Troup, Charles Turner, jr., Robert White- 
hill, Richard Winn, and Robert Wright. , 

Nays—Ezekiel Bacon, John Baker, Abijah Bige- 
low, Harmanus Bleecker, Elijah Brigham, Epaphrodi- 
tus Champion, Langdon Cheves, Martin Chittenden, 
John Davenport, jr, William Ely, James Emott, Asa 
Fitch, Thomas R. Gold, Charles Goldsborough, Ed- 
win Gray, Thomas P. Grosvenor, Jacob Hufty, Rich- 
ard Jackson, jr., William Kennedy, Joseph Kent, Ly- 
man Law, Joseph Lewis, jr., William Lowndes, Na- 
thaniel: Macon, James Milnor, Jonathan O. Moseley, 
Stephen Ormsby, Joseph Pearson, Elisha R. Potter, 
Josiah Quincy, William. Reed, William M. Richard- 
son, Thomas B. Robertson, William Rodman, Daniel 
Sheffey, Philip Stuart, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Tag- 
gart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Peleg Tallman, Uri Tracy, 
Pierre Van Cortlandt, Laban Wheaton, Leonard 
White, and Thomas Wilson. 


Touespay, February 23. 

Mr. SeyBerT presented a petition of sundry 
inhabitants of the city and liberties of Philadel- 
phia, natives of the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Ireland, 


and naturalized citizens of 


the United States, praying that the President may 
be vested with the power of retaliation in certain 
cases therein mentioned.—Laid on the table. 

Mr. Curves, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported the agreement of the Committee 
to the amendments proposed by the Senate to the 
bill “authorizing the issuing of Treasury Notes 
for the service of the year 1813,” and the amend- 
ments were concurred in by the House. 

Mr. Guotson, from the Committee of Claims, 
who was instructed, by resolution, to inquire into 
the expediency of making provision for compen- 
sating the militia or volunteers who may have 
been accepted by the Executive of the States or 
Territories of the United States, made a report; 
which was read, and the resolution therein con- 
tained concurred in by the House to wit: 

Resolved, That it is inexpedient to make any ad- 
ditional provision for compensating the militia 
who have been called out, or whose services may 
be accepted by any of the States or Territories. 

Mr. Bassett, from the Committee on the Na- 
val Establishment, reported a bill to compensate 
Hull, Bainbridge, and others; which was read 
twice and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole to-day. f 

Mr. Bassett, from the same Committee, re- 
ported a bill providing pensions for disabilities on 
board revenue cutters; which was read twice and 
committed to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the bill allowing a bounty to privateers. 

Mr. CaLxHoun, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, reported the bill from the Senate " vest- 
ing in the President of the United States the 
power of retaliation in the cases therein specified,” 
with amendments; which were read, and, to- 
gether with the bill, committed toa Committee 
of the Whole to-morrow. 

Mr. Grunpy, from the committee appointed 
yesterday, reported a bill to alter the time for the 
next meeting of Congress; which was read twice, 
and committed to a Committee of the whole 
House to-day. 

On motion of Mr. Seyserr, the petition of 
sundry inhabitants of the city and liberties of 
Philadelphia, presented this day, were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the bill from the 
Senate vesting in the President of the United 
States the power of retaliation in cases therein 
specified. 

An éngrossed bill to continue in force, fora 
limited ume, the first section of the act, entitled 
“An act further to protect the commerce and sea- 
men of the United States against the Barbary 
Powers,” was read the third time, and passed. 

An engrossed bill supplementary to the acts 
heretofore passed upon the subject of an uniform 
rule of naturalization was read the third time, and 
passed. . 

An engrossed bill to alter the times of holding 
the District Court in the respective districts of 
New York and Virginia, and to authorize the 
District Judges to appoint Commissioners to take 
affidavits and bail in certain cases, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

The Speaker laid before the House a memo- 
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rial from sundry citizens of New York, remon- 
strating against any change in the non-importa- 
tion act. l Á 

A bill was received from the Senate, directing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to remit certain 
fines, penalties, and forfeitures, (on goods recent- 
ly imported from the dependencies of Great Brit- 
ain.) [This bill is the same in substance as that 
rejected a few days ago in this House by a very 
small majority.] The bill was twice read, and 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means 


ENFORCEMENT OF NON-IMPORTATION. 


The bill for imposing an additional duty on 
foreign tonnage, and for enforcing the non-im- 
portation act, was read a third time. 

- Mr. Gor» opposed it at considerable length, on 
the ground of opposition particularly to the last 
mentioned provision of the bill. This was not, 
he said, a proper time to enforce the non-impor- 
tation aet. 

Mr. RonzRTSON opposed the bill, principally 
on account of the provision prohibiting the de- 
livery of goods sub judice, which he viewed as 
an oppressive measure on the mercantile inter- 
est, an innovation on established usage, and inju- 
rious to the character of our judiciary. 

Mr. CatLHouN replied to Mr. Gor», principally 
to the allegation that this was not a proper time 
to enforce the non-importation act. He expressed 
his astonishment at this sentiment coming from 
a gentleman who, with his political friends, had 
the other day voted against a partial suspension 
of that law. For his part, if the law was to re- 
main in force, Mr. C. thought it the duty of every 
man to aid in enforcing it. 

Mr. Biss replied to the observation that the 
provision objected to was an innovation, &c. He 
took a view of the law on this subject—and 
showed the necessity of such a provision, in order 
to settle the practice in the several courts of the 
United States. 

Mr. Gor» remarked, that any defects existing 
in the laws might be remedied without the pas- 
sage of such a law as this. In relation to the 
other feature of the bill, the additional duty on 
foreign tonnage, he observed, that he did not so 
much object to it, though it would in its opera- 
tion be atax on the necessary article of salt, which 
is almost exclusively imported iu foreign bottoms. 

Mr. G. moved to recommit the bill for the pur- 
pose of expung:ng the objectionable section. 

Mr Biss fully replied to Mr. Gorp. 

Mr. McKim supported the bill—explained the 
manner in which the present practice operated 
injuriously to the interests of the United States ; 
and declared his intention to vote for the bill. 

Mr. CaLuouN again spoke in favor of the bill, 
as going rigidly to enforce the non-importation 
law ; because, although in favor of a repeal of it, 
having been unable to obtain that, he was decid- 
edly in favor of a rigorous enforcement, which 
was necessary to enable it to produce any pres- 
sure on the enemy. 

Mr. RonzEnTs also spoke in support of the bill. 
The House having refused their assent to a sus- 


pension of the law ; the gentlemen on the other 
side having themselves one and all expressed their 
attachment to the measure, all ought to join in a 
stern and rigorous execution of it. He would 
not, therefore, for a moment suppose that a ma- 
jority would consent to the proposed recommit- 
ment. i 

Mr. Gorp explained the motives by which he 
bad been actuated in voting against the proposed 
suspension of the non-importation. The proposed 
measure was not a peace-offering to commerce, 
but a temporary suspension for the mere sake of 
revenue, with an intention thereafter more firmly 
to rivet it on the nation, exhibiting what he termed 
the humiliating spectacle to the enemy of our de- 
pendence on indireet trade with her, in order to 
obtain a revenue. 

Mr. Ruea expressed his obligation to the gen- 
tleman from New York and others on the same 
side of the House, for their support of the non-im- 
portation system, to which he had always been a 
friend from principle. Having always been a 
friend to it, he was now decidedly in favor of en- 
forcing it, and therefore opposed to the proposed 
recommitment. 

Mr. CnEvzs spoke in favor of recommitment, 
because opposed to the provision which had been 
so much the subject of debate... He was opposed 
to it because it proposed to do away in this re- 
spect what he believed a salutary principle of our 
jurisprudence, that a man shall be injured as lit- 
tle as possible before he be adjudged to be guilty. 
He made a number of observations, the object of 
which was to show that the proposed provision, 
transcending the inexorable character of our rév- 
enue laws, was not necessary to the due execu- 
tion of the laws. 

The question on recommitment of the bill was 
then decided in the negative. For recommit- 
ment 49, against it 65, as follows :. 

Yeas—Stevenson Archer, Ezekiel Bacon, John Ba- 
ker, Abijah Bigelow, Harmanus Bleecker, Elijah Brig- 
ham, Epaphroditus Champion, Langdon Cheves, Mar- 
tin Chittenden, John Davenport, jr., John Dawson, 
Samuel Dinsmoor, William Ely, James Emott, Asa 
Fitch, Thomas R. Gold, Charles Goldsborough, Thomas 
P. Grosvenor, Jacob Hufty, Richard Jackson, jr., Ly- 
man Law, Joseph Lewis, jr., William Lowndes, Na- 
thaniel Macon, Archibald McBryde, Samuel McKee, 
James Milnor, Jonathan O. Moseley, Thomas Newbold, 
Stephen Ormsby, Joseph Pearson, Josiah Quincy, Wil- 
liam Reed, William M. Richardson, Thomas B. Robert- 
son, William Rodman, Daniel Sheffey, Silas Stow, 
Lewis B. Sturges, George Sullivan, Samuel Taggart, 
Benjamin Tallmadge, Peleg Tallman, Uri Tracy, 
Charles Turner, jr, Pierre Van Cortlandt, jr, Laban 
Wheaton, Leonard White, and Thomas Wilson—49. 

Nays—Willis Alston, jr., William Anderson, Dan- 
iel Avery, David Bard, William Barnett, Burwell Bas- 
sett, William W. Bibb, William Blackledge, Adam 
Boyd, Robert Brown, William Butler, John C. Cal- 
houn, Matthew Clay, James Cochran, John Clopton, 
Lewis Condict, William Crawford, Richard Cutts, 
Roger Davis, Joseph Desha, William Findley, Meshack 
Franklin, Thomas Gholson, Peterson Goodwyn, Isaiah 
L. Green, Felix Grundy, Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, 
John A. Harper, Aylett Hawes, John M. Hyneman, 
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William. Kennedy, William R. King, Peter Little, 
Aaron Lyle, Thomas Moore, William McCoy, Alex- 
ander McKim, Arunah Metcalf, James Morgan, Jere- 
miah Morrow, Hugh Nelson, Anthony New, Thomas 
Newton, Israel Pickens, William Piper, James Pleas- 
ants, junior, Benjamin Pond, Samuel Ringgold, John 
Rhea, John Roane, Janathan Roberts, Ebenezer Sage, 
Lemuel Sawyer, Ebenezer Seaver, John Sevier, Adam 
Seybert, George Smith, John Smith, Richard Stanford, 
William Strong, John Taliaferro, George M. Troup. 
Robert Whitehill, and Robert Wright—65. : 
The bill was then passed by about the same 
majority. 
Ordered, That the title be, “An aet forbidding 
the restoration óf goods, wares, and merchandise, 
seized or libelled under any law forbidding the 
importation thereof; laying au additional duty 
on foreign tonnage, and providing for. the unla- 
ding of articles on which no duty is imposed, 
under the inspection of an officer of the customs.” 


THE FRIGATE CONSTITUTION. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill, reported by the Naval 


Committee this morning, to compensate the offi- | 


cers and crew of the Uuited States’ frigate, Con- 
stitution for the destruction of the British frigates 
Guerriere and Java. [This bill provides that 
—— dollars shall be paid out of the Treasury to 
Captain Hull and the officers and crew of the 
Constitution frigate, and a like sum to Captain 

. Bainbridge and his crew, for their two gallant 
achievements; and appropriates a sum of —— 
dollars therefor.] ^ ` 

“Mr. Basserr moved to fill the first blank with 
fifty thousand dollars. 

After some conversation between Messrs. Bas- 
serr, ELv, Srow, and Minor, on the propriety 
„of making a general instead of a special provi- 
sion on this head, as recommended by the President, 
the question on filling the first blank with fifty 
thousand dollars was carried in the affirmative, 
ayes 60. 

The second blank was then filled with one 
hundred thousand dollars. 
` The Committee rose and reported the bill; and 
the amendments were concurred in. : 

Mr. ALsTON renewed a motion, which he had 
ineffectually offered in the Committee, to amend 
the bill by adding a provision for the payment of 
the sum appropriated in this bill out of such fund 
as shall have accrued from prizes. 

. This motion was opposed by Mr. Bassett, Mr. 
Quincy, and Mr. MiLNor, on the ground that 
the proceeds of prizes were already pledged for the 
establishment of a pension fund for decrepit and 
disabled seamen. 

The motion was negatived by yeas and nays, 
as follows:—for the motion 37, against it 70: 

Yxas— Willis Alston, jun., David Bard, William 
Barnett, Robert Brown, William Butler, Francis Carr, 

Matthew Clay, James Cochran, William Crawford, 
Richard Cutts, Roger Davis, William Findley, James 
Fisk, Meshack Franklin, Thomas Gholson, Peterson 
Goodwyn, Felix Grundy, Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, 
Aylett Hawes, John M. Hyneman, Richard M. John- 
son, William Kennedy, Abner Lacock, Aaron Lyle, 


Thomas Wilson and Robert Wright—70. 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and 
read a third time. 


EXTRA SESSION. 


On motion of Mr. Grunpy, the House resolved 
itself into a Committee of the Whole, on the bill 
to alter the time of the next meeting of Congress. 

Mr. Grounpy moved to fix the day for the 4th 
Monday in May. 

Mr. GnorsoN wished an earlier day. 

Mr. Piccens stated the situation of North Ca- 
rolina, which would preclude her from returning 
members to this House before the time moved 
by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr, Rossrrs opposed the motion for so early 
a day; he did not believe it necessary to meet at 
so early a day for the purpose of laying taxes. 
He moved to fix on the first Monday in October. 

Mr. Grunvy spoke in support of his motion 
as necessary to the public service ; and enforced 
his opinion by arguments drawn from the neces- 
sity of imposing taxes or devising other revenue 
for the support of Government. 

Mr. JoHNSON was opposed to meeting before 
October next, because an earlier session was un- 
necessary for raising a. revenue for 1814. If the 
tax bills were passed before the 1st of January, 
1814, he said they would be in time to produce 
the necessary revenue for that year. An earlier 
meeting would embarrass rather than assist the 
operations of the Government. 

After Mr. JonNsoN sat down, the Committee 
rose, reported progress and obtained leave to sit 


again. 


Wepnespay, February 24. 


Mr. Morrow, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, reported a bill directing evidence to be 
received on certain claims to land in the Missis- 
sippi Territory ; which was read twice and or- 
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dered to be engrossed, and read the third time 
to-morrow. i 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill “giving fur- 
ther time to purchasers of public lands to com- 
plete their payments,” with amendments. The 
Senate have concurred in the amendments of this 
House, “giving further time for registering claims 
to lands in the eastern district of the Territory 
of Orleans, now State of Louisiana,” with amend- 
ments; in all which amendments they desire the 
concurrence of this House. 


FOREIGN LICENSES. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill to prohibit the use of for- 
eign licenses. 

On motion of Mr. Newrox, the bill received 
many amendments. And, on the question of the 
Committee’s reporting the bill— 

Mr. Wian7 spoke against the bill at consider- 
able length, as tending, by cutting off our export 
trade, to cripple the agriculture of the country. 

Mr. NEw'row replied, and defended the bill on 
principles of general policy, the purity of com- 
merce, and the general good. 

Mr. BLAacKLEDGE spoke warmly in support of 
the bill, as going to preclude the enemy from col- 
lecting a revenue from our commerce. 

Mr. NELsoN spoke in reprobation of the license 
trade, in reply to Mr. Wricut, and in support of 
the bill. He expressed his ardent hope that alaw 
would pass to put an end to so disgraceful a trade. 

The Committee rose, and reported the bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 


THE FRIGATE CONSTITUTION. 


The bill making compensation to the officers 
and crew of the frigate Constitution for the de- 
struction of the British frigates Guerriere and 
Java, was read a third time and passed, by yeas 
and nays. For the bill. 61, against the bill 39, 
as follows: 


Yeas— William Anderson, Stevenson Archer, Dan- 
iel Avery, Ezekiel Bacon, John Baker, Burwell Bas- 
sett, Abijah Bigelow, William Blackledge, John C. 
Calhoun, Langdon Cheves, John Clopton, Richard 
Cutts, John Davenport, jun., John Dawson, James 
Emott, William Findley, Asa Fitch, Thomas Ghol- 
son, Felix Grundy, Aylett Hawes, Richard Jackson, 
junior, Richard M. Johnson, William Kennedy, Joseph 
Kent, Lyman Law, Peter Little, William Lowndes, 
Alexander McKim, James Milnor, Samuel L. Mitchill, 
Jonathan O. Moseley, Hugh Nelson, Thomas Newton, 
Israel Pickens, William Piper, James Pleasants, jun., 
Josiah Quincy, John Randolph, William Reed, Wil- 
liam M. Richardson, William Rodman, Ebenezer Sage, 
Thomas Sammons, Lemuel Sawyer, Adam Seybert, 
George Smith, John Smith, Richard Stanford, Philip 
Stuart, Silas Stow, Lewis B. Sturges, John Taliaferro, 
Benjamin Tallmadge, Peleg Tallman, Uri Tracy, 
George M. Troup, Charles Turner, junior, Leonard 
White, Thomas Wilson, Richard Winn, and Robert 
Wright—61. . : 

Naxys—wWillis Alston, jr., William Barnett, William 
W. Bibb, Adam Boyd, Elijah Brigham, Robert Brown, 
William Butler, Epaphroditus Champion, Martin Chit- 


tenden, Matthew Clay; James Cochran, Roger Davis, 
Joseph Desha, Samuel Dinsmoor, Elias Earle, William 
Ely, Peterson Goodwyn, Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, John 
A. Harper, Jacob Hufty, John M. Hyneman, Abner 
Lacock, Joseph Lewis, jr., Nathaniel Macon, Samuel 
McKee, Arunah Metcalf, James Morgan, Jeremiah 
Morrow, Thomas Newbold, Stephen Ormshy, Benja- 
min Pond, Elisha R. Potter, John Roane, Jonathan 
Roberts, Ebenezer Seaver, Samuel Shaw, William 
Strong, and David R. Williams—39. 


Some conversation took place on the phrase- 


ology proper for the title of the bill. Mr. Bacon 
moved to amend the title, so as to read “an act 
making compensation to the officers and crew of 
the frigate Constitution for thetr loss sustained 
in the destruction of the British frigates Guer- 
riere and Java.” 
the title, so as to substitute for the words in italie, 
the words “the capture.?-—Motion lost, ayes 37. 
Mr. Bacon’s motion was negatived by a small ma- 
jority. The following title was at length agreed 
10—46 to 39: *An act rewarding the officers and 
crew of the frigate Constitution.” 


Mr. DzsHA^ moved to amend 


g ORDER IN COUNCIL. 
The following Message was received from the 


PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 


To the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States : 


Ilay before Congress copies of a proclamation of the 


British Lieutenant Governor of the island of Bermuda, 
which has appeared under circumstances leaving no 
doubt of its authenticity. 
Council of the 26th of October last, providing for the 
supply of the British West Indies and other colonial 
possessions, by a trade under special licenses; and is 
accompanied by a circular instruction to the Colonial 


It recites a British Order in 


Governors, which confines licensed importations from 
ports of the United States, to the ports of the Eastern 
States, exclusively. : 

The Government of Great Britain had already intro- 
duced into her commerce during war, a system, which, 
at once violating the rights of other nations, and rest- 
ing on a mass of forgery and perjury unknown to other 
times, was making an unfortunate progress in under- 
mining those principles of morality and religion which 
are the best foundation of national happiness. 

The policy now proclaimed to the world, introduces 
into her modes of warfare a system equally distin- 
guished by the deformity of its features, and the de- 
pravity of its character; having for its object to dissolve 
the ties of allegiance and the sentiments of loyalty in 
the adversary nation, and to seduce and separate its 
component parts, the one from the other. 

The general tendency of these demoralizing and dis- 
organizing contrivances will be reprobated by the civ- 
ilized and Christian world ; and the insulting attempt 
on the virtue, the honor, the patriotism, and the fidel- 
ity of our brethren of the Eastern States, will not fail 
to call forth all their indignation and resentment, and 
to attach more and more all the States to that happy 
Union and Constitution, against which such insidious 
and malignant artifices are directed. 

The better to guard, nevertheless, against the effect 
of individual cupidity and treachery, and to turn the 
corrupt projects of the enemy against himself, I recom- 
mend to the consideration of Congress the expediency 
of an effectual prohibition of any trade whatever, by 
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citizens or inhabitants ofthe United States, under ape-. 
cial licenses, whether relating-to persons or ports ; and, 
in aid thereof, a prohibition of all exportations from 
the United States in foreign bottoms—few of which 
are actually employed—whilst multiplying.counterfeits 
of their flags and papers are covering and encouraging 
the navigation of the enemy. 

Án ` JAMES MADISON. 
Fzsnvanx 24, 1813. 


The followin 


g is the document referred to in 
the Message: |... — E 


Brnxv»4,alias Somer Islands : 


By his Excellency, Brigadier General George Hors- 
ford, Lieutenant Governor and Commander-in-Chief 
in and over these Islands, &c. ` 


A PROCLAMATION. - 

Whereas I have received a copy of His Royal High- 
ness the Prince Regents Order in Council, bearing 
date at the Court at Carlton House, the 26th October, 
1812, which order is in the words following, viz: 
* Whereas, during the late and present war, emergen- 
cies have at various times arisen essentially affecting 
the necessary süpply of the British West India islands, 
and of lands and territories belonging to His Majesty 
on the continent of South America, and it has been 
found expedient and necessary for the trade and com- 
merce of said islands, lands, &c, and for the support of 
the inhabitants thereof, further to extend, for a limited 
time, the importation into, and exportation from, the 
said islands, lands, and territories, His Royal High- 
ness the Prince Regent, in the name and on behalf of 
His Majesty, is pleased, by and with the:advice of His 
Majesty’s Privy Council, to authorize and empower the 
Governor or Lieutenant Govérnor of any of the islands 
or territories in the West Indies, (in which description 
the Bahama islands and the Bermuda or Somer isl- 
ands are included,) and of any of the lands or territo- 
ries on the continent of South America, to His Majesty 
belonging ; and they are hereby respectfully authorized 
and empowered to permit, until the 30th day of June, 
1818, the importation into the said islands, lands, and 
territories, respectively, of staves and lumber, horses, 
mules, asses, neat cattle, sheep, hogs, and every other 
spécies of live: stock, and live provisions, and also 
of every other kind of provisions whatsoever, (beef, 
butter, pork, salted, dried, and pickled fish, excepted,) 
in any unarmed ship or vessel not belonging to France, 
or to the subjects or inhabitants thereof, or of any port 
or place annexed to the territories of France under the 
license of the said respective Governors or Lieutenant 
Governors, which are hereby empowered to grant, in His 
Majesty’s name, subject to such instructions as His 
Royal Highness the Prince Regent, in the name and on 
the behalf of His Majesty, shall, from time to time, think 
fit to issue, to be signified by one of His Majesty’s Prin- 
cipal Secretaries of State; and also to permit, under 
licenses to be granted as aforesaid, the exportation from 
the said islands, lands, and territories, into which such 
importation as aforesaid shall-be made, and in the ships 
aforesaid in which such importations shall have been 
made, of rum and molasses, and of any other goods 
and commodities whatsoever, except sugar, indigo, 


cotton, wool, coffee, and cocoa: Provided, That such | 


or vessels shall duly enter into, report, and deli- 
eir respective cargoes, and reload at such ports 
regular custom-houses shall have been es- 
But, it is His Royal Highness’s pleasure, 
ess, and His Royal Highness, in the name 


ships 
"5 th 
only where 
tablished. 
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and on behalf of His ‘Majesty, and by and with the 
advice .aforesaid, is pleased to order, and it is hereby 
ordered, that nothing herein before contained' shall be 
construed to permit the importation of staves, lumber, 
horses, mules, asses, neat cattle, sheep, hogs, poultry, 
live stock, live provisions, or any kind of provisions 
whatsoever, as aforesaid, into any of the said islands, 
lands, or territorics, in which there shall not, at the time 
when such articles shall be brought for importation, 
be levied the following duties on such articles of the 
growth or produce of the United States of America, 
namely : . 
On wheat flour, per bbl., not weighing more 
than 196 pounds, net weight 
On bread or biscuit, of wheat flour, or any 
other grain, per barrel, not exceeding more 
than.100 pounds weight 
On bread, for every 100 pounds, made from 
wheat or any other grain whatever, im- 
ported in bags or other packages than bar- 
rels, weighing as aforesaid 
On flour or meal made from rye, peas, beans, 
Indian corn, or other grain than wheat, 
per barrel, not weighing more than 196 
pounds © 
On peas, beans, rye, Indian corn, calivan- 
ces, or other grain, per bushel 
On rice, for every 100 pounds, net weight, 
and so in proportion for a less or larger 
quantity NE - - 
On shingles, called Boston chips, not more 
than 12 inches in length, per thousand - 
On shingles, being more than one foot in 
length, per thousand 
For every 1,200 (common 
oak staves - - - - - 
For every 1,2200 (commonly called 1,000) 
white oak staves, and for every 1,000 
pieces of heading - - — - . 
For every 1,000 feet of white or yellow pine 
Iumber, of all descriptions 
For every 1,000 feet of pitch pine lumber - 
For all other kinds of wood or timber, not 
before enumerated 
For every 1,000 wood hoops 
And in proportion for a less or larger quan- 
tity of all and every of the articles enu- 
merated. 
Horses, neat cattle, and other live stock, for 
every £100 of the value thereof, at the port 
or at the place of importation - -10 0 0 
And whereas I have deemed it expedient and neces- 
sary to make known and publish the same within this 
His Majesty’s Government, I do therefore issue this my 
proclamation, to the end that all persons whom it doth. 
or may concern, being duly apprized thereof, may gov- 
| ern themselves accordingly. N 
Given under my hand and the great seal of the Isl- 
ands, this 14th day of January, 1813, and in the 
53d year of His Majesty’s reign. 
GEORGE HORSFORD. 
By his Excellency’s command : 
Rozent Kennepr. > 
God save the King. 
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(Cireular.) 
Downine Street, Nov. 9, 1812. 
Sin: I have the honor of enclosing an Order of 
Council, which has been judged expedient to issue, in 
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consequence of the existing hostilities between His 
Majesty and the United States of America, By this 
order you are authorized to grant licenses for the im- 
portation of certain articles enumerated in the order, 
and for the exportation of certain articles also enumer- 
ated in the same order, in the ships in which the im- 
portation shall be made. 

This intercourse is to be subject to the condition 
stated in the order, and such instructions as you may 
from time to time receive from one of His Majesty’s 
principal Secretaries of State. I am commanded by 
His Royal Highness the Prince Regent, to signify to 
you that in granting the licenses for the importation 
of the above-enumerated articles you take care that the 
articles so to be imported be severally enumerated in 
the body of the license, that the port or place from 
whence the importation is to be made, and the port to 
which the vessel is bound, be also inserted in the body 
of the license. 

That if the person applying for the license, shall 
not be able to state the name of the vessel on board 
of which the proposed importation is to be made, the 
condition of the license should be that the name of the 
vessel, the name of the master, her tonnage, and her 
national character, be endorsed on the license, on quit- 
ting her port of clearance, and that the condition of 
her license should also be, that she proceed direct for 
the port of her destination. 

Although the Order in Council authorizes you to 
permit the importations of the enumerated articles in 
any vessels not French, you will not grant these li- 
censes to any except to vossels in amity with His Ma- 
jesty, unless you are convinced that the island will be 
exposed to serious embarrassments by so confining the 
importation in question. 

Whatever importations are proposed to be“made un- 
der the order, from the United States of America, 
should be by your licenses confined to the ports in the 
Eastern States exclusively, unless you have reason to 
suppose that the object of the order would not be ful- 
filled if licenses are not also granted for importations 
from the other ports in the United States, 

With respect to the licenses for exportation on board 
the vessels in which an importation shall have been 
previously made, you will observe that the order does 
not require that the port of destination in such case 
shall be the same as that from whence the importation 
had been made, but you will take care that in the body 
of the license be inserted the name of the vessel, her 
tonnage, the name of the master, and her national 
character, the port.of clearance and the port of desti- 
nation; and that the cargo be described in the body of 
the license, according to the words of the order, viz: 
rum, molasses, or any other goods and commodities 
whatever, except sugar, indigo, cotton, wool, coffee, 
and cocoa. 

You will take care that the term of the import license 
does not exceed the term of the order on which it is 
granted, and that you do not issue any license for ex- 
portation under this order, after that period. 

The fee payable for each license is not in any case 
to exceed the sum of one pound one shilling. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your most obedient hum- 
ble servant. 


To Lieut. Gov. Hancounr, &c. 
The Message and accompanying document 


were referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations. 


EXTRA SESSION. 
. The House went into Committee of the Whole 


'on the bill to alter the time of the next meeting 
.of Congress—a motion being under consideration 


to fix on the fourth Monday in October. 

Mr. Grunpy spoke in reply to some observa- 
tions of Mr. Jounson (on yesterday) in favor of 
that day. Mr. G. was decidedly in favor of meet- 
ing in May; he believed it necessary to the sup- 
port of public credit that the House should meet 
in May. Had not the Committee of Ways and 
Means first taught him that an early session was 
necessary with that view, if revenue should not, 
asit would not, be provided at this session, he 
should not have been found advocating an extra 
session. "The House had been told by their finan- 
cial committee, that it was indispeusably neces- 
sary forthwith to provide a revenue; and that a 
paper system, without a foundation of permanent 
revenue, would involve the nation in disgrace or 
irretrievable ruin. Mr. G. quoted.various reports 
of the Committee of Ways and Means to show 
that they had made such statements. With these 
facts staring him in the face, how could he do 
otherwise than urge an early session ? If it was 
indispensably necessary a day or two ago to pro- 
vide a revenue, what had since occurred obviat- 
ing that necessity? Nothing. War had been 
declared, and it was the duty of those who de- 
clared it to provide the ways and means for car- 
rying it on. Mr. G. protested against the idea 
which had been advanced of giving enormous 
interest for loans, and against accumulating a 
large debt, almost without the knowledge of the 
people on whom it would be saddled, and ex- 
pressed his determination, as far as lay in his 
power, to go on and provide the ways and 


| means. 


Mr. Jonnson rose to explain. He had said 
yesterday, that if money could not be had for 
six per cent., he would, rather than cease the con- 
test on that account, give sixteen per cent., or as 
far as the whole property of the nation would ex- 
tend ; because he considered it to involve princi- 
ples on which the existence of the nation depended. 
If money was wanting, the people would clothe 
themselves and fight without pay. But money 
was not wanting. The gentleman had admitted 
that taxes to be levied in May, if Congress then 
met, would not be wanted until 1814. Mr. J. con- 
tended that they might be laid in the autumnal 
session in ample time for 1814. Why, then, meet 
earlier ? 

Mr. Biss said, that the Committee had re- 
ported that it was necessary to provide a perma- 
nent revenue to a certain amount for the service 
of the year 1814. If the next meeting of Con- 
gress were delayed until October, he did not be- 
lieve the taxes could be levied in due season. In 
support of this belief, he adduced various consid- 
erations, among which was the inexpediency of 
delaying the imposition of taxes until the farm- 
ers of the country had disposed of the annual 
proceeds of their labor, without making provision 
for the payment of the necessary taxes. Noth- 
ing, he said, had turned up to change the opinion 
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the Committee of Ways and Means had first ex- 
pressed on this subject; the necessary revenue 
pills could not be passed at this session; and he 

was, therefore, in favor.of an early session. —— 

-Mr. KosERTS said, subsequent reflection had 
convinced him that the motion which he had yes- 
terday made for October was perfectly proper, 
though he felt no anxiety on the subject, and 
should cheerfully acquiesce in any decision in 
favor of an earlier day. .The gentleman who 
was last up had quoted the opinion of the Com- 
.mittee of Ways and Means. It appeared that 
there was, as very naturally there might be, a dif- 
ference of opinion among the members of the 
Committee of Ways and Means on this subject.’ 
The opinion he had formed, Mr. R. said, was 
founded on documents before the House. He 
believed that, for the present year, sufficient secu- 
rity was given to the public creditors, an ample 
permanent revenue having been provided; and 
that there would be time, in a séssion, to com- 
mence in October, to provide revenue for 1814.. 
He dwelt on the expense and inconvenience of 
‘an extra session, &c., which he could not but 
think unnecessary. 

.-Mr. Curves said, he was tired; tired of en- 
deavors to provide a fixed revenue; but he was 
compelléd once more to rise to explain his view 
of this subject. He hoped he had never been: 
understood to say, for he never meant to say, that 
the present revenue would be sufficient for the 
support of the credit of the Government for the 
year 1813, unconnected with a provision for fu- 
ture years. The provision actually made was 
sufficient for the year 1813. But it was his opin- 
ion that there ought to be a further provision in 
the year 1813, and, at as early a period as possi- 
ble, in order to support the public credit for that 
year. Hisopinion was, that we ought to provide 
a revenue for 1814 and subsequent years, in time 
to produce the effect of giving confidence to the 
public credit. Mr. C. said he should, therefore, 
vote for an early session, because, without it, he 
did not believe that the public credit would be 
duly supported. 

Mr. PrzAsAwTS said he wanted words to de- 
scribe the repugnance he felt at the idea that the 
publie eredit, which had been maintained unim- 
paired from the commencement of the Govern- 
ment to this day, should be injured in the small- 
est degree, while, from the partiality of his fellow- 
citizens, he was placed here as one of its guar- 
dians. If time were permitted in this session, 
before: its Constitutional termination, he would 
sit here from morning to 12 o'clock every night, 
but he would mature a system for securing to 
the utmost that credit. But time was not per- 
mitted. Under these circumstances what ought 
Congress to do? To assemble here as early as 

ossible after the termination of this session, and 
mature a system to provide the necessary reve- 
nue. He had always been of the opinion, for 
himself, that it was the duty of Congress to have 
matured a system of taxes at this session. It 


in addition. to the revenue now provided, on the ` 
principles on which we had gone into the war. " 
He did not believe this money could be brought- 
into the Treasury by any provision to be made; 
in October. Personal convenience of the mem- 

bers, and considerations of expense, must yield to’ 
others of greater magnitude. The expense of 
the per diem allowauce ought not to be taken in- 

to consideration, because so many days as tlie" 
House should sit in the Spring would be cut off 

from the Winter session, &c. : ; 

Mr. BicELow said he felt no responsibility him- 
self on the subject of taxation; he had no hand - 
in making a resort to taxation necessary. He did 
not know that he should vote for a session on 
either day proposed. but he rose to state a fact to 
show the utter impossibility .of a collection of 
taxes in 1814, which should be laid next October. : 
An act,was passed in 1798, laying a direct tax ^ 
of two millions,’ The first year in which any: 
proceeds from it came into the Treasury was: 
1800, in which year something upwards of seven : 
hundred thousand dollars only was.received; in - 
1801, $500,000 more were received ; and in every 
year since something had been received on ac-: 
count of that tax laid in 1798. The internal. 
taxes had produced a result something similar. 
He had barely stated this fact to show that it- 
would be impossible in October to lay a tax to. 
produce a revenue. 

Mr. Wriaut opposed an early session. He, 
could not see how it could be necessary in May: 
to lay taxes, which it had not been thought pro-: 
per to propose at the present session. What had- 
occurred, or what would occur, he asked, to make: 
them necessary in May, if they were not neces- 
sary now? Why lay taxes in 1813, if they were 
not necessary till 1814? He was opposed to an 
unnecessary convocation of Congress, and it also: 
seemed to him not to be necessary. 

The question was then taken on the day for 
the meeting of Congress, and decided in favor of. 
the fourth Monday in May—49 to 39—and the. 
bill was so passed—yeas 78, nays 33, as follows: 

Yxzas—William Anderson, Stevenson Archer, Eze- 
kiel Bacon, David Bard, William Barnett, Burwell 
Bassett, William W. Bibb, Wm. Blackledge, Elijah 
Brigham, William Butler, John C. Calhoun, Epa- 
phroditus Champion, Langdon Cheves, Matthew Clay, 
John Clopton, Lewis Condict, William Crawford, J ohn 
Davenport, jun., John Dawson, Elias Earle, William 
Ely, James Emott, Wm. Findley, James Fisk, Thos. 
Gholson, Charles Goldsborough, Peterson Goodwyn, 
Felix Grundy, Bolling Hall, Aylett Hawes, Obed 
Hall, John M. Hyneman, William Kennedy, Wil- 
liam R. King, Abner Lacock, Peter Little, William 
Lowndes, Aaron Lyle, Thomas Moore, William Me- 
Coy, Samuel McKee, Alexander McKim, James Mor- 
gan, Jeremiah Morrow, Jonathan O. Moseley, Hugh 
Nelson, Thomas Newbold, Thomas Newton, Stephen 
Ormsby, Israel Pickens, William Piper, James Pleas- 
ants, junior, Peter B. Porter, Elisha R. Potter, Josiah 
Quincy, William Reed, William M. Richardson, Sarn- 
uel Ringgold, John Rhea, John Roanc, Jonathan Rob- 
erts, William Rodman, Thomas B. Robertson, Lemuel 
had been stated, that at least eight and a half | Sawyer, John Sevier, Adam Seybert, George Smith, 
millions of revenue would be necessary in 1814, ! John Smith, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, John 


12th Con. 2d Szss.—36 n 


1123 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


1124 


H.orR. 


Merchants! _Bonds. 


Ferrvary, 1813. 


Taliaferro, Peleg Tallman, George M. Troup, Charles 
Turner, jr, Leonard White, Robert Whitehill, David 
R. Williams, and Richard Winn. ten? 

_Narys—John Baker, Harmanus Bleecker, Adam 
Boyd, Robert Brown, William A. Burwell, Francis 
Carr, Martin Chittenden, Roger Davis, Joseph Desha, 
Samuel Dinsmoor, Asa. Fitch, Isaiah L. Green, Thos. 
P. Grosvenor, John A. Harper, Richard Jackson, jun., 
Jos. Kent, Joseph Lewis, jr, Arunah Metcalf, Joseph 
Pearson, Benjamin Pond, John Randolph, Ebenezer 
Sage, Thomas Sammons, Daniel Sheffey, Richard 
Stanford, Philip Stuart, Silas. Stow, William Strong, 
Benjamin Tallmadge, Uri Tracy, Laban Wheaton, 
Thomas Wilson, and Robt. Wright. 


Tuurspay, February 25. 


Mr. Cueves, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported the bill from the Senate 
“directing the Secretary of the Treasury to re- 
mit certain fines, penalties, and forfeitures therein 
mentioned,” without amendment. The bill was 
then committed to a Committee of the Whole 
to-day. ! 

On motion of Mr. CaLHoun, the Committee 
of the Whole were discharged from the consid- 
eration of the bill * vesting in the President of 
the United States the power of retaliation in 
certain cases," and the bill was recommitted to 
the Committee of Foreign Relations. 

Mr. Potnpexter, from a select committee, re- 
ported a bill to repeal in part, an act, entitled 
“An act to divide the Indiana Territory into two 
separate governments, and for other purposes,” 
which was read twice, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole to-morrow. 

An engrossed bill directing evidence to be re- 
ceived on certain claims to land in the Missis- 
sippi Territory, was read the third time, amended 
by unanimous consent, and passed. 

The amendments proposed by the Senate to 
the bill “ giving further time to the purchasers 
of public lands to complete their payments,” were 
read, and referred to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, 

The amendments proposed by the Senate to 
the amendments of this House to the bill “ allow- 
ing further time for registering the claims to 
land in the Eastern district of the Territory of 
Orleans, now State of Louisiana," were read, 
and concurred in by the House. 

message from the Senate informed the 
House that the Senate have passed several bills, 
to wit: "An aet to encourage the destruction of 
the armed vessels of war of the enemy ;? “An 
act to authorize and empower the president and 
managers of the Washington Turnpike Com- 
pany, of the State of Maryland, when organized, 
to extend and make their turnpike road to, or from 
Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, through 
the said District, to the line thereof; “An act 
supplementary to an act, entitled ‘An act to au- 
thorize the making a turnpike from Mason’s cause- 
way, to the town of Alexandria ;” “An act for the 
relief of Nathaniel G. Ingraham, Alexander Phe- 
nix and William Nexsen, jr. ;" “Anact to estab- 
lish certain post roads in the State of Louisiana 32 


“An act for the relief of the representatives of 
Samuel Lapsley, deceased ;? in all which bills 
they desire the concurrence of this House. 

The bill for releasing John McMaster from his 
confinement, for violating the embargo laws, 
passed through a Committee of the Whole, and 
was, on motion, indefinitely postponed. 


MERCHANTS' BONDS. 


On motion of Mr. CnEvEs, the House went 
into Committee of the Whole on the bill from 
the Senate authorizing the, Secretary of the 
Treasury to remit certain fines, forfeitures, and 
penalties. 


Mr. Cueves offered the following additional 
section by way of amendment: 


Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That, on appli- 
cation being made to the proper district judge for a 
remission of any fine, penalty, or forfeiture, directed 
to be remitted by the act, entitled “An act directing 
the Secretary of the "Treasury to remit fines, forfeit- 
ures, and penalties, in certain cases," and the act, 
entitled “An act authorizing the admission, under 
certain circumstances, of vessels owned by citizens of 
the United States of America, with their cargoes, from 
British ports beyond the Cape of Good Hope,” if it 
shall appear to his satisfaction that.the case is entitled 
to the benefits of the acts aforesaid, and embraced by 
the provisions thereof, such fine, penalty, or forfeiture, 
shall be remitted, and the prosecution instituted for 
the recovery thereof shall be discontinued, on the 
order of said judge to that effect, on payment of costs 
and duties, in the manner prescribed by the act under 
which the application shall have been made. 


After some discussion on this amendment, the 
question was taken on it and decided in the neg- 
ative, yeas 33. 

A motion was then made by Mr. Rura to 
strike out the first section of the bill, with a view 
to try its principle. 

The motion produced considerable discussion, 
in which Messrs. WiLLiIAMs and WhRianT sup- 
ported the motion, and Messrs. CnEvEs, Biss, 
MireniLL, BugEckER, and Reep opposed it. The 
motion was finally lost, 55 to 41. 

The question then recurred on a motion pre- 
viously made to strike out of the first section, the 
words “which were shipped from Great Britain 
prior to the declaration of war,” which motion, 
affording relief, was intended to destroy the pro- 
poe to the particular case which produced the 

ill. 


Mr. WinriaMS stated that the case on which - 


the bill was predicated was not an isolated one, 
as had been stated, but that, if the bill was passed, 
there were many others which would claim re- 
lief under its provisions. 

The motion to amend was opposed, by Mr. 
Bacon and Mr. Frex, and lost, 54 to 53. 

The Committee then rose and reported the bill 
to the House. 

Mr. Ruza renewed his motion for striking out 
the first section of the bill. 

This motion again involved a discussion of the 
principles of the bill, which was continued some 
ume, in which Messrs. McKim and Ropests 


+ 
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spoke in favor of striking out the section, and 
Mr. CHEVES against it. 

The question ou striking out the first section 
was taken by yeas and nays, and decided in the 
negative. For striking out the section 54. against 
it 61, as follows: | 

Nays—William Anderson, David Bard, William 
Barnett, Burwell Bassett, William W. Bibb, William 
Blackledge, Robert Brown, William A. Burwell, Wil- 
liam Butler, Jas. Cochran, John Clopton, Lewis Con- 
dict, Wm. Crawford, Roger Davis, John Dawson, Jo- 
seph Desha, Samuel Dinsmoor, Elias Earle, William 
‘Findley, Meshack Franklin, Thos. Gholson, Peterson 
Goodwyn, Isaiah L. Green, Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, 
Aylett Hawes, John M. Hyneman, Richard M. John- 
son, William R.: King, Abner Lacock, Peter Little, 
Aaron Lyle, Thomas Moore, William McCoy, Alexan- 
der McKim, Arunah Metcalf, James Morgan, Thomas 
Newton, William Piper, John Rhea, John Roane, Jo- 
nathan Roberts, Ebenezer Sage, Lemuel Sawyer, Ebe- 
nezer Seaver, Samuel Shaw, George Smith, John 
Smith, Wm. Strong, John Taliaferro, Robert White- 


hill, David R. Williams, Richard Winn, and Robert |. 


Wright—54. 

Yeas—Willis Alston, jr, Stevenson Archer, Eze- 
kiel Bacon, John Baker, Abijah Bigelow, Harmanus 
Bleecker, Adam Boyd, Elijah Brigham, John C. Cal- 
houn, Epaphroditus Champion, Langdon Cheves, Mar- 
tin Chittenden, John Davenport, jun., William Ely, 
James Emott, Asa Fitch, Thomas R. Gold, Charles 
Goldsborough, Thomas B. Grosvenor, Jacob Hufty, 
Richard Jackson, jr., William Kennedy, Joseph Kent, 
Lyman Law, Joseph Lewis, junior, William Lowndes, 
Archibald McBryde, Samuel McKee, James Milnor, 
Samuel L. Mitchill, Jonathan O. Moseley, Hugh 
Nelson, Thomas Newbold, Joseph Pearson, Timothy 
Pitkin, jun., James Pleasants, jun., Benjamin Pond, 
Peter B. Porter, Elisha R. Potter, Josiah Quincy, 
John Randolph, William Reed, William M. Richard- 
son, Thomas B. Robertson, William Rodman, Thomas 
Sammons, Adam Seybert, Daniel Sheffey, Richard 
Stanford, Philip Stuart, Silas Stow, Lewis B. Sturges, 
George Sullivan, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tall- 
madge, Uri Tracy, George M. Troup, Charles Turner, 
jun., Pierre Van Cortlandt, Laban Wheaton, and 
Thomas Wilson—61. 

Mr. Roserts moved to amend the bill so as 
to place the goods intended to be released by 
this bill upon the same footing, as to the du- 
ties accruing to Government, as those goods im- 
ported since the declaration of war. 

This motion produced considerable discussion ; 
in which it was contended, in favor of exacting 
the double duties, that the goods were very pro- 
bably now on hand, or had been sold under the 
same advantages for obtaining high prices as 
other goods since imported ; and that they ought 
'to afford the same revenue to the Government. 
Against the amendment, it was argued that as 
the goods were shipped before the declaration of 
war, and before double duties were imposed b 
law,it would be unjust to exaet the double duties 
on them. 

Mr. Rozerts’s motion was lost, without a 
division. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
tead a third time to-day. 


and passed by yeas and nays, as follows: For 
the bill 57—against it 45: i 


Yzas— Willis Alston, jr., Stevenson Areher, Eze- 
kiel Bacon, John Baker, Abijah Bigelow, Harmanus 
Bleecker, Elijah Brigham, Epaphroditus Champion, 
Langdon Cheves, Martin Chittenden, John Daven- 
port, jr., William Ely, James Emott, James Fisk, Asa 
Fitch, Thomas R. Gold, Charles Goldsborough, Tho- 
mas P. Grosvenor, Jacob Hufty, Richard Jackson, jr., 
William Kennedy, Joseph Kent, Lyman Law, Joseph 
Lewis, jr, William Lowndes, Archibald McBryde, 
James Milnor, Samuel L. Mitchill, Jonathan O. Mose- 
ley, Hugh Nelson, Thomas Newbold, Joseph Pearson, 
Timothy Pitkin, junior, James Pleasants, jr., Peter B. 
Porter, Elisha R. Potter, Josiah Quincy, John Ran- 
dolph, William Reed, William M. Richardson, Tho- 
mas B. Robertson, William Rodman, Thomas Sam- 
mons, Daniel Sheffey, Richard Stanford, Philip Stuart, 
Silas Stow, Lewis B. Sturges, George Sullivan, Sam- 
uel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Uri Tracy, Charles 
Turner, jr., Pierre Van Cortlandt, Laban Wheaton, 
Leonard White, and Thomas Wilson—657. 


Nays—William Anderson, Burwell Bassett, Wil- 
liam Blackledge, Robert Brown, William A. Burwell, 
William Butler, James Cochran, John Clopton, Lewis 
Condict, William Crawford, John Dawson, Joseph 
Desha, Samuel Dinsmoor, Elias Earle, William Find- 
ley, Meshack Franklin, Thomas Gholson, Peterson 
Goodwyn, Isaiah L. Green, Felix Grundy, Bolling 
Hall, Obed Hall, Aylett Hawes, William R. King, 
Abner Lacock, Peter Little, Aaron Lyle, Thomas 
Moore, William McCoy, Alexander McKim, James 
Morgan, Jeremiah Morrow, Thomas Newton, Israel 
Pickens, William Piper, John Rhea, John Roane, 
Jonathan Roberts, Ebenezer Sage, George Smith, 
John Smith, William Strong, John Taliaferro, David 
R. Williams, and Robert Wright—45. 


Fruipay, February 26. 


The Speaxer presented the petition of the 
crew of the frigate Constitution, praying compen- 
sation for capturing the British frigates Guerriere 
and Java.—Laid on the table. 

Mr. GaoLsoN, from the Committee of Claims, 
presented a bill concerning invalid pensioners ; 
which was read twice and committed toa Com- 
mittee of the Whole to-morrow. . 

Mr. Morrow, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported the agreement of that committee 
to the amendment of the Senate, to the bill “ giv- 
ing further time to purchasers of public lands to 
complete their payments,” with an amendment; 
which was concurred in by the House. 

On motion of Mr. CaLHoon, the Committee 
on Foreign Relations were discharged from so 
much of the Presidents Message, of the 23d in- 
stant, as relates to the license trade on board of 


| American vessels. 


The bill from the Senate * to establish certain 
post roads in the State of Louisiana" was read 
twice and ordered to be read the third time to- 
day. The bill was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The bill from the Senate “for the relief of Na- 
thaniel G. Ingraham, Alexander Phoenix, and 


The bill was accordingly read a third time, | William Nexsen, junior,” was read twice and 
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committed to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. ; 

A bill from the Senate “for the relief of the 
representatives o Samuel Lapsley, deceased," 
was read twice and committed to the Committee 
of the Whole on the bill for the relief of the le- 
gal representatives of George Nebinger, and 
others.” 

The bill from. the Senate “ supplementary to 
an act, entitled ‘An act to authorize the making 
a turnpike road from Mason’s causeway to the 
town of Alexandria,” was read twice and referred 
to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

The amendment of the Senate to the bill “in 
addition to the act regulating the Post Office Es- 
tablishment” was read, and concurred in by the 
House. : 

The bill from the Senate to.authorize and em- 
power the President and Managers of the Wash- 
ington Turnpike Company of the State of Mary- 
land, when organized, to extend and make their 
turnpike to or from Georgetown, in the District 
of Columbia, through the said District, to the 
line thereof,” was read twice and ordered to be 
read the third time to-day. The bill was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

The amendment of the Senate to the bill to 
reward the officers and crew of the frigate Con- 
stitution, for the capture and destruction of the 
frigates Guerriere and Java, which adds a dona- 
tion of $25,000 to Captain Jones and crew for the 
capture of the British sloop of war Frolic, was 
read and referred to a Committee of the Whole. 

The,bill from the Senate “to encourage the 
destruction of the armed vessels of war of the 
enemy” was read twice, and committed to a Com- 
mittec of the Whole to-day. 

Mr. Caxoun, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, reported a bill prohibiting the export- 
ation of certain articles therein specified, in for- 
eign ships or vessels ; which was read twice and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole to- 
morrow. The billis as follows: 

A Bill prohibiting the exportation of certain articles 
therein specified in foreign ships or vessels. 

Be it enacted, 4c., That no foreign ship or vessel 
shall be permitted to clear out or depart from any port 
or place within the United States, or the territories 
thereof, having on board any stores, lumber, horses, 
mules, asses, neat cattle, sheep, hogs, and every spe- 
cies of live stock and live provisions, and also every 
other kind of provision whatsoever, (sea stores only 
excepted.) 

Src. 2. That if any foreign vessel shall, during the 
continuance of this act, take on board any of the arti- 
cles above enumerated, other than provisions and sea 
stores necessary for the voyage, such ship or vessel and 
the cargo on board shall be wholly forfeited and may 
be seized and condemned in any court of the United 
States having competent jurisdiction, and every person 
concerned in such unlawful shipment shall forfeit and 
pay a sum not exceeding dollars, nor less than 
——- dollars, for every such offence. 

Sxc. 3. Prescribes the mode of recovery and distri- 
bution of penalties. 

Sge, 4. Limits the duration of the bill to the Ist of 
Julynext, . e$ ERO zu 


Mr. Carnoum, from the same committee, re- 
ported the bill from the Senate, “vesting in the 
President of the United States the power of re- 
taliation in the cases therein specified,” with 
amendments; which was read, and committed 
toa Committee of the Whole on Monday next. 


MEDAL TO COMMODORE PREBLE, &c. 


Mr. Quincy, from a committee appointed on a. 
Message from the President, of the 23d of De- 
cember last, respecting the execution of the reso- 
lution of Congress, for the presentation of a gold 
medal to Commodore Preble, &c., made a report ; 
which was read, and referred toa Committee of 
the Whole on Monday next. The report is as 
follows : 

The committee to whom was referred the Message 
of the President of the United States, transmitting a 
report of the Secretary of the Navy relative to the res- 
olution of Congress of the 3d of March, 1805, and to 
the proceedings under the same, having caused the. 
letters marked A and C to be addressed to the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, received from him the letters marked 
B and D, with the accompanying documents annexed 
to that letter and to this report. 

From these letters and documents it appears that, 
in a letter addressed to the chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, dated the 16th day of Decem- 
ber, 1805, and in explanation of * the causes why the. 
expenditures of that branch of the public service had 
so far exceeded the estimates and appropriations for. 
the same,” the then Secretary of the Navy did trans- 
mit an estimate of expenses defrayed” by the Navy. 
Department, containing an item, declared to be “for 
expenditures under the resolution of Congress of the 
3d of March, 1805 ; for which objects no appropriations 
have been made; they have, therefore, been defrayed 
out of the appropriations for the support of the Navy 
for the year 1805, twenty thousand dollars.". 

Upon this statement an act passed on the 22d of 
January, 1806, making an additional appropriation to 
supply the deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
naval service during the year 1805, in which was in- 
cluded the above sum, thus stated to be a deficiency, 
incurred by an expenditure, which, to that amount, 
had been defrayed by the Navy Department. 

It now appears, by the annexed letter of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, dated the 2d of February, instant, 
that the item abovementioned, instead of being, as it 
was stated to be, “for expenditures which had been 
defrayed" by the Navy Department, was in fact, mere- 
ly an item stating “a. deficit,” which resulted from 
“an estimate that the objects, contemplated by the 
resolution, would, if carried into effect, cost the sum 
of twenty thousand dollars.” 

From the preceding statement, resulting from the 
annexed letter and document, it therefore appears to 
your committee that the sum of twenty thousand dol- 
lars had not been “ defrayed out of the appropriations 
for the support of the Navy for the year 1805,” as 
was alleged to have been done in the item annexed 
to the letter of the Secretary of the Navy, of the 16th 
of December, 1805. 

It also, from the same evidence, appears to your 
committee, that the above sum of twenty thousand 
dollars has never been expended for objects specified- 
in the item annexed to that letter, and on account of 
which that sum was included in the appropriation, 
made by the act of the 22d of January, 1806; the sum 
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-of six thousand nine handred and forty-one dollars and 
-thirty-two centsonly having been expended for objects 
-specified in.that item, there remained an unexpended 
‘balance of.that item of appropriation of thirteen thou- 
sand and fifty dollars and sixty-eight cents. i 
In relation to this balance it appears, by the annexed 
letters of the Secretary of the Navy, that it is not 
- known, with certainty, at the Navy Department, whe- 
ther that balance has been applied to other objects of 
navy expenditures, any further than from the circum- 
stance that, at that time, the warrants of the Navy 
Department **upon the T'reasurer were drawn upon the 
appropriations indiscriminatély;”’ andthe whole amount 
of the appropriations having been expended,” it is pre- 
‘sumed, or supposed, “to follow, irresistibly, that this 
balance was merged in the general navy expend- 
-itures.” . s 
Inasmuch, therefore, as the amount of this item of 

appropriation was obtained under the suggestion of an 
'actual and * defrayed" expenditure, when, in fact, it 
was merely an estimated and undefrayed expense, and 
inasmuch as it appears that it has been expended for 
objects to which it was, originally, not destined by 
Jaw, your committee are of opinion that a further ex- 
amination is required into the real objects to which 
this unexpended balance, obtained under that sugges- 
tion, has been actually applied. 

»^ With respect to that part of the resolution of the 
‘8d of March, 1805, which “requests the President to 
‘cause a sword- to be presented to each of the conimis- 
sioned officers and midshipmen who distinguished 
themselves in the attack on the town, batteries, and 
. naval force of Tripoli,” in the execution of which the 
‘Secretary of the Navy states that “it is presumed that 
‘the President saw, what, to his mind, appeared diffi- 
‘culties of great delicacy, from the peculiar language of 
“the resolution," your committee cannot but regret that 
the terms of the resolution should have been such as 
to prevent the officers and midshipmen of that squad- 
‘ron from receiving the decreed and well-deserved 
marks of their country’s gratitude and honor. It is, 
however, apparent to your committee, that Congress, 
by passing the'#ésolution of the 3d of March, 1805, did 
decide that some of the officers and midshipmen, en- 
gaged in that service, were entitled to, and should re- 
ceive, the destined testimony of the nation’s sense of 
‘their merit. If, as is suggested in the letter of the 
Secretary of the Navy, the nature of the service and 
the equality of desert make discrimination difficult, 
your committee are of opinion that, under such cir- 
cumstances, it is better, and more worthy of the na- 
tional character, that ‘all should receive the destined 
‘reward, than that it should be withheld from all. The 
universality of distribution (should, in the opinion of 
the President, “all have acted gloriously”) will be a 
‘testimony of general merit, and to each individual an 
‘evidence of his having been a partaker of the glory of 
that service. A total neglect of such distribution, af- 
ter so distinct and public an acknowledgment of the 
title of some, is, in the opinion of your committee, do- 
‘ing justice to none. - Under these impressions, con- 
sidering that the squadron under the command of 
Commodore Preble, in the harbor and before the bat- 
teries of Tripoli, constitutes one of the most brilliant 
portions of our naval history; considering that the 
resolution passed on the 3d of March, 1805, raised just 
expectations in the officers and midshipmen, engaged 
in that service, of receiving some distinct token of their 
country’s favor; considering, also, the great import- 


ance, at this crisis of oür affairs, of not discouraging 
the spirit of our naval commanders by withholding 
rewards to which they have already been declared, by 
a solemn resolution of Congress, to be entitled; your 
committee have deemed it their duty to recommend a 
renewal of the appropriation, to the amount of the un- 
expended balance above stated, to enable the President 
of the. United States to carry into full effect the resolu- 
tion of the 3d of March, 1805. : 

In pursuance of these opinions and reasonings your 
committee propose, for adoption, the following reso- 
lutions : i 

Resolved, That the sum of thirteen thousand and 
fifty-eight dollars and sixty-eight cents be appropri- 
ated, to enable the President of the United States to 
cause a sword to be presented to each of the officers 
and midshipmen who distinguished themselves at the 
attacks of the town, batteries, and naval force of Trip- 
oli, in conformity with the esolution of Congress of 
the 3d of March, 1805. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed 
to lay before this House, at the ensuing session of 
Congress, a detailed statement of all the objects of ex- 
penditure to which the appropriations under the act of 
the 11th of December, 1805, and under the act of the 
22d of January, 1806, making additional appropria- 
tions for the naval service, were applied. 


A. 


Hovsx or Represenrarives, Jan. 27, 1813. 

Sır: The committee to whom was referred the Mes- 
sage of the President of the United States relative to 
the presentation of a gold medalto Commodore Preble, 
and swords to the officers of his squadron, have di- 
rected me to state the following facts as existing in the 
records of the House of Representatives. 

It appears, by a letter of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, dated the 12th of December, 1805, and by the 
documents accompanying that letter, published by or- 
der of the House of Representatives, on the 16th of 
January, 1806, that the Secretary of the Treasury had 
apprized that committee, by letter, of a large deficiency 
in the appropriations for the naval service, during the 
then current year, (1805;) and that, in reply to the 
said letter of the Committee of Ways and Means, in- 
quiring why the expenditures of that branch of the 
public service so far exceeded the estimates, and ap- 


_propriations, the Secretary of the Navy did, by his let- 


ter, dated the 16th of December, 1805, transmit an ac- 
count of expenses defrayed by the Navy Department 
out of the appropriations for the year 1805, and which, 
not having been contemplated in the estimate on which 
that appropriation was founded, the expenditure had 
constituted a total deficiency of six hundred thousand 
dollars. 

Among the items thus stated to have been defrayed, 
was one of twenty thousand dollars for the expendi- 
tures under the resolution of Congress of the 3d of 
March, 1805. 

Upon this statement I am directed to inquire whether 
that sum had been expended, and whether that defici- 
ency did then exist, as stated in the letter of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy? And, if it were expended, to 
request that an account of the particulars, specifying 
the dates, amount, and objects, of such expenditure of 
twenty thousand dollars, may be transmitted to the 
committee, from your Department. 

I am, sir, respectfully, your obedient servant, 

JOSIAH QUINCY. 

Hon. Wirrrax Joxzs, Secretary of the Navy. 
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Navy Deranruert, Feb. 2,1813. 

Sig: Ihave had the honor of receiving your letter 
of the 27th ultimo. 

On referring to the communication made by the 
Secretary of the Navy, on the 18th of December, 1805, 
to the honorable John Randolph, chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, I find that there was at 
that time an estimated deficit in the Navy appropria- 
tions of six hundred thousand dollars, and various items 
are therein stated as constituting this deficit. Among 
others, the sum of twenty thousand dollars is estimated 
* for expenditures under the resolution of Congress of 
the 3d of March, 1805 ;" that is, it was estimated that 
the objects contemplated by the resolution would, ifcar- 
tied into effect, cost the sum of twenty thousand dol- 
Jars. The resolution embraced three distinct objects, 
namely: a gold medal to Commodore Preble; a 
sword to each of the commissioned officers and mid- 
shipmen who had distinguished themselves in the sev- 
eral attacks against Tripoli; and one month’s extra 
pay to each of the petty officers, seamen, and ma- 
rines, of the squadron. Of these objects, two only, 
that is, the medal and the one month’s pay, were 
carried into effect. The cost of these objects appears 
by the enclosed paper, marked (a,) to have been six 
thousand nine hundred and forty-one dollars and thir- 
ty-two cents. 

It results from this, that, of the twenty thousand 
dollars estimated as necessary to carry into effect the 
objects contemplated by the resolution of the 3d of 
March, 1805, there remained unexpended a balance of 
thirteen thousand and fifty-eight dollars and sixty-eight 
cents, and that one of the objects of the resolution was 
never carried into effect. This balance, it is presumed, 
was merged in the general navy expenditures. For 
these objects there never was a specific appropriation 
made; and at that time the warrants of the Sccretary 
of the Navy upon the Treasurer, did not, as they have 
done since the act of the 3d of March, 1809, “ specify 
the particular appropriation or appropriations to which 
the same should be charged.” 

I have the honor to be, respectfully, yours, &c. 

W. JONES. 

Hon. Josian Quincy, 

of the House of Representatives. 
(a) 

There appears to have been paid on account of the 
medal presented to Commodore Preble, nine hundred 
and eighty dollars and thirty-two cents. 

There being no special appropriation for the pay- 
ments under the resolution of Congress, of the 3d of 
March, 1805, there was no distinct account raised on 
the books of this office for the payments. They were 
charged under the general account for “ Pay of the 
Navy;" of course the amount could only be ascer- 
tained by examining various accounts with the De- 
partment, which has been done, and it is believed with 
accuracy, and the amount appears to be five thousand 
nine hundred and sixty-one dollars. 

THO. TURNER, Accountant. 

Navy DEPARTMENT, 

Accountant’s Office, Feb. 8, 1813. 


C. 


Housx or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 22, 1813. 
Sra: Y am directed hy the committee to whom was 
eferred the Message of the President of the United 


States relative to the presentation of a gold medal to 
Commodore Preble, and swords to the officers of his 
squadron, to inquire on what grounds the Navy De- 
partment “ presumes that the balance of thirteen thou- 
sand and fifty-eight dollars and sixty-eight cents was 
merged in the general navy expenditures," as asserted 
in your letter of the second instant. 


They also direct me to inquire what are the dates of 
the several actual expenditures of the sums 
of 
Paid on account of the medal to Commo- 
dore Preble; and on account of the other 
payments, as stated in the documents an- 
nexed to the same letter, a further sum 
of - 


o2 2 2 2 BOBO 32 


5,961 00 


$6,941 32 


An early answer is solicited by the committee. 
I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


JOSIAH QUINCY. 


Hon. WILLIAM Jones, 
Secretary of the Navy. 


D. 


Navy Derarnrment, Feb. 25, 1813. 

Sın: I have had the honor of receiving your letter of 
the 22d instant, in which you inquire “on what 
groynds the Navy Department presumes that the bal- 
ance of $13,058 68 was merged in the general navy 
expenditures,” as stated in the letter addressed to you 
on the second instant. 

The terms * it is presumed," as used in my letter of 
the second instant, might, with perfect propriety, have 
been omitted ; for, as therein stated, “ there never was a 
specific appropriation made for the objects in question, 
and, at that time, the warrants of the Secretary of the 
Navy, upon the Treasurer, did not, as they have done 
since the act of the 3d of March, 1809, express the 
particular appropriation or appropriations to which the 
same should be charged." Of course the warrants of 
the Secretary of the Navy, upon thegI'reasurer, were 
drawn upon the appropriations indistriminately ; and 
the whole amount of the appropriations having been 
expended, it follows irresistibly that the balance of 
$13,058 68 was merged in the general naval expen- 
ditures. 

If there had been a specific appropriation of twenty 
thousand dollars, and if the warrants of the Secretary 
of the Navy had have expressed the object for which 
they were drawn upon the Treasurer, and the power 
of transferring had not have existed, or, if it existed, 
had not have been exercised, it would then have been 
in the power of the Secretary of the Navy to have an- 
swered all the queries which you have been pleased 
to propound to him upon this subject; and, under 
such circumstances, the information to you would 
probably have been, that the unexpended balance had 
been carried to the surplus fund. 

The papers herewith, numbered one and two, af- 
ford information as to the “ dates of the several actual 
expenditures of the sum of $980 32, paid on account 
of the medal to Commodore Preble, and an account of 
the other payments of the sum of $5,961." 

I am, very respectfully, sir, yours, &c. 

W. JONES. 

Hon. Josran Quincy, 

of the House of Representatives. 
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A statement showing thé dates when the payments 


appear to kave been made on account of the medal 
resented to Commodore Preble, in pursuance of 


the resolution of Congress of March 3, 1805. 


July 29, 1805 - - - . $15 00 
April15,1800 - -  - - 264 61 
July 3, 1806 - - - - ^. 1500 

- July 30, 1806. - - - - 685 71 
` $980 32 


E THO. TURNER, Accountant. 
Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Accountant's Office, Feb. 23, 1813. 


No. 2. 


A statement showing the dates when the several sums 
were paid and advanced on account of the month's 
pay allowed to the petty officers, seamen, and ma- 
rines, of Commodore Preble's squadron, in pursu- 


ance of the resolution of Congress of the 3d of 


March, 1809. 


July 14, 1805. Advanced to Robert W. Goldsborough, 

- purser, and by him paid to seamen, &c. $51 00 
August 6. Paid to Edward Burke, one 

month’s pay =- -e = > 
August 10. Paid to Henry Davenport - 
September 14. Paid to John Quinn- — - 
September 26. Advanced to Charles Wads- 

worth, purser, and hy him paid to sea- . 
` men; &c. - - - - -` . 2,348 00 
September 27. Paid to William Dickson, 


12 00 
12 00 
6 00 


one month's pay - -- - - 12 00 
Séptember 28. Paid to George Murray - 10 00 
September 28. Paid to James Pasgrave - 12 00 
November 6. Paid to Richard Doyle - 18 00 


November 25. Paid to Richard Harris - 
November 28. Advanced to Silas Butler, 
pursér, and by him paid to seamen, &c. 
December 5. Advanced to Timothy Wynn, 
purser, &c. - - - - - - 
December 5. Advanced to James Tootell, 
purser, &c. - - - - - - 525 00 
December 5. ‘Advanced to John H. Carr 
purser, &c. - - - - - - 89 00 
December 10. Paid to P. Farrell one 
month's pay - - - - - 
December 11. Advanced to James Thomp- 
son, paymaster of the marine corps, and 
by him paid to marines - - - 
December 13. Paid to Benjamin Cuthbert, 
one month's pay - - - - - 
March 4, 1806. Paid to William Johnson . 
July 1. Paid to John Ford - - - 
July 14. Paid to John Lyon -~ - - 
July 29. Advanced to David Whann, pur- 
ser, and by him paid to seamen, &c. - 
August —. Paid to Clement S. Hunt, pur- 
ser, &c. - . - - - - 


8 00 
692 00 


1,295 00 


7 00 


700 00 
18 00 
18 00 
18 00 
18 00 
30 00 


62 00 
$ 5,961 00 


THOS. TURNER, Accountant. 


Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Accountant's Office, Feb. 23, 1813. 


FOREIGN LICENSES. 

The House resumed the consideration of the 
report of the Committee of the Whole on the bill 
to prohibit the use of foreign licenses. 

Aiter some conversation on the propriety of 
the bill’s lying for consideration— 

Mr. Wricur moved to postpone the conside- 
ration of the bill indefinitely. - 

Mr. W. made a very long speech in support of 
his motion. He was entirely opposed, he said, 
to a measure, which would cut off our trade with 
Spain and Portugal, our prolific and friendly 
markets, merely because Great Britain thought 
proper not to prevent it. : 

Mr. Porter spoke against the bill. The effect 
of this and of other bills before the House, would 
be, to produce the evils of an embargo, without 
making the measure effectual. If gentlemen 
came forward. boldly and proposed an embargo, 
he declared he would vote for such a measure to 
continue as.long as the war. 

Mr: Ruea spoke against the motion. 

Mr. NEwTON spoke on the same side. Its pas- 
sage was more than ever necessary to the estab- 
lishment of a pure and national commerce. 

Mr. BLAcKLEDGE also spoke against indefinite 
postponement. He viewed the license system as 
a new mode of levying a tax on our commerce, 
which it was degrading to pay. 

Mr. Grosvenor said he was in favor of the 
motion to postpone the bill indefinitely, as he 
understood that such a postponement was tanta- 
mount to a rejection of it. The bill, he said, 
contained provisions, which, under severe penal- 
ties, forbid a commerce with neutral nations, by 
permission or license of the British Government. 
So far as it went to prohibit a trade to the coun- 
try, colonies, or dependencies of the enemy, 
whether with, or without their permission, he 
had no objection, except what arose from the 
utter superfluity of the measure. He believed 
the declaration of war interdicted all such trade. 
If such a trade came not within the Constitu- 
tional definition of treason, if it did not “aid and 
comfort” the enemy, he was at a loss to under- 
stand the meaning of those terms. Yet, Mr. G. 
said, if it seemed good to the Government to add 
new restraints, to heap petty pecuniary penalties 
on a crime which now works a forfeiture of lib- 
erty and life, they should have no opposition 
from him. It was that feature of the bill onl 
which forbids all neutral commerce under British 
license which, in his mind, rendered the bill 
utterly reprehensible; and he wished to be un- 
derstood, as applying all his remarks to this view 
of the measure. 

As well, said Mr. G., as I have understood the 
arguments of the supporters of this bill, they are 
not founded on any pretence that our licensed 
neutral commerce has proved injurious to the 
commercial or pecuniary interests of the country 
—such a position might be refuted by a single 
glance at the state of the commercial world dur- 
ing the past year. 

But, Mr. Speaker, said Mr. G. the beneficial 
effects of these licenses, to our commerce and our 
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measure intended to. humble such a people be- 
neath the feet of a gigantic usurper? Will not 
the moral sense of America revolt at conduct so 
flagitious? Will she suffer her history, at the 
date of only thirty years from her own glorious 
struggle for independence, to be blasted by the 
record of so foul a deed? If she will, let her no 
longer hope for the smiles of Heaven. Her race 
of virtue and of glory is ended. : 

But, say honorable gentlemen, “England will 
obtain a portion of our produce through this 
licensed commerce with neutrals.” Be it so— 
what is her benefit from that revenue, even upon 
a day-book and ledger calculation, compared with 
our own? If, indeed, such a calculation, upon 
such a subject, is not utterly disgraceful. When, 
preceding the war, you adopted an embargo, what 
was the situation of the interior of your Northern 
and Eastern States? For six months the door to 
exportation had been closed upon their. surplus 
produce by the rigor of the climate. The war 
found their condition as the embargo had left it— 
so powerful and numerous were the ships of the 
enemy upon the European seas, that there was 
no safety in exportation. Thus, on the 19th of 
June last, those States had in prospect, a Sum- 
mer of distress, and a harvest of bankruptcies and 
ruin. 

How was this distress, this ruin averted? By 
the use of those very licenses now so loudly 
reprobated, and by that alone. Au avenue to 
foreign neutral markets was opened. Under their 
protection your surplus produce was exported ; 
and the price of wheat alone, rising solely from 
these licenses, bears ample testimony to the bene- 
fis which your farmers, your merchants, and 
your whole country have received from them. 
It has been a most lucrative commerce; and the 
paltry sums which the licenses have cost have 
no perceptible check upon the benefits of the 
trade. In return for your produce you have re- 
ceived millions into your Treasury, and tens of 
millions into your country. They have circula- 
ted through, and enriched the body politie. 
What then, sir, though Britain does receive some 
advantages from this commerce—your advan- 
tages are beyond all computation greater. What, 
though, from the scraps of your trade, she picks a 
trifle to support her wars, your gains are incom- 
parably greater and more essential; your surplus, 
and, therefore, useless produce, is converted into 
the very sinews of war; into active capital; ena- 
bling your people to pay your oppressive taxes, 
to fill your enormous loans, and to sustain their 
fortunes and families through this barren Winter 
of war. 

Mr. Speaker, let me solemnly ask, at what late 
stage of insanity must those statesmen have ar- 
rived who would wantonly cast from their coun- 
try a commerce so advantageous, so indispensa- 
bleto their condition? But, sir, we are told that 
our honor is at stake—that this licensed neutral 
commerce is “a foul blot on our national char- 
acter.” 

It appears to me, sir, that gentlemen have mis- 
taken this whole matter. Unless I am much de- 


pecuniary resources, have not been questioned. 
Far different are the reasons which have led to 
. the bill; far different the evils which it is intended 
toremedy. The honorable gentleman from North 
‘Carolina (Mr. BLAckLEDGE) has told us that this 
licensed commerce is a foul blot on our national 
character, a prostration of our honor; a crime of 
the darkest hue, worthy of the rack and the gib- 
‘bet—[Mr. BrLAckLEpoE explained: he said that 
he had declared this licensed trade a degradation 
to the American name, a crime that ought to be 
punished with the gallows. But, he had also 
‘said, that it was injurious to us, because it sup- 
plied our enemy with food for her armies, her 
: colonies, her subjects, and her allies—and that 
f the price paid for the licenses furnished her with 
“pecuniary aid to continue the war against us.] 
Mr. G.: Mr. Speaker, I perfectly understand 
the honorable gentleman. But I am speaking 
solely of that principle in the bill which prohibits 
commerce with neutral nations—with Russia, 
Sweden, Denmark, Spain, Portugal, and their 
dependencies. Does the gentleman mean that 
we should destroy our commerce with these na- 
tions because through them some scraps of our 
produce may reach the English armies or colo- 
nies? Does he mean, that, because Russia, with 
Roman fortitude, and Herculean strength, has 
crumbled to atoms the colossal fabric of French 
.despotism, that she has forfeited all title to our 
esteem and friendship? Does he mean that 
Spain and Portugal are no longer neutrals, be- 
, cause, in their days of despair, they accepted the 
aid of a nation then at peace with us? And be- 
‘cause Britain has thrown her veteran body be- 
. tween them and their gigantic oppressor, must 
we, therefore, refuse them our commerce and our 
, amity ? 
Sir, has that gentleman observed the conduct 
of the people of Spain and Portugal for the last 
. five years, and has he no sympathy for their suf- 
ferings, no esteem for their fortitude, no admira- 
‘tion for their deeds of exalted heroism? When 
‘empires were crumbling around them, when even 
` the northern Autocrat paused and trembled, de- 
-spoiled of their Government, trodden to the very 
. earth by the myrmidons of France, that gallant 
- and indignant people spurned the chains of the 
arch tyrant, and rose em masse to rescue their 
‘rights and their religion. 
Sir, even on this floor I have heard, and my 
- blood has curdled while I have heard it—even 
! here Í have heard the cause and the noble con- 
.duct of that people treated with scorn and con- 
: tumely. 
It is true their rights are not such as are se- 
.eured by our Constitution. Nor do I believe 
that their religion is wholly unadulterated. But 
. they are the rights and the religion of an inde- 
' pendent nation. They are the choice of a gal- 
lant and noble people—and to preserve them 
` from the basest usurpation that ever stained the 
records of treachery, that people have sustained 
a long, bloody, and successful contest. 
And is it possible that the Government of the 
. only independent Republic on earth can adopt a 
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ceived, no point, either of national honor, or na- 
tional character, is involved in the question. If 


we were at peace with England, if we retained 


our neutral charaeter, there would be some foun- 
dation for saying that it was dishonorable to 
carry on a commerce with other neutral nations, 
under British license. In peace, we should have 
a perfect. right to such commerce, and England 
would have no right to molest us in its enjoy- 
ment. ‘To. purchase the enjoyment of that, to 
which, without money and without price, we had 
a perfect right, might be dishonorable. It cer- 
tainly would be so, if we were able to vindicate 
our right by arms; for then, as an independent 
nation, honor and policy would both point to 
such a resort. 
bill might be defended, and all the declamation 
about honor, character, dignity, and magnanim- 
ity, might be applicable. 

But, how widely different is the case before us. 
We are in a state of warfare with Great Brit- 
ain, and, as to her, have no neutral chasacter or 
rights. Inrelation to our own Government, com- 
merce with neutral nations, without licenses, is 
indisputably both legal and honorable. By the 
acknowledged laws of war, Great Britain hasa 
perfect right to capture all our ships, and seize 
all our property on the ocean ; and, of course, as 
far as her maritime means extend, to obstruct and 
destroy our neutral trade. Her numerous cruis- 
ers, surrounding the Peninsula, swarming in the 
Baltic, and covering the. Indian sea, enable her, 
in a great measure, to destroy our whole foreign 
commerce. Thus situated, from some motive, 
whether. to advance her own interests, or from 

sympathy with the heroic nations of the Penin- 
sula, I will not stop to inquire, she chooses to re- 
lax the rigid rules of war. In certain cases, she 
abandons her right of capturing our ships and 
property ; she relinquishes a right of war in favor 
of her enemy ; and these licenses are merely no- 
tices to her cruisers to what extent, and in what 
cases, this indisputable right is thus relinquished. 
They are taken by our merchants as witnesses of 
the order of the British Government, that, not- 
withstanding her belligerent rights, certain por- 
tions of our commerce shall remain unobstructed. 

Suppose, instead of special licenses, an Order 
in Council had been issued, prohibiting any ob- 
structions of our commerce to the ports of Rus- 
sia, Spain, and Portugal; this would be a general 
license, and I put the question to this House, and 
to the nation, Could a cominerce with those 
ports, under such a general license, be considered 
in any degree illegal or dishonorable? No one 
will pretend it. But, I pray you, sir, in point of 
principle, as bearing on our character and our 
honor, where is the difference between a com- 
merce under a general and a special license? 
The modes, it is true, differ; the object, the ef- 
fect, are the same. What then, sir, is the argu- 
ment of gentlemen upon this point of national 
‘honor? What is their language to the mer- 
chants of their country ? “ When dangers cluster 
around your commerce, when exposed to certain 
capture, when insurance rises, to a total destruc- 


In a state of peace, therefore, this’ 


tion of -your trade, then launch your ships on the 
ocean, for then your commerce is fair and hon- 
orable! But, if danger disappears, if the enemy 
refuses to capture your property, if your com- 
merce becomes secure and lucrative, then chain 
your ships to the docks, for then your trade be- 
comes a “ foul blot to the national character.” 

Mr. Speaker, is it possible that this House can 
adopt a measure founded on grounds and reason- 
ing like this? Is it possible that such spurious 
chivalry, such frenzy of patriotism, have usurped 
on this floor the seats which once were filled 
by sober wisdom and common sense? But, per- 
mit me to ask, who are the gentlemen, who, on 
this bill, have declaimed so vehemently in the 
cause of national honor ? 

Sir, I am sensible that any reasoning founded 
on the inconsistency of your adversary is neither 
very fair nor very conclusive. If entirely suc- 
cessful, it merely proves that gentlemen yester- 
day held opinions which they do not possess to- 
day. Certainly, it would never have been re- 
sorted to by mé, had not the example been set 
by the supporters of this bill. l 

It has been boldly asserted that our opposition 
'to the bill introduced the other day, to suspend 
the non-importation act, is inéonsistent with our 
present conduct. : I regret that the honorable gen- 
tleman who made the charge had not conde- 
scended, instead of a general accusation, to men- 
tion some point of inconsistency. 

It is not necessary to repeat the reasons so ably 
detailed by my honorable friend from Rhode 
Island, (Mr. Porrer,) which compelled us to re- 
sist that bill; but this I aver, that they are in no 
shape inconsistent with our opposition to this 
measure, which euts up, root and branch, all ex- 
portation in American ships. But, with the good 
leave of gentlemen, I will point you to another 
and a darker picture, sir. "Phe “suspension bill,” 
as it was called, was introduced for the express 
purpose of procuring revenue, and its passage at 
this session was declared indispensable, by the 
honorable chairman ‘who reported it, £o sustain 
the credit of the nation. With this view it was 
supported by its friends. To obtain money for 
this war without a direct appeal to the people, to 
put further off the dooms-day of direct taxation, 
its supporters were willing to open a circuitous, 
though actual commerce with the enemy ; to re- 
ceive her manufactures, and, of course, to send 
her the productions of our soil. 

When nine months of the war had not expired, 
when our armies had met nothing but captivity 
and death, while a whole territory, wrested from 
us, was yet in British hands; they were ready to 
inform the enemy, that hostilities must stay, un- 
less supported by her commerce. Mr. Speaker, 
are the gentlemen who voted for such a measure, 
the very same who now talk so flippantly about 
the dignity and honor of the nation? Do those 
very gentlemen, who, three days ago, were so 
eager to open an indirect, though actual trade 
with the enemy herself, now shrink, like the sen- 
sitive plant, from all advantages derived from a 
| neutral commerce, merely because the enemy 
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abandons her right to destroy it? Having swal- 
lowed the camel, do they strain at a gnat? Sir, 
“itis easier for a camel to go through the eye of 
-a needle,” than to refute this charge of gross and 
palpable inconsistency.. With permission, I would 
propound a few questions, as-well to the Govern- 
meni, as to those sticklers for national honor and 
dignity. How is it, gentlemen, that in time of- 
peace, our commerce has been. openly, and for 
years protected by French, Dutch, and British 
licenses, and you have remained undisturbed ? 
How is it, that when our Imperial friend of 
France, opened his ports to all licensed trade 
from two Southern cities, in a few Southern pro- 
ductions, and shut them to the remainder of our 
nation, that your honorable feelings were unmoved, 
and your patriotism silent asthe grave? During 
this whole war, in the open face of day, under 
the very nose of Government, this neutral com- 
merce has been constantly prosecuted, under the 
protection of these licenses; and yet this bill has 
calmly slept, until this moment. 

During these periods of disgrace and humilia- 
tion, where have the patriotism, the honor, the 
high sensibilities of honorable gentlemen been 
‘wandering? And how is it, that at this peculiar 
moment they burst upon usin strains of chivalry, 
which would rival the Knight of La Mancha in 
the paroxysms of his disorder ? 

Sir, to these questions I expect no answer; it 
would be barbarous to press them further. But, 
sir, although we shall hear nothing of it from 
those gentlemen, there jsa clue, which will guide 
us through this labyrinth of mysteries and incon- 
sistencies. "The objects of this bill are not what 
they profess to be. I have no doubt, that, like the 
act to suspend the non-importation law, it is pure- 
ly a penurious measure—a Treasury machine, in- 
vented by the able Secretary of that Department, 
to wring a few more millions from the people of 
the Atlantic States. Sir, to my eye, the hand of 
the honorable Secretary is apparent in every part 
of the machinery. 

On the 9th of February the Secretary wrote to 
the Chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means as follows: 

“It appears in every point of view highly desirable 
that the duty on forcign tonnage should be increased. 
A duty of ten dollars per ton does not seem greater 
than what is required for the protection of American 
vessels. But I cannot form any correct estimate of 
the probable addition resulting to the revenue from 
such an increase; much would depend on thesuppres- 
sion of the trade carried on by American vessels with 
enemies’ licenses.” 

In pursuance of this hint, on the 15th of the 
present month, a bill was reported to tax foreign 
neutral ships, at the enormous rate of six dollars 
per ton. This bill, it will be recollected, came 
before the House on the same day that a resolu- 
tion to tax whiskey was rejected. The bill was 
opposed, because its manifest effects would be, to 
tax those who vended the domestic productions 
which should be exported, and those who con- 
sumed the foreign commodities, which should be 
imported in these taxed neutral bottoms. These 


venders and consumers resided, principally, in 
the Atlantie States; their taxes had recently been 
rendered heavy by the imposition of double du- 
ties, and nothing would be more unjust and wick- 
ed, while the South and the West remained un- 
taxed, than to throw the whole pecuniary weight of 
the war upon the Northern, Middle, and Eastern 
States. -All remonstrances were vain; the bill 
scarcely squinted to the South or the West; it 
looked North, Northeast, and, of course, passed 
with the usual war majority. But, sir, while 
licenses were permitted, the venders and consum- 
ers might escape the tax; their produce might be 
exported, and foreign commodities imported in 
our own licensed ships. The Secretary saw this, 
and resorted to a remedy, which might have start- 
led any officer less hostile to commerce and 
less greedy of revenue. He knew, that such was 
the British power on the ocean, if the use of 
licenses was prohibited, neutral ships, at least for 
a season, must be substituted for our own; and 
thus the tax would at once be augmented and se- 
cured.. Hence, at the close of the paragraph, 
which I before read, he says, “much, (that is, 
much of the tax) would depend on the suppres- 
sion of the trade carried on by American vessels 
with enemies’ licenses.” The honorable Secre- 
tary never speaksto this House in vain. Unversed 
as I am in this strange mode of official inter- 
course, this Court language of nods, hints, and in- 
sinuations, I never onee dreamed, that these few 
words contained a positive direction to this House 
to destroy our licensed neutral commerce. Not 
so the Chairman of the Committee of Commerce 
and Manufactures, (Mr. Newron;) he was filled 
with new light and new activity; and this bill, 
which for three months had slept in his pocket, 
was, on the twenty-second, thrown on your table. 
The next day, it was pushed through the Com- 
mittee, and on this day is to be driven through 
this House. Do not these facts point with uner- 
ring certainty to the author and the objects of 
this bill? Sir, although it is made to strut on 
this floor in the guise, port, and armor of a na- 
tional champion, it is nothing more or less than 
a poor collector of revenue for the year 1814. 

To rebut this irresistible conclusion, gentle- 
men have pressed into their service the last Mes- 
sage of the President. In that Message, the Pres- 
ident recommends a total prohibition of exporta- 
tion in neutral ships. In pursuance of thatsug- 
gestion, the Committee have this morning reported 
a bill for that purpose. That bill prohibits the 
carrying by neutrals of every principal article of 
exportation in the Middle, Northern, and Eastern 
States, while not one Southern staple is glanced 
at by its provisions. Notwithstanding this char- 
acteristic feature of this bill—notwithstanding 
this unerring criterion provesita straggling relative 
of the old embargo family, yet, I do not believe, 
that there is any serious intention to adopt it. 

It is inconsistent with the financial operations 
of the country. The tax and license project is 
his work. The non-exportation project is the 
forlorn offspring of the President—by him only 
is it recommended. If there is any faith in pub- 
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lie documents, these facts-are undeniable. Can 
any geütleman, who understands the condition 
of the Cabinet, the relative powers of its compo- 
nent parts, doubt for a moment whose project 
will triumph ? Do they suppose, that in this 
jostle for influence, wit will not prevail over hon- 
esty, intrigue over office? Sir, the President is 
no match for the Secretary—but if there be no 
clashing of influence; ifthe Cabinet are united, 
then we have a right to conclude, that down to 
the 22d of February, when the license bill was 
reported, the project of the Secretary was ap- 
proved and adopted by the Government. If this 
be so, then I ask if it be possible that in three 
days, that project has been abandoned, and the 
- very reverse of it adopted? Not one event has 
transpired to produce such a radical change. Like 
the vane on yonder spire, does the Administration 
change with every change of wind? Nay, more 
mutable than the weathercock, do they traverse 
the whole compass though the sky is serene and 
not a breeze is moving? Sir, at this alarming 
crisis, when stability alone can insure respect and 
confidence, the Government dare not incur the 
contempt of the enemy, and the ridicule of their 
own people. Ido not therefore believe, whatever 
may be the motives of certain speaking automa- 
tons on this floor, that the bill to prohibit expor- 
-tation in neutral ships, will ever become a law. 
The great magician does not pull his wires and 
ur his puppets with so weak and so clumsy a 
and. NES 
Mr. Speaker, if in. all this Iam mistaken, if 
this measure has no financial views, but is intend- 
ed. only as an attack on the commerce of your 
merchants, under some mistaken notions of honor 
and national dignity, I have then only to lament 
the infatuation of its authors. The measure will 
prove wholly inefficient. It may harass your 
merchants, and embarrass your farmers—it may 
ereate a new swarm of informers, and transfer, by 
fines and forfeitures, the hard earned fortunes of 
your merchants into the pockets of the supple 
tools of Government. But, as to its general effect, 
it will entirely fail. This Government cannot 
change the nature of man—they cannot counter- 
act the laws of nature. While the habits, the 
propensities and àll the feelings of the American 
people, press forward to the accumulation of prop- 
erty, it is obvious that you obstruct their pro- 
gress. "The surplus produce of this country will 
never perish in the hands of your farmers—it will 
find an avenue through which it willreach those 
who can purchase and pay for it—and all your 
penal laws, counteracting this irresistible opera- 
tion of human nature, will only serve to injure 
your citizens, and of consequence your country. 
For six years, experience has been constantly 
teaching you this salutary lesson—you know its 
truth and have acknowledged its vorrectness. 
And yet such is your infatuation, such is your 
zeal to imitate the despotic examples which have 
shrouded in misery the continent of Europe, that 
you do not hesitate to repeat and reiterate mea- 
sures, which have produced nothing to your 
country but discontent, distress,and poverty ; they 


will never produce anything better ; let them be 
abandoned ; and let your people, in these times of 
national calamity, not be compelled to believe 
that the Government of their choice is more in- 
imical to their interest than the Government of 
their avowed enemy. ; 

Mr. RoserTs replied. to Mr. GROSVENOR ; as 
also did Mr. CaLmovn, at considerable length, 
and Mr. BLACKLEDGE. 

Mr. WricaT again spoke against the bill. 

‘Mr. Preasants doubted the possibility of 
reaching the evil intended to be guarded against 
by any statutory provision; but it was yet such 
a subject as to justify inquiry; and he should 
therefore vote against indefinite postponement. 

Mr. MiLNon said a few words against the bill. 


Mr. Ranpourn spoke against the bill. ‘The 
effect of it, he said, would be, by our own aet, to 
cut off all that part of our trade which the enemy 
did not destroy. He viewed it as a resucitation 
of that old spirit of embargo, which he thought 
we had forever laid when we commenced actual 
hostilities. i 

Mr. CaLnoun was about to rise to reply, but 
declined speaking from the lateness.of the hour. 

The question was then taken ou indefinite 
postponement and lost—for the postponement 41, 
against it 75, as follows: : 


Yeas—John Baker, Abijah Bigelow, Harmanus 
Bleecker, Adam Boyd, Elijah Brigham, Epaphroditus 
Champion, Langdon Cheves, Martin Chittenden, John 
Davenport, jr., William Ely, James Emott, Asa Fitch, 
Thomas R. Gold, Charles Goldsborough, Thomas P. 
Grosvenor, Richard Jackson, jun., Joseph Kent, Ly- 
men Law, Joseph Lewis, jun., Archibald McBryde, 
James Milnor, Jonathan O. Moseley, Thomas Newbold, 
Joseph Pearson, Elisha R. Potter, Josiah Quincy, John 
Randolph, William Reed, William Rodman, Philip 
Stuart, Silas Stow, Lewis B. Sturges, George Sullivan, 
Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Uri Tracy, 
Pierre Van Cortlandt, Laban Wheaton, Leonard White, 
Thomas Wilson, and Robert Wright.—41 


Nars— Willis Alston, jr., William Anderson, Ste- 
venson Archer, Ezekiel Bacon, David Bard, William 
Barnett, Burwell Bassett, William W. Bibb, William 
Blackledge, Robert Brown, William A. Burwell, Wil- 
liam Butler, John C. Calhoun, James Cochran, John 
Clopton, Lewis Condict, William Crawford, Richard 
Cutts, Roger, Davis, John Dawson, Joseph Desha, 
Samuel Dinsmoor, Elias Earle, William Findley, James 
Fisk, Mcshack Franklin, Thomas Gholson, Peterson 
Goodwyn, Isaiah L. Green, Felix Grundy, Bolling 
Hall, Obed Hall, John A. Harper, Aylett Hawes, John 
M. Hyneman, William Kennedy, Richard M. Johnson, 
William R. King, Abner Lacock, Peter Little, William 
Lowndes, Aaron Lyle, Thomas Moore, William Me- 
Coy, Alexander McKim, Arunah Metcalf, James Mor- 
gan, Jeremiah Morrow, Hugh Nelson, Thomas New- 
ton, Stephen Ormsby, Israel Pickens, William Piper, 
James Pleasants, jr., Benjamin Pond, John Rhea, John 
Roane, Jonathan Roberts, Thomas B. Robertson, Ebe- 
nezer Sage, Thomas Sammons, Lemuel Sawyer, Ebe- 
nezer Seaver, John Sevier, Adam Seybert, Samuel 
Shaw, George Smith, John Smith, Richard Stanford, 
John Talliaferro, George M. Troup, Charles Turner, 
jr. Robert Whitehill, David R. Williams, and Rich- 
ard Winn.—75 
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The question then recurred on concurring in 
“the first amendment reported by the Commit- 
tee of the Whole: Whèn the House adjourned. 


SaTURDAY, February 27. 

Mr. Newron, from the Committee of Com- 

merce and Manufactures, reported the bill from 
the Senate “concerning the shipping and com- 
merce of the United States,” without amendment, 
and the bill was ordered to Jie on the table. 
. Mr. Dawson, from the select committee on the 
subject, made a report in relation to making 
alterations in the Representative Chamber, for the 
purpose of ventilating the same, &c., and also 
introduced a bill making an appropriation for that 
„purpose. which was twice read and committed. 

The House resumed the consideration of the 
bill prohibiting the use of foreign licenses on 
board vessels of the United States. 

The first amendment made in Committee of 
the Whole having been taken up and concurred 
in— 

On motion of Mr. Curves, the further consid- 
eration of the bill was ordered to lie on the table, 
for the purpose of taking up certain appropriation 
bills, the passage of which was indispensably 
necessary. 

The bill making appropriations for the support 
of the Naval Establishment for 1813, was passed 
‘through a Committee of the Whole, and the bill 
making like appropriations for the Military Es- 
tablishment, passed through a Committee, and 
both were ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

A message from the Senateinformed the House 
that the Senate have passed a bill “ the better to 
provide for the supplies of the Army of the Uni- 
ted States, and for accountability of persons in- 
trusted with the same." "The Senate have also 
passed the bill “for the regulation of seamen in 
the public ships and in the merchant service of the 
United States," with amendments ; in which bill 
and amendments they desire the concurrence of 
this House. 

The said bill from the Senate was read and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A motion was made by Mr. Jounson, that, 
when the House adjourns, it will adjourn to meet 
again to-morrow, and the question being taken, 
it was determined in the negative—yeas 30, 
nays 45. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill “rewarding the officers and crew of the 
frigate Constitution.” The Committee reported 
their agreement to the same, and the amendments 
were then concurred in by the House. 

_ The report of the Committee of Foreign Rela- 
tions proposing amendments to the bill vesting in 
the President of the United States the power of 
retaliation in certain cases passed through a 
Committee of the Whole, and was agreed to by 
the House. 

On the question of ordering the bill to a third 
reading, considerable debate took place. Messrs. 


Quincy, Seysert, CALHoUN, WRIGHT, GRUNDY, 
Rura, and GoLpsBOROUGH, took part in it. 

The objeetions to the bill were not to the prin- 
ciple of retaliation, but arose from the opinion 
that such a power already existed, from usage 
and from the nature of things, and was insepera- 
ble from sovereignty. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, 
and with the bill to be read a third time. 


REVENUE LAWS. 


Mr. Quincy, from the select committee ap- 
pointed on the subject, in pursuance of a motion 
made by himself, made the following report: 

“The committee appointed to inquire into’ the 
principle and practice adopted by the Treasury De- 
partment, in relation to the revenue laws, and to 
the mitigating or remitting the fines, penalties, and 
forfeitures, accruing under the same, having, in pur- 


'suance of that appointment, had an interview with 


the Secretary of the "Treasury, and examined such 
papers as they deemed necessary for the due execution 
of their trust, addressed to him a letter marked A, and 
received from him im reply the letter marked B, with 
the accompanying document—all of which are annexed 
to this report. 

“It appears to your Committee, as far as they are 
enabled to judge, that the remitting and mitigating 
powers, exercised by the "Treasury Department, have 
been used in a manner liberal andjust. Your Com- 
mittee have not deemed it their duty, from the terms 
of their authority, to enter into the consideration of 
the expediency of relieving the Treasury Department 
from the burden of exercising this discretion. In some 
commercial communities a similar discretion is vested 
in a board of commissioners, whose numerous mem- 
bers form a check upon each other, and the publicity 
of whose proceedings preserve their decisions under the 
scrutiny of the public eye, and the wholesome control 
of public opinion. 

“Your committee report to the House the annexed 
papers as the result of their inquiry.” ` 

The report was read and ordered to lie on the 
table. i 

FOREIGN LICENSES. 


The House again resumed the consideration, 
of the report of the Committee of the Whole on 
the bill to prohibit the use of licenses or passes 
issued under the authority of any foreign Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. Roane moved that the House do reconsider 
their vote of concurrence in the first amendment 
reported by the Committee of the Whole House ; 
which was determined in the affirmative. 

The question was then again taken to concur 
with the Committee of the Whole House in the 
said first amendment, and was determined in the 
negative. 

The residue of the said amendments were sev- 
erally concurred in by the House. 

A motion was then made by Mr. Netson, that 
the bill be recommitted to a Committee of the 
Whole; which was determined in the negative. 

The bill was then further amended, and a mo- 
tion was made by Mr. Quincy, that it do lie on 
the table ; which was determined in the negative. 

The question was then taken that the bill be 
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engrossed and read the-third time, and passed in 
the affirmative—yeas 69, nays.37, as follows: 

Yeas— Willis Alston, jr, William Anderson, Stev- 
enson Archer, David Bard, William Barnett, Burwell 
Bassett, William W. Bibb, William. Blackledge, 
‘Robert Brown, William A. Burwell, William Butler, 
John C. Calhoun, James Cochran, John Clopton, 
Lewis Condict, William Crawford, Richard Cutts, 
Roger Davis, John Dawson, Joseph Desha, Samuel 
Dinsmoor, Elids Earle, William Findley, Meshack 
Franklin, Thomas Gholson, Peterson Goodwyn, Isaiah 
L. Green, Felix Grundy, Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, 
Aylett Hawes, John M. Hyneman, Richard M. John- 
son, William Kennedy, Peter Little, William Lowndes, 
Aaron Lyle, Nathaniel Macon, Thomas Moore, Wil- 
liam McCoy Alexander McKim, Samuel L. Mitchill, 
James Morgan, Jeremiah: Morrow, Hugh Nelson, 
Thomas Newton, Stephen Ormsby, Israel Pickens, 
William Piper, James Pleasants, jr., Benjamin Pond, 
Samuel Ringgold, John Rhea, John Roane, Jonathan 
Roberts, Thomas B. Robertson, Ebenezer Sage, Lem- 
uel Sawyer, Ebenezer Seaver, John Sevier, Adam 
Seybert, Samuel Shaw, George Smith, John Smith, 
Richard Stanford, George M. Troup, Charles Turner, 
jr., Robert, Whitehill, and Richard Winn. 

.Naxs—John Baker, Abijah Bigelow, Harmanus 
Bleecker, Adam Boyd, Elijah Brigham, Epaphroditus 
Champion, Langdon Cheves, Martin Chittenden, John 
Davenport, jr., William Ely, James Emott, Asa Fitch, 
Thomas R. Gold, Charles Goldsborough, Thomas B. 
Grosvenor, Richard Jackson, jr., Lyman Law, Joseph 
Lewis,:jr, Jonathan O. Moseley, Thomas Newbold, 
Joseph Pearson, Elisha R. Potter, Josiah Quincy, Wil- 
liam Rodman, Daniel Sheffey, Philip Stuart, Silas 
Stew, Lewis B. Sturges, George Sullivan, Samuel 
Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Peleg Tallman, Pierre 
Van Cortlandt, Laban Wheaton, Leonard White, 
Thomas Wilson, and Robert Wright. 


Ordered, That the said bill be read the third 
time on Monday. 


POWER OF RETALIATION. 


The bill giving to the President of the United 
States the power of retaliation in certain cases 
therein mentioned, was read a third time. 

' A motion was made by Mr. Quincy to ad- 
journ—lost, 56, to 16. 
The bill was then passed by the following vote: 


Yzas— Willis Alston, jr., William Anderson, Ste- 
venson Archer, David Bard, William Barnett, Burwell 
Bassett, William W. Bibb, William Blackledge, 
William Butler, John C. Calhoun, Francis Carr, 
Langdon Cheves, James Cochran, John Clopton, 
Richard Cutts, John Dawson, Joseph Desha, Samuel 
Dinsmoor, Elias Earle, Meshack Franklin, Thomas 
Gholson, Peterson Goodwyn, Isaiah L. Green, Felix 
Grundy, Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, John A. Harper, 
John M. Hyneman, Richard M. Johnson, William Ken- 
nedy, William R. King, Peter Little, William Lowndes, 
Thomas Moore, William McCoy, Samuel L. Mitchill, 
James Morgan, Jeremiah Morrow, Hugh Nelson, 
Thomas Newton, Stephen Ormsby, Israel Pickens; 
William Piper, James Pleasants, jr., John Rhea, John 
Roane, Jonathan Roberts, Thomas B. Robertson, Adam 
Seybert, Samuel Shaw, George Smith, John Taliaferro, 
Charles Turner, jr., Robert Whitehill, David R. Wil- 
liams, and Robert Wright. 

Naxs—Abijah Bigelow, Elijah Brigham, Epaph- 


roditus Champion, Martin Chittenden, James Emott, 
Asa Fitch, Thomas P. Grosvenor, Lyman Law, . Jos. 
Lewis, jr, Jonathan O. Moseley, Elisha R. Potter, 
Josiah Quincy, William Reed, William ‘Rodman, 
Daniel Sheffey, Richard Stanford, and Leonard White. 


EXPORTATION IN FOREIGN BOTTOMS. 


` The House resolved itself into a Committee of. 
the Whole, on the bill prohibiting the exportation 
of certain articles therein mentioned in foreign 
vessels. . a 

Mr. CaLuouw spoke at some length in expla- 
nation of the object of the bill. 

Mr. Quincy made some observations in reply, 
and moved to amend the bill by adding thereto 
the following amendment, as the contingency on 
which the bill should have effect: “ whenever it 
* shall appear to the satisfaction of the President 
‘of the United States, and he shall declare by 
‘proclamation, that any Governor or Lt. Gov- 
* ernor of any British West India Island shall 
* have exercised the authority and issued any 
‘license under the authority given by the Prince 
* RegenUs Order in Council, dated 26th October, 
t 1812.” 

After some debate, this motion was negatived,. 
by a large majority. 

Mr. Quincy moved to add to the articles pro- 
posed to be prohibited from being exported, the 
following: “and also wheat, flour, rice, tobacco, 
cotton, indigo, tar, pitch, rosin and turpentine.” 

This motion having been seconded by Mr. 
WirLLtAMs— 

After some observations from Mr. Currs, in its 
favor, it was carried, by a vote of 46 to 25. 

Mr. GórpsBoRoucH then moved an amend- 
ment going to restrict the prohibition of export- 
ations to the British West India Islands and 
South American possessions. — 

But before this motion was decided on, the 
Committee rose, reported progress and obtained 
leave to sit again. 

And the House adjourned at 6 o'clock. 


Monpay, March 1. 

Mr. Lewis, from the Committee on the Dis- 
triet of Columbia, reported the bill from the Sen- 
ate “supplementary to an act entitled “An act 
authorizing the making a turnpike road from 
Mason's causeway to the town of Alexandria," 
with amendments; which were read: and,on 
motion of Mr. Brackuznar, the bill and report 
were postponed indefinitely. 

On motion of Mr. Curves, the Committee of 
Ways and Means were discharged from the con- 
sideration of several petitions. 

Mr. WiLLIAMS, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported the bill from the Senate, 
“the better to provide for the supplies of the Army 
of the United States, and for the accountability 
of persons intrusted with the same,” without 
amendment. The bill was read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. Fisk moved the following resolution: 


Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
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into the expediency of making an appropriation for 
purchasing furniture and other articles necessary for 
the accommodation of the President's household, and 
that they have leave to report by bill or otherwise. - 


And the question being taken, it was deter- 
mined in the negative. 

An engrossed bill making appropriations for 
the support of the Military Establishment and of 
the Militia in the actual service of the United 
States, for the year 1813, was read the third time 
and passed. 

An engrossed bill making appropriations for 
the support of the Navy of the United States, for 
the year 1813, was read the third time, and 

assed. 

The bill from the Senate “the better to provide 
for the supplies of the Army of the United States, 
and for the accountability of persons intrusted 
with the same," was read the third time, and 
passed. 

The annual bill concerning invalid pensioners, 
passed through a Committee of the Whole, and 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

The amendments of the Senate to the “bill 
regulating the employment of foreign seamen in 
the armed vessels and merchant service of the Uni- 
ted States,” were again taken up and agreed to. 

The bilt making an appropriation of $5,000 for 
certain alterations in the hall of the House of 
Representatives, was passed through a Commit- 
tee of the Whole and ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading. 

The House took up for consideration the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill regulating the 
employment of foreign seamen in the service of 
the United States. 

A motion was made to refer them to the Com- 
mittee of Foreign Relations.—It was opposed by 
Mr. Grunpy, and lost. 

On the suggestion of Mr. Resp, the bill was 
ordered to lie for an hour or two for consideration. 

The House agreed to the amendments of the 
Senate to the general appropriation bill. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill “making ap- 
propriations for the support of Government, for 
the year 1813,” with amendments. The Senate 
have also passed the bill “authorizing the dis- 
charge of Daniel Updike from his imprisonment,” 
with an amendment; in which amendments they 
desire the concurrence of this House. The Sen- 
ate have concurred in the amendment of this 
House to their amendment to the bill “giving 
further time to purchasers of public lands to com- 
plete their payments,” with amendments; in 
which they desire the concurrence of this House; 
and the Senate have-also passed a “joint resolu- 
tion authorizing the President of the United 
d to prescribe a system of military discip- 
ine. 

The resolution was read twice, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The amendments of the Senate to the bill 
" making appropriations for the support of Gov- 
ernment, for the year 1813,” were read, and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole to-day. 


REMISSION OF FORFEITURE. 


Mr: Cueves, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, to whom was referred the petition of 
Thomas Vincent, of Charleston, South Carolina, 
made the following report: 


That the facts concerning this petition are contained ` 
in certain. documents which accompany the petition, 
in a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury to the 
Chairman of the committee on the subject of the 
said petition, and in a letter from the Secretary of the 
Treasury to the collector of the port of St. Mary's, in 
Georgia ; all of which are herewith reported. 

That it appears the petitioner applied to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, under his ordinary powers, for 
relief from penalties and forfeitures incurred by the 
importation of British manufactures from the Spanish 
dependencies, and that, under the said application, the 
Secretary has finally and definitively decided, from 
which decision the petitioner prays to be relieved. 

The committee, therefore, without inquiring into 
the merits of that decision, are of opinion that it 
would be improper and impolitic to revise, by an act 
of legislation, a decision thus finally and definitively 
made. The committee, therefore, recommend the fol- 
lowing resolve : 

Resolved, That the prayer of the petition be not 
granted. 


Treasury Department, Feb. 1, 1813. 


Sın: I have the honor to return Thomas Vincent’s 
petition, and the accompanying documents. 

The circumstances under whioh possession was 
taken of Amelia island are known to the committee. 
As soon as the fact was known at the Treasury, a let- 
ter, a copy of which is enclosed, was written to the 
collector of St. Mary's, enjoining on him to continue 
to consider Amelia island as a foreign port. Allthe 
acts of the late Governor Matthews, respecting the 
taking possession, what is called the capitulation, the 
asking bonds for Spanish duties, and the advice to 
masters of vessels and others, to proceed with prohib- 
ited merchandise to the United States, were altogether 
unauthorized and illegal. 

The most valuable cargo then in Amelia island 
harbor, was that of Mr. Stephen Girard’s vessel, which, 
together with two or three more, proceeded to the 
Delaware, where they have becn seized and libelled. 
The parties have not applied for a remission, but con- 
tend that they have incurred no forfeiture; and the 
suits are still pending. The cargocs have, notwith- 
standing the opposition of Government, been restored 
to the parties, on giving bond for the appraised value, 
which is understood to have been the prime cost. It 
has been stated, but whether correctly I cannot vouch, 
that Mr. Girard’s bond for the ship and cargo is 
$296,000 ; and that the cargo was sold for more than 
$600,000. 

The following eight cases are the only ones, (those 
just now mentioned excepted,) in which prohibited 
goods, to my knowledge, have been imported from 
Amelia island since possession was taken by Governor 
Matthews. In allof them application was made fora 
remission of the forfeiture; and this was, in all the 
cases, granted, on the same conditions as in the case 
of Thomas Vincent, which is in the possession of the 
committee: i 

July 8, 1812.—Ship Nautilus, Thomas Vincent, pe- 
titioner ; goods imported into South Carolina. 
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July 8, 1812.—Ship Eclipse, Micah Stone, for P. 
Chase, petitioner ; goods imported into Georgia. 

July 9, 1812.—Ship Charlotte, John Haslet and J. 
M- Clark, petitioners y goods imported into South Car- 
olina. : 

July 13, 1812.—Ship Julia, Sylvanus Howett, peti- 
tioner; goods imported into Norfolk. . 


August 6, 1812.— Brig Union, Thomas Cross, peti- 


tioner; goods imported into Portland. 


October 23, 1812.—R. Richardson and J. Bolton, 


petitioners ; goods imported into St. Mary’s. 

December 14, 1812.—-Strobel and Aspinal, petition- 
ers; goods imported into St. Mary’s. 

December 14, 1812.—James Blair and J. Napier, 
petitioners ; goods imported into St. Mary’s. 

In the last three cases the merchandise was brought 
in boats across the St. Mary’s river. 


As, in the case of the petitioner, the merchandise 
sold for less than the prime cost and double duties, it 
is only that part of the decision which imposed those 
duties of which he complains. On that subject I will 
only observe, that the merchandise in that and ‘all the 
other cases could not be legally admitted to entry until 
after the remission of the forfeitures, all of which were 
remitted subsequent to the first day of July, and after 
the passing of the act of Congress imposing the dou- 
ble duties. That condition appeared equally consist- 
ent with equity, and with the law then in force. With 
respect to the bonds given at Amelia island toan un- 
authorized person, it is evident that they are a perfect 
nullity, and cannot be recovered from the petitioners. 

It may not be improper to add, that the same rule of 
decision has been adopted, and the forfeitures remitted 
precisely on the same terms as in the case of the “ Nau- 
tilus,” in the following cases, viz: 

1. Brig South Carolina, arrived at Charleston, from 
Calcutta, remitted on the 13th of July, 1812; the cir- 
cumstances of which case were stated in my letter of 
the 10th of December last, to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. f 

2. Two cases of merchandise, imported from Can- 
ada, subsequent to the declaration of war, under the 
apprehension of danger from the enemy, viz: furs, by 
J. Jacob Astor, remitted October 13, 1812, and mer- 
chandise by David Vantine, remitted November 17, 
1812. Should the bill, intended for the relief of im- 
porters from the British provinces, since the declara- 
tion of war, be rejected by Congress, the same rule of 
decision which has been adopted in those two cases 
would be applied to all the others. 

3. Nine vessels, which, being either on the coast, 
waiting for orders, or at sea, bound to foreign ports, 
and being informed of the war, came into the ports of 
the United States to avoid capture by the enemy, viz: 

. July 13; 1812.—Schooner Mary, from Liverpool, 
arrived at Boston ; Stephen Higginson, jr., petitioner. 

July 13, 1812.—Ship South Carolina, from Algezi- 
ras, arrived at Philadelphia; Samuel Singleton, peti- 
tioner. 

July 14, 1812.—Ship Charleston and Liverpool Pack- 
et, from Liverpool, arrived at Norfolk ; Edward Howe, 
jr» petitioner, l 

August 14, 1812.—Brig Thomas, from Liverpool, 
arrived at Norfolk; John S. Trott, M. Blake, and oth- 
ers, petitioners. 

August 26, 1812.—Brig Taber, from Montego Bay, 
arrived at New York; John Patrick and John Baker, 
petitioners. ) 

: August 26, 1812.—-Ship Jason, from Liverpool, ar- 


rived at Portsmouth, New Hampshire; J. and William 
Flagg, petitioners. i ] 

August 27, 1812.—Brig Emeline, from Jamaica, ar- 
rived at New York; John Patrick and Jacob Fash,. 
petitioners. 

August 31, 1812.—Brig Nymph, from Martinique, 
arrived at Boston; D. Patch and Ph. Currier, peti- 
tioners. . 

October 12, 1812 .—Brig William and Martha, from 
Liverpool, arrived at Boston; John M'Lean and D. 
Ellis, petitioners. 

I have the honor to be, with respect, &c., sir, your 
obedient servant, i 

ALBERT GALLATIN. 

Honorable Lanenox Curves, : 

Chairman Committee of Ways and Means. 


Tnasasunr Derantment, April 7, 1812. 
Sır: I learn, by a letter from Mr. George Mathews,. 
that a portion of East Florida has been ceded to the 
United States. Unacquainted as I am with the cir- 
cumstances of that event, and not being yet informed 
of the manner in which it will be viewed by the Gor- 
ernment of the United States, E can only direct you to 
continue to consider, for the present, and until other- 
wise instructed, every part of East Florida, by whom- 
soever possessed, as a foreign port or place. 
Tam, &c. ALBERT GALLATIN. 
ABRARAM Brssent, Esq. 
Collector of St. Mary's, Georgia. 


FOREIGN LICENSES. 


An engrossed bill to prohibit the use of licenses 
or passes, issued under the authority of any for- 
eign Government, was read the third time. 

And on the question, “Shall this bill pass?" 
it passed in the affirmative—yeas 59, nays 32, as 
follows: 

Yxas— William Anderson, Stevenson Archer, David 
Bard, William Barnett, Burwell Bassett, William W. 
Bibb, William Blackledge, Robert Brown, William A. 
Burwell, John C. Calhoun, John Clopton, William 
Crawford, Roger Davis, John Dawson, Samuel Dins- 
moor, Elias Earle, William Findley, James Fisk, Peter- 
son Goodwyn, Isaiah L. Green, Felix Grundy, Aylett 
Hawes, Join M. Hyneman, William Kennedy, Abner 
Lacock, Peter Little, William Lowndes, Aaron Lyle, 
Nathaniel Macon, William McCoy, Alexander McKim, 
Arunah Metealf, Samuel L. Mitchill, James Morgan, 
Jeremiah Morrow, Hugh Nelson, Anthony New, 
Thomas Newton, William Piper, James Pleasants, jr., 
Benjamin Pond, John Rhea, John Roane, Jonathan 
Roberts, Thomas B. Robertson, Ebenezer Sage, Lem- 
uel Sawyer, John Sevier, Adam Seybert, Samuel Shaw, 
George Smith, John Smith, Richard Stanford, John 
Taliaferro, George M. Troup, Charles Turner, jr., 
Robert Whitehill, David R. Williams, and Richard 
Winn. 

Naxs—Abijah Bigelow, Adam Boyd, Francis Carr, 
Epaphroditus Champion, Langdon Cheves, Martin 
Chittenden, John Davenport, junior, William Ely, 
James Emott, Asa Fitch, Thomas R. Gold, Charles 
Goldsborough, Thomas P. Grosvenor, Joseph Kent, 
Lyman Law, Joseph Lewis, junior, Jonathan O. 
Moseley, Thomas Newbold, Timothy Pitkin, junior, 
Elisha R. Potter, Josiah "Quincy, John Randolph, 
William Rodman, Philip Stuart, Silas Stow, Lewis B. 
Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Peleg 
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Tallman, Leonard White, Thomas Wilson, and Rob- i 


ert Wright. : 

Ordered, That the title be, *An act to prohibit 
the use of licenses or passes issued under the au- 
thority of any foreign Government.” 


RELATIONS WITH FRANCE. 


Mr. Gotpssorouen, after observing on the 
propriety of the House having all the information 
on foreign affairs which was accessible; and re- 
marking, also, that they were much in the dark 
in respect to our relations with France, moved 
the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to cause to be laid before this House the 
French decree, purporting to be a repeal of thé Berlin 
decrees, referred to in his Message of the 4th of No- 
vember last; together with such information as he may 
possess concerning the time and manner of promul- 
gating the same; and, also, any correspondence or in- 
formation touching the relations of the United States 
with France, in the office of the Department of State, 
not heretofore communicated, which, in the opinion of 
the President, it is not incompatible with the public 
interest to communicate. : 


And on the question to agree to the same, it 
passed in the affirmative—yeas 102, nays 4, as 
follows: 

Yras—Willis Alston, jr., William Anderson, Stev- 
enson Archer, John Baker, David Bard, William Bar- 
nett, Burwell Bassett, William W. Bibb, Abijah Bige- 
low, William Blackledge, Harmanus Bleecker, Adam 
Boyd, James Breckenridge, Robert Brown, William 
A. Burwell, William Butler, John C. Calhoun, Francis 
Carr, Epaphroditus Champion, Langdon Cheves, Mar- 
tin Chittenden, John Clopton, Lewis Condict, William 
Crawford, Richard Cutts, John Davenport, jun., Roger 
Davis, John Dawson, Joseph Desha, Samuel Dinsmoor, 
William Ely, James Emott, William Findley, James 
Fisk, Asa Fitch, Thomas R. Gold, Charles Goldsbor- 
ough, Peterson Goodwyn, Isaiah L. Green, Thomas P. 
Grosvenor, Felix Grundy, Aylett Hawes, Jacob Hufty, 
Richard Jackson, jr, Richard M. Johnson, William 
Kennedy, Joseph Kent, William R. King, Abner La- 
cock, Lyman Law, Joseph Lewis, jr, Peter Little, 
William Lowndes, Aaron Lyle, William McCoy, 
Alexander McKim, Arunah Metcalf, James Milnor, 
James Morgan, Jeremiah Morrow, Hugh Nelson, An- 
thony New, Thomas Newbold, Thomas Newton, 
Stephen Ormsby, Joseph Pearson, Israel Pickens, 
William Piper, Timothy Pitkin, jr, James Pleasants, 
jun., Elisha R. Potter, Josiah Quincy, John Randolph, 
William Reed, Samuel Ringgold, John Rhea, John 
Roane, Jonathan Roberts, Thomas D. Robertson, Wil- 
liam Rodman, Ebenezer Sage, Ebenezer Seaver, John 
Sevier, Adam Seybert, Samuel Shaw, Daniel Sheffey, 
George Smith, John Smith, Richard Stanford, Philip 
Stuart, Silas Stow, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Tag- 
gart, John Taliaferro, Benjamin Tallmadge, Leonard 
White, Robert Whitehill, David R. Williams, Thomas 
Wilson, Richard Winn, and Robert Wright. 

Naxs—Bolling Hall, John M. Hyneman, Lemuel 
Sawyer, and Charles Turner, jun. 


Mr. GorLnsBOoROUGH and Mr. KENNEDY were 
appointed a committee to present the said reso- 
lution to the President. Ü 

On motion, the House adjourned. 


Tusspay, March 2. 


An engrossed bill concerning invalid pension- 
ers was read the third time, and passed. 

The amendment of the Senate to the bill for 
the relief of Susannah Wiley, was read and con- 
curred in by the House. 

A Message was received from the President 
of the United States transmitting a report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, containing a statement 
of proceedings under the act to regulate the lay- 
ing out and making a road from Cumberland, in 
the State of Maryland, to the State of Ohio. 
Laid on the table. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed “a resolution re- 
questing the President of the United States to 
present medals to Captain William Bainbridge 
and the officers of the frigate Constitution.” 
They have also passed the bill “for the relief of 
Susannah Wiley,” with an amendment; in 
which resolution and amendment they desire the 
concurrence of this House. 

The Spraxen presented a memorial of sundry 
inhabitants of the Mississippi Territory, remon- 
strating against any change in the form of gov- 
R of the said Territory.—Laid on the- 
table. . 

Mr. Morrow, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, made a report on the resolutions of 
the Legislature of the Illinois Territory, pre- 
sented on the 25th of January, 1813; which was 
read, and ordered to lie on the table. 

On motion of Mr. WiLLiAMS, the select com- 
mittee, to whom was recommitted, on the 27th 
ultimo, the report of a committee appointed to 
inquire into alterations necessary to be made 
in the Representative Chamber, were discharged 
from the said report. 

Mr. WiLLIAMS, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported the joint resolution from 
the Senate, authorizing the President of the Uni- 
ted States to provide a system of military disci- 
pline, with amendments; which were read and. 
concurred in by the House, and the amendments 
ordered to be engrossed and read the third time 
to-day. 

On motion of Mr. TURNER, 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out 
of the contingent fund, to the persons employed’ 
by the Doorkeeper, by virtue of the authority of 
this House, the sum of fifty dollars each, for ex- 
tra services, and to John Oswald Dunn, for his 
services, the sum of one hundred dollars. 

The amendment of the Senate to the bill 
“authorizing the discharge of Daniel Updike 
from his imprisonment," was read and concurred 
in by the House. 

The amendment of the Senate to the amend- 
ment of this House to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill *giving further time to pur- 
chasers of publie lands to complete their pay- 
ments,” were read, and the first concurred in and 
the second disagreed to by the House. ` 

An engrossed bill making an appropriation for 


Talterations to be made in. the Chamber of the 
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House of Representatives, was read the.third time 
and passed. tS : 

Ordered, That-the title be, “An act making an 
appropriation foralterationsand repairsto be made 
in the Capitol ;" and -that the Clerk do carry the 
bill to the Senate, and desire their concurrence 
therein. DEC i 

A message from theSenate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed a bill “ for the better 
regulation of the general staff of the Army of the 
United States ;” in which they desire the concur- 
rence of this House. | ^ 

The bill from the. Senate, “for the better or- 
ganization of the General Staff of the Army of 
the United States,” was read twice and commit- 
ted to a Committee of the whole House to-day. 


EXPORTATIONS IN FOREIGN BOTTOMS. 


The House again resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole, on the bill prohibiting tlie 
exportation of certain articles therein specified, in 
foreign vessels. 

Mr. Porrer moved to amend the bill, by in- 

: serting, after the articles specified, the words, “and 
every. other article, the growth produce, or manu- 
facture of the United States,” 

Mr. CALHOUN opposed the amendment, as going 
beyond the system which had been proposed by 
the Committee of Foreign Relations, in their 
report. Ps : 

The motion was-agreed to, however, by the 
following vote: For the motion 40, against it 35. 

The bill .having. been gone through, the ques- 
tion was stated on the Committees rising and re- 
porting the bill. 

Mr. Waieut opposed the bill, as going to pro- 
duce a most injurious effect on our own agricul- 
re, ineffectual as to the enemy, and incompati- 
ble with a state of active war. 

Mr. McKim said a few words in reply. The 
prohibition of exportation in foreign bottoms was 
by.no means, as the gentleman appeared to view 
it, a prohibition of all exportation, which would 
still take place in American bottoms, 


"Opposition arises from considerations in a great 
-| measure peculiar te myself, and because I differ 


with gentlemen ín thecorrectness of whose opin- 
jons I usually concur. "Without, then, considering 
the principles it involves, I reject this bill, be- 
cause, it is not in faet what it professes to be; it 
is not a restrictive. measure; its provisions may 
operate prejudicially on ourselves, but cannot 
affect theenemy. In one of two general systems, 
I might go along with gentlemen. Let us have 
non-iraportation, non-intercourse, and embargo— 
thus the restrictive system may have its full 
bearing ; let us refuse to purchase manufactures 
of the British ; let us refuse to furnish them 
with provisions, then we may be consoled for 
the privations which we ourselves. must expe- 
rience, by reflecting on the great evils which we 
inflict on the enemy. 

I can but smile at the patriotism of honorable 
gentlemen, who affect to starve the English by. 
refusing to buy their manufactures, whilst they 
inundate the army, the navy, the colonies of that 
nation, with a profusion of all the necessaries 
and luxuries of life—they will starve a few mis- 
erable manufacturers, whilst they industriously 
feed their armed men. With the most glaring 
and barefaced inconsistency, they object to ad- 
mitting into our markets any the minutest arti- 
cle of British manufacture, that the inhabitants 
may perish for the want of means to purchase 
bread ; whilst bread is exported with a hope that: 
it should, indeed a perfect certainty that it will 
be consumed by this same people. I cannot con- 
eur in these half-way measures. I voted for a 
repeal of the non-importation act. I hoped that 


‘commerce, sufficiently hazardous and fettered by 


the present state of the world, would cease to be 
shackled by ourselves. I hoped, that now the 
sword was drawn, we should carry.on war in 
the usual and accustomed manner—that the Gov- 
ernment would be aided by the receipt of revenue 
arising from duties and imposts—that the people 
would be thus partially relieved from taxes—that. 
the nation would be strengthened and inspirited 


Mr. Lownpes opposed the bill, as well on ac- | by an accession of wealth, now, more than ever 


count of its operation on our own commerce and 
agriculture, as on account of its effect on neutral 
commerce, which we, having gone to war for our 
neutral rights, ought to be the last to slight or dis- 
regard. : 

Mr. Raga spoke in favor of the bill, and de- 
clared he could see no objection to its passage on 
the ground of its operation on neutrals. 

Mr. Cray spoke at considerable length in favor 
of this bill, as forming a complete system, con- 
neeted with one which passed the House the 
other day, prohibiting the use of foreign licenses 
on board vessels of the United States, suited to 
the present relations of the United States, and to 
the proper action on the enemy. 

Mr. RozsznRTSson spoke as follows: Mr. Chair- 


necessary. e 

But whatever, sir, might be my opinion of this 
bill, viewed asa restrictive measure; for other 
considerations it meets with my decided disap- 
probation. We prohibit neutrals from clearing 
out from our ports, with the productions of our. 
country, whilst our own vessels are left free to 
doso. We deny to them that commerce, which 
asa neutral we formerly enjoyed. Heretofore 
we complained of the injustice of belligerents, 
and, now that we are engaged in war, and that 
too for neutral rights and. free trade, we are 
about to practise similar abuses. Aware that 
some apology would be deemed necessary, we 
call it a municipal regulation; it may be so— 
and perhaps we are borne out by strict law; but 


man, I do not often trespass on the patience of | we attempt a justification on the ground of cut- 


the House, but I request their attention. whilst 


ting off our enemy from supplies, of which he 


I state a few of the reasons which compel me to | stands in need, and which, notwithstanding his 


oppose the bill now under consideration. 
lam the more disposed to do this, because my 
12th Cox. 2d Szss.—37 


perilous situation, he dares to hope to receive 
through a train of insolent artifices, derogatory.. 
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to the integrity of the Union, and disgraceful to 
those with whom they shall prevail. —— — 

Now, sir, if the measure proposed could in any 
way counteract his views—if it went the full 
length of preventing him from procuring the 
various articles which his necessities require, I 
confess it would be inflicting a punishment, which 
not only the laws of war would authorize, but 
which the unprecedented baseness of his late at- 
tempt most loudly calls for; but no such effect 
will be produced. For what is there to prevent 
our vessels from transporting the products of the 
United States to Amelia, Pensacola, St. Bar- 
tholemews, there to be deposited, and thence 
carried in neutral or British bottoms to Jamaica, 
the Bahamas, or wheresoever else they may be 
wanted? And again, if, notwithstanding the 
hostile attitude in which we stand. in relation to 
each other, England is compelled to encourage a 
trade by license, will not her necessities equally 
induce her to connive at exportation? Can it 
be doubted, that her armed vessels would not be 
instructed to allow our provisions to pass unmo- 
lested, when, by pursuing a contrary conduct, 
she would be starving her own colonies? And 
is it not clear that a traffic, which the war pre- 
vents from being direct, would continue to be 
carried on, as itis at present, through interme- 
diate ports ? 

Mr. Chairman, the present scheme seems to 
me to be merely calculated to produce vexation 
and embarrassment at home; to operate with pe- 
culiar hardship on neutral rights, without inflict- 
ing on the enemy any injury commensurate with 
these evils. Sir, if gentlemen wish to reap the 
full effect of a restrictive system, that system 
must be rigid and complete. Let our ports be 
sealed, let there be neither egress nor ingress, let 
us neither buy nor sell, and let us prepare to bear 
the positive burdens of active war. No section 
of our widely extended Union could then com- 
plain of peculiar oppression. The plan would 
present itself to us, recommended, at least, by the 
generality of its operation; by the impartiality 
of its character. But, if this cannot be done, if 
the shipping interests of some of the States, and: 
the manufacturing establishments of others, must 
be encouraged, and if others still must sell their 
wheat and flour, let us pursue the opposite course , 
let us sweep restrictive measures by the board; 
thus should we enjoy all the advantages which 
would result to the Government from imposts, 
all the benefits that would accrue to individuals 
from exports. In either of these modes of pro- 
ceeding I might concur; but I cannot consent to 
the plan now submitted, nor acquiesce in the wis- 
dom or policy of our existing regulations. They 
are not promotive of the general welfare, but, on 
the contrary, are ruinous to the interests of that 
portion of the Union whose interest it is peculi- 
arly my duty to protect. Yet, I cannot help ob- 
serving that, however uuder their oppressive 
Operation commerce languishes, and Southern 
agriculture is completely annihilated, they are 
tolerated by the Eastern States, because they pro- 
mote their domestic manufactures, and erl 


erish and embarrass the Government ; and they 
are advocated and supported by the Middle States, 
because they consider, or affect to consider them, 
as very patriotic; because they inflict privations, 
which, by-the-by, they do not feel; and, finally, 
because, nevertheless, they are enabled to sell off, 
at excellent prices, the productions of their farms, 
Thus, sir, à feast is spread before us; but it is 
served up, however splendidly and abundantly, 
in shallow dishes; and, while the foxes of the 
Eastern and Middle States lap up the soup with 
great dexterity, the storks of the Mississippi, Mo- 
bile, and Altamaha, look on, perhaps with admi- 


ration, but certainly with no satisfaction what- 


ever. While, sir, the spleen of hostility towards 
the Goverhment is gratified, while the manufac- 
turing establishments of the.East are promoted, 
while the middle section of the Union disposes 
of, at high prices, the abundant harvest of their 
fields, what becomes of the commerce of our 
country ? What fate befalls the agriculture of the 
South? Our cotton rots on the stalk. From 
this proscription of foreign manufactures, the 
grower of the raw material is irretrievably ruin- 
ed. Possibly he may sell an inconsiderable por- 
tion of his crop, for contemptible prices, to do- 
mestic manufacturers, whilst he is compelled to 
buy, at enormous rates, the articles which his 
wants require. If he wishes to sell, he finds no 
competition among purchasers. Does he find it 
necessary to purchase, he suffers equally from the 
want of competition among those who sell. 

Whatever may have been the measures of 
which I speak in principle, in practice they have 
not answered expectation. I conceive they were 
honorable to the Government. They had for 
their object the rights and real independence of 
the nation; but the embargo, the most efficient 
among them, has long since been laid aside; it 
was found impossible to carry it into effect. How- 
ever well intended, whatever good was fairly ` 
hoped from it, the result expected has not been 
realized. : 

[Here Mr. R. was interrupted to make way for 
a message. He proceeded :] 

Mr. Chairman, at the moment of this inter- 
ruption I was about to conclude; but, one word, 
before I resume my seat, in reply to the honor- 
able Speaker. He has said that the bill now be- 
fore you forms a part of a series of measures in- 
timately connected with, and depending on each 
other, and having in view the same object—re- 
taliation on the enemy. I confess I do not think 
the honorable gentleman was successful in ma- 
king out his proposition ; it certainly strikes me 
in nosuch light. If I deemed his opinion cor- 
rect, it should unquestionably receive my hearty 
support. Indeed, having already voted for the 
measures to which he alludes, I should feel my- 
self compelled to do so upon every principle of 
consistency. To meet the lare held out to some 
of our merchants, the bribe to induce them to 
violate their allegiance to their country, and to 
sacrifice their individual honor, I gave, most 
cheerfully, my assent to the act prohibiting the 
use of foreign licenses. To meet the unprece- 
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dented barbarities of the British and their savage 
allies—barbarities which fill the soul with indig- 
nation and curdle the blood with horror—I hesi- 
tated not to consent to add the sanction of this 
House to principles of severe retaliation to be 
acted on by the President; but how this bill, 
which merely prohibits to neutrals a trade which 
it leaves open. to ourselves, is connected with 
either of those acts, I cannot perceive ; and, hav- 
ing already, I think, satisfactorily shown that it 
can produce no sensible effect upon the enemy, 
for these, and other reasons, which a want of 
time will not permit me to state, it does not meet 
with my approbation, and cannot receive my vote. 

The Committee then rose and reported the bill; 
which was ordered tolie on the table, for the 
purpose of taking up the following business. 

The bill for the better organization of the staff 
of the Army then went through a Committee of 
the Whole, and was ordered to a third reading. 

"The joint resolution of the Senate requesting 
the President of the United States to cause to be 
prepared and laid before Congress, a military sys- 
tem of discipline for the Infantry of the Army and 
Militia of the United States. 

The bill for the better organization of the staff 
of the Army was then read a third time and 
passed, 51 to 34. i 

The House again took up for consideration the 
report of the Committee of the Whole on the bill 
to prohibit the exportation of certain articles from 
the United States in foreign vess els. : 

A debate of considerable length. took place, in 
which Mr. CauHoun supported the bill, though 
opposed to the amendment made on motion of 
Mr. Quincy in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. Grosvenor spoke as follows: 

Mr. Speaker: When I had the honor to address 
you, on a measure, which has finally passed this 
House, I stated, at some length, my reasons for 
believing that the Government had no serious 
intention to pass the bill now before you. But 
sir, from a furious zeal, this day manifested in a 
certain quarter, to drive the measure through this 
House, I fear I was mistaken. I therefore deem 
itan indispensable duty, in the name of the com- 
mercial and agricultural districts which I repre- 
sent, to enter my solemn protest against this new 
project of the Government. 

I shall not enter into any argument, to show 
the impolicy, the injustice, and the danger of such 
a measure, considered as a measure of non-expor- 
tation. The task has been most ably and success- 
fully performed by an honorable gentleman from 
South Carolina, (Mr. Lownpes;) he has shown, 
that connected with the maritime power of the 
enemy, and with other bills already passed this 
House, this measure has all the blasting qualities, 
without even the few equivocal benefits of a 
broad restrictive system ; and he has demonstrated 
the irreparable mischiefs which must result, from 
such weak and mongrel measures. His reason- 
ing has not been met—it cannot be refuted—I 
will not weaken its effect on the House, by at- 
tempting to enforce it. — — f 

My principal object in rising, was to examine 


the grounds upon which the honorable gentle- 
man from South Carolina, (Mr. CaLHOUN,) who 
last addressed you, has rested his justiftcation of 
the measure. He has assured us, that it is not 
at all intended as a part of any new system; that 
its object is in no respect a prohibition of free 
and fair exportation. Sir, whatever gentlemen 
may intend, it is too palpable for denial, that this 
measure is, in truth, a restrictive and an anti-com- 
mercial measure, and in conjunction with the 
license bill already passed, must operate (as far 
assuch weakand unnatural measures can operate) 
as a broad and iron system of non-exportation. 

But, sir, what are the intention and the objects 
of the bill according to the view of that honorable 
gentleman: “To avenge insult?—* to retaliate 
on the enemy his attempts to destroy us"—^ to 
carry to his own lips his own poisoned chalice.” 
And where are these insults, these injuries, these 
vital attempts of the enemy to be found ? Henry's 
celebrated mission, after rioting for a time on the 
spoils of the Treasury, has found the tomb of the 
Capulets. And although its ghost seems to haunt 
the honorable gentleman from South Carolina, 
yet sure I am, that a thing of air would not have 
inspired him with all those bitter feelings which 
he has poured forth upon the enemy. 

No sir, it is the last Message of the President 
which contains all this dreadful matter. In that 
Message came before us an Order in Council by 
the Prince Regent, and a letter from a British 
Secretary, to a West Indian Governor. Sir, 
by that order, certain West Indian ports are 
opened to the importation of articles which they 
wish to purchase, and to the exportation of pro- 
duce which they wish to sell. This is no new. 
practice ; in every European war, the belligerent 
mother country has never failed to open some of 
her colonies to neutral commerce. By this order 
nothing more is done, and so far from any insult 
or injury to us in the body of the order, our na- 
tion isnot even named. The order, however, re- 
cognises the letter of the British Secretary ; the 
only part of that letter, with which we have any- 
thing to do, is contained in the following para- 
graph: 

* Whatever importations are proposed to be made 
under the order from the United States, should be by 
your licenses confined to the ports ofthe Eastern States 
exclusively, unless you have reason to suppose that 
the object of the order would not be fulfilled, if licenses 
are not also granted for importations from other ports 
in the United States." . 

Upon this slender basis, rests that mass of in- 
vective, with which the President has been pleased 
to fill his Message. Here, and here alone, can 
the honorable gentleman from South Carolina 
find a provocation for the bitter anathemas which 
he has poured upon the enemy ; and here alone, 
must the good people of New England hunt for 
& those degrading insults,” those * vile invitations 
to treason,” and that “steady purpose in the en- 
emy, to kindle the flames of civil war, and to dis- 
member their happy Union,” which have been 
charged by the President, and which the honora- 
ble gentleman has endeavored to establish. If, in 
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truth, such be the character of these English doc- 
uments, they surely merit the disapprobation and 
contempt of the American people. For although 
England is an enemy, yet the laws of honorable 
warfare would condemn her for any insidious at- 
tempts upon the internal organization of our 
Government. : 

But, Mr. Speaker, does it become our Govern- 
ment to mount on these stilts of honor, and to re- 
proach the enemy so violently? Have they fur- 
nished him no precedent for attacks upon the 
fealty of our citizens? Have they forgotten the 
first proclamation of General Hull in Canada? 
That black instrument, it is true, did not invite 
the Canadian subjects of Britain to a peaceful 
commerce with the nation—it did not offer them 
a trade refused to their mother country; bat, 
transcending all such paltry expedients, with un- 
blushing turpitude, it struck to the very vitals of 
their allegiance; it called them to rebellion and 
treason. Will it be denied that our Government 
is responsible for this measure? Have they ever 
uttered a syllable in disapprobation of it? On 
the contrary, it is well known, that its first ap- 
pearance was hailed with unbounded plaudits, by 
the whole ministerial party; it never has been 
disavowed by the Government. And to this hour 
ithas not been censured by those on this floor, 
who now make the “ welkin ring” with their de- 
nunciations of the enemy, for following, at a hum- 
ble distance, the vile example. 

Sir, I reprobated that proclamation, because it 
was an attempt to conquer by corruption, by sub- 
ornation and treason, instead of open and honor- 
able warfare. And because it provided an ex- 
ample, which, through the whole South, might 
be retorted upon us with bloody interest. 

As far as this British measure has a similar 
charaeter, it has my unfeigned abhorrence ; and 
if it would briug one dollar into the Treasury, or 
add one soldier to our armies; if it would erase 
one stain from our national escutcheon, or stifle 
one groan of our suffering country, I would join 
the honorable gentleman, and scold the Prince 
Regent for his sinful conduct, most heartily and 
most vociferously. Nay,if it pleased the honor- 
able gentleman, I would, hand in hand with him, 
collect all the curses of Lord Peter, and all the 
orthodox anathemas of Dr. Slop, and pile them 
on the head of that wicked ruler. But, in the 
present case, the gentleman must excuse me; 
without some prospect of advantage to my coun- 
try, I will not prostrate her dignity by heaping 
wanton curses even on her enemies. 

Sir, I grant the honorable gentleman that this 
latter is an improper attempt to sow dissention 
among our citizens. lagree with him that the 
attempt is as weak as it is wicked. I give the 
gentleman all his premises. But I contend that 
the bill which he has reported is a palpable non 
sequitur from those principles. It is not a legiti- 
mate consequence that we should therefore suffer 
the gentleman tu cut up, root and branch, all our 
neutral commerce. What, because your enemy 
is silly and wicked, does it follow that you must 
become insane? Because you have been in- 


sulted and injured, must you therefore commit 
suicide? Because your enemy wishes to reduce 
your citizens, will you for that destroy their com- 
merce and deprive them of bread? Weak, in. 
my opinion, weak indeed are those State logi- 
cians who reason so perversely. 

But “our honor is involved, and we must vin- 
dicate our honor even at the expense of national 
ruin,” is the doctrine of the honorable gentleman. 
I am weary, weary of this perpetual and confused 
din about our national honor. Not a measure of 
more than ordinary mischief travels through this 
House unconnected with this topic of declama- 
tion. In the name of national honor, the non- 
intercourse and non-importation acts were fast- 
ened on the people. The embargo was a dread- 
ful sacrifice at her shrine ; she kindled the flames. 
of war which are now consuming our country. 
Nothing could purify our insulted honor but riv- 
ers of human blood. 

Mr. Speaker, 1 would solemnly demand, what 
is this national honor, this object of ministerial 
idolatry? Is she one of those infernal deities 
which can feed on nothing but commercial havos 
and national ruin? Does she, like the demons 
of a Merina’s temple, sit abstracted and ferocious, 
never smiling but on national distress, never pro- 
pitiated but by human sacrifice? Then she is 
the last deity that a virtuous and republican peo- 
ple should worship. But this.is not her char- 
acter; she is a beneficent, healing, and curing 
goddess, allied inseparably to public virtue, pros- 
perity, and happiness. Such she was in those 
days when the great WasHINGTON presided in 
our councils. And such, notwithstanding the 
misdeeds that have been perpetrated in her name, 
she continues to this day. The honorable gen- 
ileman from South Carolina has mistaken her 
character, and that mistake has stamped error 
upon all his argument. 

Sir, those rules of national or individual honor 
must be spurious, which require that, to avenge 
an insult or an injury, you should grasp a poig- 
nard and bury it in your own bosoin. 

Mr. Speaker, strip this case of its flaming dra- 
pery, and the nation would be astonished at the 
manner jn which it is treated by the Govern- 
ment. The enemy chooses to open some of her 
colonies; she prefers that the benefits of that 
trade should be received by the northern and 
eastern part of the country. What her induce- 
ments and views are, is of no consequence. I do 
not believe that the inducement is to benefit this 
country, or any part of it, for the Prince Regent 
has not yet published his “love for the Americans.” 

The question is, whether this act is of such a 
nature as to justify us in closing the ports of the 
Northern and Eastern States—not against Eng- 
land, for against a trade with her they are already 
closed, but against all trade in neutral ships. 

Sir. the people of those States have committed 
no offence meriting such punishment. They 
have already felt the hand of Government heavy 
upon them; and surely the present state of the 
nation should admonish gentlemen not to drive 
any section to despair of better days. 
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The honorable gentleman from South Caro- | gentlemen reflected on the disastrous consequen- 
lina (Mr. Lownpzs) has pertinently askéd, to | ces of such.a system at the present time? The 
what extent you would carry your new princi- | district which I have the honor to represent, is a 
ples of honor and retaliation.‘ The enemy spares | portion of an extensive tract of mercantile and 
the commerce of the East, and destroys that of | agricultural country, extending up the Hudson 
the South; you must equalize them by destroy- | river far into the interior of New York. The 


ing the former. You cannot stop here. If the 
enemy blockades the South, you must embargo 
New England. If he burns Charleston and Nor- 
folk, you must burn New York and Boston. In 
fine, anything spared in one.section of the Union 
by the enemy, which he has the power to de- 
stroy, and not spared in anothér, must be de- 
stroyed by our Government, by way of equal- 
izing the burdens of the war. 

Such are now the feelings displayed in this 
House, and in this Government. Such were not 
the feelings when France issued her Southern 
licenses; when she designated a few Southern 
ports as worthy to enjoy her trade, and closed it 
against all the cities of the East. Such were not 
the feelings when the last embargo was laid ; 
when the Southern States had mostly exported 
their surplus produce, and the Northern and East- 
ern States, on account of the Winter there, had 
almost the whole on their hands. 


It is most unfortunate that these high sensibili- 
ties, these patriotic feelings, are never indulged 
but at the expense of the northern and eastern 
‘sections of the Union, 


The gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. Car- 
HOUN,) to whom I have so often alluded, was dis- 

osed highly to compliment the people of the 

orthern States. He declared his full confidence 
in their fidelity, patriotism, and honor, and he 
believes that they will not only spurn with con- 
tempt the attempt to seduce them, but will hail 
the present measure as just, honorable, and wise. 
Sir, the patriotism of that people is undoubtedly 
as warm aud as disinterested as that of any peo- 
pleon this globe; and if, indeed, this were an 
attack on their honor, they would need no such 
law as this to teach them their duty, or to com- 
pel them to perform it. But, sir, I do not believe 
that their patriotism will feel insulted. They 
will hardly be satisfied by flattery and compli- 
ment for this attack upon their commerce. 
would not be surprised if they should answer the 
honorable gentleman somewhat in this manner: 
* Hands off, Mr. Catuoun, if it please you; we 
do not dislike your compliments; indeed, we are 
pleased with the notes of this new tune from the 
South. We will do anything in reason to oblige 
you; but really, sir, to be complimented out of 
our commerce; to be flattered into poverty; to 
be cowed into service, is a little more than the 
rules of civility demand.” _ 

Sir, the people of New England know their 
duty, and they will perform it, without these un- 
necessary and insulting tones. They know their 
rights, also, and they will protect them at any 
and every hazard. 

It has been avowed on this floor, [by Mr. Speak- 
er CLay,] that this bill is only one part of a con- 
templated system of rigid non-exportation. Have 


į merchants and farmers of that country did believe, 
that when you appealed to arms, your restrictive 
system was at rest forever. They had a right so 
to believe, from the declarations of gentlemen on 
this floor, and from the unequivoeal conduct of 
Government. Under this belief, during the pres- 
ent Winter, the merchants have constantly pur- 
chased produce at high and advanced prices. In 
the numerous villages scattered on either side of 
the Hudson river, and over immense tracts far to 
the west of it, the stores are groaning with the 
productions of their soil. Sir, when the Spring 
opens, they will find all their prospects blasted, 
and bankruptcy staring in their faces. Through 
the whole frozen interior of the North and East, 
the condition of the merchants and farmers is 
similar, and similar disastrous consequences will 
be realized. 

. Weare involved in war with a nation powerful 
in her tesources, clothed in complete armor, and 
to whom, from long habit, a state of warfare has 
become almost a national condition. We need 
all our resources and all our energies to save this 
war from a disgraceful conclusion. What then 
but madness can dictate a policy tending to dry 
up our resources and paralyze our energies. 
Wounded by the spear of war, what but down- 
right political quackery could prescribe those “re- 
strictive” nostrums, to restore the nation to health 
and vigor? Are the old chimerical notions of 
starving the enemy, yet floating in the brains of 
gentlemen? In despite of experience, do they 
yet believe that our blessed country alone can 
produce food for the world? Are the countries 
of the Baltic and Caspian seas no longer cultiva- 
ted? Has the Nile ceased to fructify the fields 
of Egypt? Have Sicily and the Barbary coasts 
returned to a barren state of nature? Has France 
herself agreed to bury her surplus breadstuffs in 
the earth? Or has England lost that ascendency 
on the ocean, and forgot all those commercial arts, 
by which she was wont to procure supplies from 
all those countries? Seven years of restrictions 
havein vain been tried. Your enemy haslaughed . 
you to scorn, and your own people have cursed 
the policy that erushed their prosperity. There is 
no doubt, that, as at the time you laid the embargo, 
the closing of your ports now, might produce a 
temporary inconvenience to the enemy; but the 
measure would finally and permanently recoil on 
our merchants, and even farmers. These men 
have, therefore, a deep and vital interest in this 
question. Twice already they have been sacri- 
ficed to test the efficacy of our “restrictive ener- 
gies.” 

Do you intend again to stretch them on the rack, 
again to cover the country with sackcloth and 
ashes? Is another brood of “ restrictive” harpies, 
more unseemly and more hungry than their pre- 
decessors, to be let loose among them? And is 
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Kent, William R. King, Abner Lacock, Joseph Lewis, 
junior, Hugh Nelson, Joseph Pearson, Israel Pickens, 
William Piper, John Randolph, John Rhea, John 
Roane, Jonathan Roberts, Thomas B. Robertson, Wil- 
liam Rodman, Daniel Sheffey, Charles Turner, jun., 
and Richard Winn. 

The other amendments, reported by the Com-' 
mittee of the whole House, were then concurred 
in: and a motion was then made by Mr. Gorps- 
BOROUGH, to amend the bill by inserting, after 
the word “thereof,” the words “for any port in 
the British West Indies, and in the British do- 
minions on the continent of South America,? 
and the question being taken, it was determined 


this bill a pioneer to the new swarms of “ conti- 
nental” locusts ? . . 
Mr. Speaker, Ishudder when I behold that anti- 
commercial demon, which for seven years has 
been glutted with the mangled limbs of commerce, 
still hovering about this bill. The deluded peo- 
ple did believe that, when “ i let slip the dogs 
of war," the monster had fallen, never again to 
trample down their rights, or devour the remnant 
of their prosperity. They were mistaken. He 
has risen invigorated from the blow; like the 
horse leech, he continues to ery, “give, give!” 
He never will be satisfied while the farmers of 


the North and the Hast are prosperous and pow- 
erful, or while the ships of an independent mer- 
chant, float safely and successfully on the ocean. 
Sir, I do trust in Heaven, that the people of this 
Union will not sleep forever—I do trust, that the 
timeis notfar distant when therulers ofthis nation 
shall be compelled again to travel in the paths of 
peace, commerce, and honor. I do trust that this 
new system, fraught as it is with new destruction, 
will meet an effectual overthrow. On this floor, 
I have no hope of such an event. The current 
of influence is here too strong to be resisted. But 
if the God of nations “doth seek our rulers, and 
hath given our Senators wisdom," it must find 
its grave in the other branches of the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. Quincy opposed the bill, and after some 
remarks from Mr. BLAckLEpGs in reply to him, 
the question on concurring with the Committee 
of the Whole in their amendment was taken, to 
wit: to strike out from the fifth line of the first 
section, the words, “and every,” and to insert, 
* wheat, flour, rice, cotton, tobacco, indigo, tar, 
pitch, or turpentine, or any other article, the 
growth, produce, or manufacture, of the United 
States:” And passed in the affirmative—y eas 
69, nays 29, as follows: 

Yxzas—William Anderson, Stevenson Archer, Da- 
vid Bard, William Barnett, William W. Bibb, Abijah 


Bigelow, Elijah Brigham, Francis Carr, Epaphroditus 
Champion, Langdon Cheves, John Clopton, Lewis 


Condict, William Crawford, John Dawson, Joseph 
Desha, Samuel Dinsmoor, William Ely, James Emott, 
William Findley, James Fisk, Asa Fitch, Meshack 
Franklin, Thomas R. Gold, Charles Goldsborough, 
Isaiah L. Green, Thomas P. Grosvenor, Bolling Hall, 
Aylett Hawes, Jacob Hufty, Richard Jackson, jun., 
William Kennedy, Lyman Law, Peter Little, William 
Lowndes, Aaron Lyle, Thomas Moore, William Mc- 
Coy, Alexander McKim, Arunah Metcalf, James 
Morgan, Jeremiah Morrow, Jonathan O. Moseley, An- 
thony New, Thomas Newbold, Thomas N ewton, Ste- 
phen Ormsby, Timothy Pitkin, jun., James Pleasants, 
junior, Elisha R. Potter, Josiah Quincy, Wm. Reed, 
Samuel Ringgold, Thomas Sammons, Lemuel Sawyer, 
Ebenezer Seaver, Adam Seybert, Samuel Shaw, John 
Smith, Richard Stanford, Silas Stow, William Strong, 
Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, John Taliaferro, 
Benjamin Tallmadge, Laban Wheaton, Leonard 
White, Robert Whitehill, and Robert Wright. 
Naxs—Willis Alston, junior, John Baker, Burwell 
Bassett, Wm. Blackledge, Robert Brown, William 
Butler, John C. Calhoun, James Cochran, Roger Da- 
vis, Elias Earle, Peterson Goodwyn, Obed Hall, Joseph 


. in the negative. 


The question was then taken that the bill be 


engrossed, and read the third time ; and passed in 
the affirmative—yeas 59, nays.45, as follows : 


Yzas— William Anderson, Stevenson Archer, Da- 


vid Bard, William Barnett, Burwell Bassett, William 
W. Bibb, Robert Brown, William Butler, John C. 
Calhoun, James Cochran, John ‘Clopton, Lewis Con- 
‘dict, William Crawford, Richard Cutts, John Dawson, 
Joseph Desha, Samuel Dinsmoor, Elias Earle, William 
Findley, James Fisk, Meshack Franklin, Peterson 
Goodwyn, Isaiah L. Green, Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, 
Aylett Hawes, Abner Lacock, Peter Little, Aaron 
Lyle, Thomas Moore, William McCoy, Alexander 
McKim, Arunah Metcalf, Samuel L. Mitchill, James 
Morgan, Jeremiah Morrow, Hugh Nelson, Anthony 
New, Thomas Newton, Stephen Ormsby, William 


Piper, James Pleasants, jr., Elisha R. Potter, William 
Reed, Samuel Ringgold, John Rhea, John Roane, 


Jonathan Roberts, Ebenezer Seaver, Adam Seybert, 


Samuel Shaw, George Smith, William Strong, John 
Taliaferro, George M. Troup, Charles Turner, junior, 
Robert Whitehill, and Richard Winn. 

Nays—John Baker, Abijah Bigélow, William 
Blackledge, Harmanus Bleecker, Elijah Brigham, 
Francis Carr, Epaphroditus Champion, Langdon 
Cheves, Martin Chittenden, John Davenport, junior, 
William Ely, James Emott, Asa Fitch, Charles Golds- 
borough, Thomas P. Grosvenor, Jacob Hufty, Richard 
Jackson, junior, William Kennedy, Joseph Kent, Wil- 
liam R. King, Lyman Law, Joseph Lewis, jun., Wil- 
liam Lowndes, James Milnor, Jonathan O. Moseley, 
Thomas Newbold, Joseph Pearson, Timothy Pitkin, 
junior, Josiah Quincy, John Randolph, Thomas B. 
Robertson, Wm. Rodman, Thomas Sammons, Lemuel 
Sawyer, Daniel Sheffey, John Smith, Richard Stanford, 
Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tall- 
madge, Peleg Tallman, Laban Wheaton, Leonard 
White, Thomas Wilson, and Robert Wright. 


_ The bill was then ordered to be read the third 
time to-day, which was accordingly done, and the 
bill passed. 

CONSTITUTION AND JAVA. 


The House took up for consideration the res- 
olution from the Senate requesting the President 
of the United States to present to Captain Wil- 
liam Bainbridge a gold medal, with suitable in- 
scriptions, and to the officers of the frigate Con- 
stitution silver medals, in testimony of the high 
sense entertained by Congress of their gallantry 
and skill in achieving the capture and destruc- 
tion of the British frigate Jaya; which was read 
three times, and passed, 
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The House went into a Committee of the 
Whole onthe“ bill. allowing a, boünty to priva- 
teers; but the Committee’ being unable to pro- 
gress for want of a quorum, it rose and reported 
the fact to the House; aud the bill and report 
were ordered to lie on the table, and tlie Hoüse 
adjourned. Mo 


Weonespay, March 3. 

The Sreaxer laid before the House a me- 
morial of the Legislature of the Indiana Terri- 
tory, praying that further time may be allow- 
ed to the purchasers of public lands to complete 
Miele payments ; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. Creves, from the. Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported the bill from the Senate 
* for the-relief of Nathaniel G. Ingraham, Alex- 
ander. Phenix, and William Nexsen, jr.,” with 
amendments; which was read, and agreed to by 
the House, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. , The said amendments being engrossed, 
the bill was read the third time, as amended, 
and passed. ` 

A message from the Senate informed the 
‘House that the Senate have passed the bill “to 
alter the times of holding the District Courts in 
the respective districts of New York and Vir- 
ginia, and. to authorize the district judges to ap- 
point commissioners to. take affidavits and bail in 
certain cases,” with amendments; tlie bill.“alter- 
ing the time for holding thé district court in the 
district. of Maine; the bill “making appropria- 
tions for the support of the -Navy of the United 
States, for.the year 1813,” with-amendments; the 
bill “making appropriations for.the support of 
the Military Establishment, and of the volunteer 
militia in the actual service of the United States 
for the year 1813;” the bill “supplementary to 
an act for increasing the Navy of the United 
States,” with amendments. The Senate have 
also passed a bill “authorizing the payment for 
wagons and teams captured or destroyed by the 
enemy;” in all which amendments and bill they 
desire the concurrence of this House. 

The bill from the Senate aüthorizing the pay- 
ment for wagons and teams captured or destroyed 
by the enemy, was read twice, and, on motion, 
committed to a Committee of the whole House. 

The amendments of the Senate to the bill “to 
alter the times of holding the district courts in 
the respective distritts of New York and Vir- 
ginia, and to authorize the district judges to ap- 
point commissioners to take affidavits and bail in 
certain cases,” were read, and concurred in by 
the House. : 

The amendments of the Senate to the bill 
“supplementary to an act for increasing the Navy. 
of the United States,” were read, and concurred 
in by the House. i 

The amendments of the Senate to the bill 
"making appropriations for the support of the 
Navy of the United States for the year 1813," 
were read, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House. 


“Proceedings. ©- 


H:orR. 


--"The’ House then resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the said amendments. 
The Committee reported their agreement thereto, 
and ‘the amendments were concurred. in by the 
House. À pe ie 
The House then resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the ‘said bill. It was 
reported without amendment, and ordered to be 


read the third time to-day. The bill-was read 


the third time, and ordered to lie on the table. 
On motion of Mr. REED, 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, 
and he is hereby, directed to report to this House, 
at the next session of Congress, a statement of 
the number of Navy Yards belonging to, and oc- 
cupied for the use of the United States; the ac- 
commodations provided in each, with the num- 
ber of officers and men aitached to each, with 
their rank and pay; also, the quantity and spe- 
cies of timber provided in each. Also, a state- 
ment of the expenditures made in each yard dur- 
ing the year 1811 and 1812; the number of ves- 


-sels repaired during that time, with-the species, 


quantity, and cost of repairs on each vessel, and 
the manner in which such repairs have been 
made, whether by contract or otherwise, and the 
terms. Also, the amount of timber provided 
under the law making an annual appropriation 
of two hundred thousand dollars, with a state- 
ment of the contracts made under said act, and 
the terms thereof: Also, the number of officers 
in the. naval service of tlie United States, their 
rank, pay, and employ. 

Mr. Cueves, from the committee of naval 
inquiry, appointed at the last session, reported 
that the committee had collected many facts, but, 
owing to the pressure of other business, had not 
been able to conclude the proposed investigation. 
The facts which the committee had collected 
however, he thought might be materially useful 
to the Navy Department ; and he therefore moved 
to refer the documents to the Secretary of the 
Navy.—Agreed to 

The bill to authorize the Secretary of the Trea- 
ury to provide new certificates of registry, passed 
through a Committee of the Whole, was ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, and was read 
a third time, and passed. g 

The bill allowing a bounty to privateers was 
passed through a Committee of the Whole, and 
ordered to lie on the table, under the impression 
that it could not be acted on at the present ses- 
sion. 

The bill from the Senate for the relief of the 


. representatives of Samuel Lapsley, deceased, went 


through a Committee of the Whole, was ordered 
to a third reading, and passed ; as also was the bill 
continuing in force the act declaring the assent 
of Congress to an act of the Legislature of Geor- 
gia imposing certain port duties, the latter being 
much opposed, and passed by yeas and nays, 48 
to 28, as follows: 

Yzas— Willis Alston, jr., William Anderson, Wil- 
liam Barnett, Burwell Bassett, William W. Bibb, 
William: Blackledge, Robert Brown, John C. Calhoun, 
Langdon Cheves, John Clopton, Roger Davis, Joseph 
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Desha, Samuel Dinsmoor, Meshack Franklin, Bolling 
Hall, Obed Hall, Aylett Hawes, Joseph Kent, William 

` R. King, Abner Lacock, Peter Little, Wm. Lowndes, 
Aaron Lyle, William McCoy, Alexander McKim, 
Samuel L. Mitchill, Jeremiah Morrow, Hugh Nelson, 
Thomas Newton, Stephen Ormsby, Israel Pickens, 
"Wm. Piper, James Pleasants, jun., John Rhea, Jona- 
than Roberts, Thomas B. Robertson, William Rod- 
man, Lemuel Sawyer, Adam Seybert, Samuel Shaw, 
George Smith, John Smith, William Strong, John 
Taliaferro, George M. Troup, Robert Whitehill, Rich- 
ard Winn, and Robert Wright. 

Naxs—Stevenson Archer, John Baker, Abijah 
Bigelow, Epaphroditus Champion, Lewis Condict, 
Richard Cutts, John Davenport, jun., William Ely, 
James Fisk, Thomas R. Gold, Isaiah L. Green, Tho- 
mas P. Grosvenor, Jacob Hufty, Lyman Law, Joseph 
Lewis, jun, James Morgan, Jonathan O. Moseley, 
Thomas Newbold, Joseph Pearson, Timothy Pitkin, 
junior, Elisha R. Potter, John Randolph, Ebenezer 
Seaver, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin 
Tallmadge, Charles Turner, jr., and Leonard White. 


And there being but little business, and much 
difficulty in keeping a quorum, the House ad- 
journed to 5 o'elock. 


Evening Sitting, 5 o'clock. 


The bills from the Senate for the relief of 
Louis Chacherie, and for the relief of Washing- 
ton Lee, went through Committees of the Whole, 
and were read a third time and passed. 

` A Message was received from the President of 

the United States, transmitting a roll of the per- 
sons holding office or employment under the au- 
thority of the United States, in conformity to a 
resolution of this House, of the 27th January ; and 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

A very desultory conversation took place on 
the printing this document; which was at length 
ordered to be printed by yeas and nays, 78 to 13. 

_A Message was received from the President of 
the United States in compliance with the res- 
lution of the House, of Monday, transmitting 
certain documents touching our relations with 
F'rance, not heretofore communicated. 

- On motion of Mr. Sawyer, 


Resolved unanimously, That the thanks of this 
House be presented to Henry Cray, in testimony 
of their approbation of his conduct in the dis- 
charge of the arduous duties assigned him while 
in the Chair. 


Whereupon, the Hon. Speaker rose and made 
the following observations: 


“I thank you, gentlemen, for the testimony you 
have just so kindly delivered in approbation of my con- 
duct in the Chair. Amidst the momentous subjects of 
deliberation which undoubtedly distinguish the 12th 
Congress as the most memorable in the annals of 
America, it has been a source of animating consolation 
to me, that I have never failed to experience the liberal 
support of gentlemen in all quarters of the House. If 
in the moment of ardent debate, when all have been 
struggling to maintain the best interests of our beloved 
country as they have appeared to us respectively, causes 
of irritation have occurred, let us consign them to ob- 


about to ensue, perhaps forever, cherish and cultivate a 
recollection only of the many agreeable hours we have 
spent together. Allow me, gentlemen, to express the 
fervent wish that one and all of you may enjoy all pos- 
sible individual happiness, and that in the return to 
your several homes you may have pleasant journeys.’, 


ARMED VESSELS OF THE ENEMY. 


The bill to encourage the destruction of the 
armed vessels of war of the enemy, went through 
a Committee of the Whole and was reported to 
the House. 

A motion was made to postpone the same in- 
definitely, and negatived. 

For indefinite postponement 41, against it 43. 

The bill was then ordered toa third reading, by 
the following vote, by yeas and nays. For the 
third reading 55, against it 35, as follows: 

Yzas—William Anderson, Stevenson Archer, Bur- 
well Bassett, William W. Bibb, William Blackledge, 
William Butler, James Cochran, John Clopton, Lewis 
Condict, Roger Davis, John Dawson, Joseph Desha, 
Samuel Dinsmoor, Elias Earle, William Findley, Jas. 
Fisk, Meshack Franklin, Isaiah L. Green, Bolling 
Hall, Obed Hall, Aylett Hawes, William Kennedy, 
Joseph Kent, William R. King, Abner Lacock, Peter 
Little, Aaron Lyle, Thomas Moore, William McCoy, 
Alexander McKim, Arunah Metcalf, Samuel L. Mit- 
chill, James Morgan, Thomas Newton, Stephen Orms- 
by, Israel Pickens, William Piper, James Pleasants, 
jun. Peter B. Porter, Samuel Ringgold, John Rhea, 
John Roane, Jonathan Roberts, Thomas B. Robertson, 
Lemuel Sawyer, Samuel Shaw, George Smith, John 
Smith, Richard Stanford, William Strong, John Talia- 
ferro, George M. Troup, Charles Turner, jun., Rich- 
ard Winn, and Robert Wright. 

Naxs—John Baker, David Bard, William Barnett, 
Abijah Bigelow, Harmanus Bleecker, Elijah Brigham, 
John C. Calhoun, Epaphroditus Champion, William 
Crawford, John Davenport, jun., William Ely, James 
Emott, Charles Goldsborough, Thomas P. Grosvenor, 
Jacob Hufty, Richard Jackson, junior, Lyman Law, 
Joseph Lewis, jun., William Lowndes, Jonathan O. 
Moseley, Thomas Newbold, Joseph Pearson, Timothy 
Pitkin, jun., Elisha R. Potter, Josiah Quincy, John 
Randolph, William Reed, William Rodman, John Se- 
vier, Adam Seybert, Daniel Sheffey, Philip Stuart, 
Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, and Leonard 
White. 

And the bill was accordingly read a third time. 

A motion was made by Mr. Lewis to postpone 
the further consideration of the bill to the 4th 
Monday in May. Negatived. For postpone- 
ment 37, against it 45. - 

The question on the passage of the bill was 
then decided in the affirmative, ayes 50. 

Mr. Turner moved the following resolution: 

Resolved, That five hundred copies of the commu- 
nication of the President of the United States, com- 
municated this day, with the list of officers of the 
United States, and also five hundred copies of the 
President’s Message of this date, and accompanying 
documents relative to our relations with the Govern- 
ment of France, be printed for the use of the mem- 
bers of this and of the next Congress. 


The question to consider the resolution was 


livion, and let us in the painful separation which is | taken, and determined in the negative. 


1169 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


1170 


Marons, 1813. 


Direct Taz— Closing Business. 


H. or R. 


QUOTA OF THE DIRECT TAX. 
Mr. BicELow moved the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to lay before this House, at the next session 
of Congress, a statement showing the quota payable 
by each State, of the direct tax leid by the act, enti- 
tled “ An act to lay and collect a direct tax within the 
United States ;" the amount of said tax that has been 
paid into the Treasury from each State, respectively, 
and the respective sums and duties of payment; the 
expenses in each State of collecting said tax, the 
losses that have been sustained in each State, and the 
causes thereof, and the balance of each State's quota 
of the said tax now due. 


The question was taken that the House do now 
proceed to consider the said resolution, and passed 
in the affirmative—yeas 42, nays 37, as follows: 


Yras—William Anderson, John Baker, William 
Barnett, William W. Bibb, Abijah Bigelow, Elijah 
Brigham, Epaphroditus Champion, Langdon Cheves, 
John Clopton, William Crawford, Richard Cutts, John 
Davenport, jr.,.William Ely, James Emott, Meshack 
Franklin, Thomas P. Grosvenor, Aylett Hawes, Jacob 
Hufty, Richard Jackson, jun., William Kennedy, Ly- 
man Law, Joseph Lewis, jun., James Morgan, Jere- 
miah Morrow, Jonathan O. Moseley, Thomas New- 
bold, Thomas Newton, Joseph Pearson, Timothy Pit- 
kin, junior, James Pleasants, junior, Elisha R. Potter, 
Josiah Quincy, William Reed, William Rodman, John 
Sevier, Daniel Sheffey, Rich’d Stanford, Philip Stuart, 
Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Leonard White, 
and Robert Wright. j 

Naxs—Stevenson Archer, William Blackledge, 
William Butler, John C. Calhoun, James Cochran, 
Roger Davis, John Dawson, Joseph Desha, Elias 
Earle, Jas. Fisk, Peterson Goodwyn, Isaiah L. Green, 
Bolling Hall, Obed Hall, Joseph Kent, Peter Little, 
William Lowndes, Aaron Lyle, Thomas Moore, Wil- 
liam McCoy, Alexander McKim, Arunah Metcalf, 
Samuel L. Mitchill, Hugh Nelson, Stephen Ormsby, 
Israel Pickens, William Piper, Peter B. Porter, Samuel 
Ringgold, John Rhea, John Roane, Jonathan Roberts, 


Thomas B. Robertson, Samuel Shaw, George Smith, 
William Strong, and Charles Turner, junior. 
Ordered, That the said resolution do lie on 
the table. 
CLOSING BUSINESS. 


On motion of Mr. DawsoN, a committee was 
appointed, jointly, with a committee to be ap- 
pointed by the Senate, to wait upon the President 
of the United States, and inform him that the 
two Houses are now ready to adjourn, and desire 
to know whether he has any further communi- 
cation to make to them during the present ses- 
sion. 

Messrs. Dawson and Grosvenor were ap- 
pointed the committee on the part of the House. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill ^ concerning 
invalid pensioners,” with an amendment; the bill 
“ making an appropriation for alterations and re- 
pairs in the Capitol ;” the bill “authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to provide new certifi- 
cates of registry ;” the bill “supplementary to the 
acts heretofore passed upon the subject of an uni- 
form rule of naturalization,” with amendments. 
The Senate have also passed a bill “to provide 
for the accommodation of the President of the 
United States;” in all which amendments and 
bill they desire the concurrence of this House. 
The Senate agree to the resolution for the ap- 
pointment of a joint committee to wait on the 
President of the United States, and notify him 
of the proposed recess of Congress, and have ap- 
pointed a committee on their part. 

For some time a quorum was not present. 

Bills from the Senate were waiting. A call of 
the House was had, and it appeared that sixty- 
four members only were present. 

After receiving from the President all the bills 
which had passed, and being informed by the 
committee that he had no further communica- 
tions to make, the House adjourned sine die. 


APPENDIX 


TO THE HISTORY OF THE TWELFTH CONGRESS. 


[SECOND SESSION.] 


COMPRISING THE 


GREAT BRITAIN. 


[Communieated to Congress by the Messages of No- 
vember 4,* 12, and 18, 1812.] 
To the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States : 


For the further information of Congress rela- 
tive to the pacific advances made on the part of 
this Government to that of Great Britain, and 
the manner in which they have been met by the 
latter, I transmit the sequel of the communica- 
tions on that subject received from the late Chargé 


d'Affaires at London. 
` JAMES MADISON. 
NovemBer 12, 1812. 


To the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States : 

I transmit to Congress copies of a communi- 
cation from Mr. Russell to the Secretary of State. 
Itis connected with the correspondence accom- 
panying my Message of the 12th instant, but had 
not, at that date, been received. 

JAMES MADISON. 

NovzEMBER 18, 1812. 


Extract—Mr. Monroe to Mr. Russell, 


June 26, 1812. 

This letter is committed to Mr. Foster, who 
has promised to deliver it to you in safety. 

On the 18th of this month a declaration of war 
against Great Britain passed Congress. I send 
you a copy of the act, of the President’s Message, 
and of the report of the Committee of Foreign 
Relations, which brought the subject under con- 
sideration. 

This measure has been produced by the con- 
tinued aggressions of the British Government on 
the rights of the United States, and the presump- 
tion arising from that and other facts, which it 
is unnecessary to recite, that no favorable change 
of policy might be expected from it. It was im- 
‘possible for the United States to surrender their 


*For Message of November 4, 1812, see Senate pro- 
ceedings, ante, page 11, of this volume. 


MOST IMPORTANT DOCUMENTS ORIGINATING DURING THAT CON- 
GRESS, AND THE PUBLIC ACTS PASSED BY IT. 


tights, by relinquishing the ground which they 
had taken; and it was equally incompatible with 
their interests and character to rely longer on 
measures which, had failed to accomplish their 
objects. War was the only remaining alterna- 
tive ; and that fact being clearly ascertained, you 
will find by the documents transmitted, that it 
was adopted with decision. 

As war has been resorted to by necessity, and, 
of course, with reluctance, this Government 
looks forward to the restoration of peace with 
much interest, and a sincere desire to promote it 
on conditions just, equal, and honorable to both 
parties. It isin the power of Great Britain to 
terminate the war on such conditions, ahd it 
would be very satisfactory to the President to 
meet it in arrangements to that effect. 

Although there are many just and weighty 
causes of complaint against Great Britain, you 
will perceive, by the documents transmitted, that 
the Orders in Council, and other blockades, ille- 
gal, according to the principles lately acknowl- 
edged, and the imfressment of our seamen, are 
considered to be of the highest importance. If 
the Orders in Council are repealed, and po ille- 
gal blockades are substituted for them, and orders 
are given to discontinue the impressment of sea- 
men from our vessels, and to restore those al- 
ready impressed, there is no reason why hostili- 
ties should not immediately cease. Securing 
these objects, you are authorized to stipulate an 
armistice, to commence from the signature of the 
instrument providing for it, or at the end of fifty 
or sixty days, or other the shortest term that the 
British Government will assent to. Definitive 
arrangements will be made on these and every 
other difference by a treaty, to be concluded either 
here or at London, though it is much desired that 
the subject should be entered on in this city. 

Asan inducement to the British Government 
to discontinue the practice of impressments from 
our vessels, you may give assurance that a law 
willbe passed (to be reciprocal) to prohibit the 
employment of British seamen in the public or 
commercial service of the United States. There 
can be no doubt that such an arrangement would 
prove much more efficacious in securing to Great 
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Britain her seamen, than the practice to which 
itis proposed to be a substitute, independent of 
all the other objections to it. 

Indemnity for injuries received under the Or- 
ders in Council, and other edicts violating our 
rights, seems to be incident to their repeal; but 
the President is willing that the consideration of 
that claim should not be pressed at this time, so 
as to interfere with the preliminary arrangement 
alluded to. It will be proper to bring it into 
view, merely to show that it is expected that pro- 
vision will be made for it in the treaty which is 

"to follow. Every other interest may also be pro- 
vided for at the same time. 

Itis hoped that the British Government will 
find it consistent with its interest and honor to 
terminate the war by an armistice, in the manner 
and on the conditions proposed. In so doing, it 
will abandon no right, it will sacrifice no inter- 
est; it will abstain only from violating our rights, 
and, in return, it will restore peace with the Pow- 
er from whom, in a friendly commercial inter- 
course, so many advantages will be derived, not 
to mention the injuries which cannot fail to re- 
sult from a prosecution.of the war. 


Mr. Monroe to Mr. Russell. 
DEPARTMENT or STATE, July 27, 1812. 

Sir: I wrote you on the 26th of June, by Mr. 
Foster, a letter, which he promised to deliver you 
in person, or by a safe hand. 

In tbat letter you were informed that the Or- 
dersin Council, and other illegal blockades, and 
the impressment of our seamen by Great Britain, 
as you well knew before, were the principal 
causes of the war; and that, if they were re- 
moved, you might stipulate an armistice, leaving 
them and all other grounds of difference for final 
and more precise adjustment by treaty. As an 
inducement to the British Government to discon- 
tinue the practice of impressment from our ves- 
sels, by which alone our seamen can be made 
secure, you were authorized to stipulate a pro- 
hibition by law, to be reciprocal, of the employ- 
ment of British seamen in the public or com- 
mercial service of the United States. As such 
an arrangement, which might be made completely 
effectual and satisfactory by suitable regulations 
and penalties, would operate almost exclusively 
in favor of Great Britain—for, as few of our sea- 
men ever enter voluntarily into the British ser- 
vice, the reciprocity would be nominal—its ad- 
vantage to Great Britain would be more than an 
equivalent for any she derives from impressment, 
which alone ought to induce her to abandon the 
practice, if she had no other motive for it. A 
stipulation to prohibit by law the employment of 
British seamen in the service of the United States 
is to be understood in the sense and spirit of our 
Constitution. The passage of such a law must 
depend of course on Congress, who, it might rea- 
sonably be presumed, would give effect to it. 

By authorizing you to secure these objects as 
the grounds of an armistice, it was not intended 
to restrict you to any precise form in which it 


should be done. It is not particularly necessary 
that the several points should be specially pro- 
vided- for in the convention stipulating the armi- 
stice. A clear and distinct understanding with 
the British Government on the subject of impress- 
ment, comprising in it the discharge of the men. 
already impressed, and on future blockades, if the 
Orders in Council are revoked, is all that is in- 
dispensable. The Orders in Council being re- 
voked, and the proposed understanding on the 
other points, that is, on blockades and impress- 
ment, being first obtained in a manner, though 
informal, to admit of no mistake or disagreement 
hereafter, the instrument providing for the armi- 
stice may assume a general form, especially if 
more agreeable to the British Government. It 
may, for example, be said in general terms, “ that 
both Powers being sincerely desirous to terminate 
the differences which unhappily subsist between 
them, and equally so that full time should be giv- 
en for the adjustment thereof, agree 

* 1, That an armistice shall take place for that 
purpose, to commence on the - day of ——. 

*9, That they will forthwith appoint on each 
side commissioners with full power to form a 
treaty, which shall provide, by reciprocal arrange- 
ments, for the security of their seamen from be- 
ing taken or employed in the service of the other 
Power, for the regulation of their commerce, and 
all other interesting questions now depending 
between them. 

* 3. Thearmistice shall not cease withouta pre- 
vious notice by one to the other party of —— 
days, and shall not be understood as having other 
effect than merely to suspend military operations 
by land and by sea.” : : 

By this you will perceive that the President is 
desirous of removing every obstacle to an accom- 
modation, which eonsists merely ofform. Secur- 
ing in a safe and satisfactory manner the rights 
and interests of the United States, in these two 
great and essential circumstances, as it is pre- 
sumed may be accomplished by the proposed 
understanding, he is willing that it be done in a 
manner the most satisfaetory and honorable to 
Great Britain, as well as to the United States. 

I have the honor to be, &c. 

JAMES MONROE. 


Mr. Graham to Mr. Russell. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Aug. 9, 1812, 

Sir: The Secretary left this city about ten 
days ago on a short visitto Virginia. Since that 
period, Mr. Baker has, in consequence of some 
despatches from his Government, addressed to 
Mr. Foster, made to me a communication respect- 
ing the intentions of his Government, as regards 
the Ordersin Council. It was ofa character, how- 
ever, so entirely informal and confidential, that 
Mr. Baker did not feel himself at liberty to make 
it in the form of a note, verbal, or pro memoria, 
or even to permit me to make a memorandum of 
itat the time he made it. As it authorizes an 
expectation that something more precise and def- 
inite,in an official form, may soon be received by 
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this Government, it.is the less necessary that I 
should go into an explanation of the vie ws of the 
President in relation to it, more particularly as 
the Secretary of State is daily expected, and will 
be able to do it in a manner more satisfactory. - 

I refer you to the enclosed papers for informa- 
lion as to the maritime and military movements 
incident to the war, and will add, that the Presi- 
dent is anxious to know, as soon as possible, the 
result of the proposals you were authorized. to 
make to the British Government respecting an 
armistice, He considers them so fair and rea- 
sonable, that he cannot but hope that they will 
be acceded to,and thus be the means of hasten- 
ing an honorable and permanent peace. 


I have the honor, &c. 
JOHN GRAHAM. 


Mr. Graham to Mr. Russell. 


DEPARTMENT oF STATE, Aug. 10, 1812. 
Sır: Thinking that it may possibly be useful 


to you, I do myself the honor to enclose a memo- |: 


randum of the conversation between Mr. Baker 
and myself, alluded to in my letter of yesterday's 
date. From a conversation with Mr. Baker since 
this memorandum was made, I find that I was 
correct in representing to the President that the 
intimation from Mr. Foster and the British au- 
thorities at Halifax was to be understood as con- 
nected with a suspension of hostilities on the 
frontiers of Canada. 
I have the honor, &c. 
JOHN GRAHAM. 


[Memorandum referred to in the above letter.] 


Mr. Baker verbally communicated to me, for 
the information of the President, that he had re- 
ceived despatches from his Government addressed 
to Mr. Foster, dated, I believe, about the 17th of 
June, from which he was authorized to say that 
an official declaration would be sent to this 
country ; that the Orders in Council, so far as 
they affected the United States would be re- 
pealed on the first of August, to be revived on 
the 1st of May, 1813, unless the conduct of the 
French Government, and the result of the com- 
munications with the American Government, 
should be such as, in the opinion of His Majesty, 
to render their revival unnécessary. Mr. Baker, 
moreover, stated that the orders would be re- 
vived, provided the American Government did 
not, within fourteen days after they received the 
official declaration of their repeal, admit British 
armed vessels into their ports, and put an end to 
the restrictive measures which had grown out of 
the Orders in Couneil. . 

The despatches authorizing this communica- 
tion to the American Government expressly di- 
rected that it should be made verbally, and Mt. 
Baker did not consider himself at liberty to re- 
duce it to writing, even in the form of a note 
verbal, or pro memoria, or to suffer me to 
take a memorandum of his communication at 
the time he made it. 


I understood from him ! 


that the despatches had. been opened by Mr, 
Foster at Halifax, who, in consequence of a 
conversation he had had with Vice-Admiral 
Sawyer and Sir John Sherbroke, had author- 
ized Mr. Baker to say that these gentlemen 
would agree, asa measure leading to a suspen- 
sion of hostilities, that all captures made after 
a day to be fixed, should not be proceeded against 
immediately, but be detained to await the future 
decision of the two Governments. Mr. Foster 
had not seen Sir George Prevost, but had writ- 
ten to him by express, and did not doubt but that 
he would agree to an arrangement for the tem- 
porary suspension of hostilities. Mr. Baker also 
stated that he had received an authority from 
Mr. Foster to act as Chargé des Affaires, provi- 
ded the American Government would receive 
him in that character, for the purpose of enabling 
him officially to communicate the declaration 


which was to be expected from the British Gov- 
ernment. His functions to be understood, of 
course, as ceasing on the renewal of hostilities, 


I replied, that although to so general and infor- 


mal a communication no answer might be neces- 
sary, and certainly no particular answer expected, 


yet I was authorized to say that the communica- 
tion is received with sincere satisfaction, as it is 
hoped that the spirit in which it was authorized 


by his Government may lead to such further 
communications as will open the way, not only for 
an early and satisfactory termination of existing 


hostilities, but to that entire adjustment of all 


the differences which produced them, and to that 
permanent peace and solid friendship which ought 
to be mutually desired by both countries, and 
which is sincerely desired by this. With this 
desire, an authority was given to Mr. Russell 
on the subject of an armistice, as introductory to 
a final pacification, as has been made known to 
Mr. Foster; and the same desire will be felt on. 


the receipt of the further and more particular 
communications which are shortly to be expect- 
ed, with respect to the joint intimation from Mr. 
Foster and the British authorities at Halifax on 
the subject of suspending judicial proceedings in 
the case of maritime captures, to be accompanied 
by a suspension of military operations. The au- 
thority given to Mr. Russell just alluded 10, and 
of which Mr. Foster was the bearer, is full proof 
of the solicitude of the Government of the United 
States to bring about a general suspension of hos- 
tilities on admissible terms, with as little delay 
as possible. It was not to be doubted, therefore;- 
that any other practicable expedient for attaining 
a similar result would readily be concurred in. 
Upon the most favorable consideration, however, 
which could be given to the expedient suggested 
through him, it did not appear to be reducible to 
any practical shape to which the Executive 
would be authorized to give it the necessary 
sanction ; nor, indeed, is it probable, if it was less 
liable to insuperable difficulties, that it could have 
any material effect previous to the result of the 
pacific advance made by this Government, and 
which must, if favorably received, become ope- 
rative as soon as any other arrangement tha 
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could now be made. It was stated to Mr. Baker 
that the President did not, under existing circum- 
stances, consider Mr. Foster as vested with the 
power of appointing a Chargé des Affaires ; but 
that no difficulty in point of form would be made, 
as any authentic communication through him, 
or any other channel, would be received with 


attention and respect. 


Extract—Secretary of State to Mr. Russell. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
August 21, 1812. 


My last letter to you was of the 27th July, and 
was forwarded by the British packet the Althea, 
under the special protection of Mr. Baker. The 
object of that letter, and of the next preceding 
one of the 26th June, was to invest you with 
power to suspend, by an armistice, on such fair 
conditions as it was presumed could not be re- 
jected, the operation of the war, which had been 
brought on the United States by the injustice 
and violence of the British Government. Atthe 
moment of the declaration of war, the President, 
regretting the necessity which produced it, looked 
to its termination and provided for it; and happy 
will it be for both countries if the disposition felt, 
and the advance thus made on his part, are en- 
tertained and met by the British Government in 
à similar spirit. 

You have been informed by Mr. Graham of 
what passed in my late absence from the city, in 
an interview between Mr. Baker and him, in con- 
sequence of a despatch from the British Govern- 
ment to Mr. F'oster, received at Halifax, just be- 
fore he sailed for England, and transmitted by 
him to Mr. Baker, relating to a proposed suspen- 
sion or repeal of the British Orders in Council. 
You will have seen, by the note forwarded to 
you by Mr. Graham, of Mr. Baker's communi- 
‘cation to him, that Mr. Foster had authorized 
him to state that the commanders of the British 
forces at Halifax would agree to a suspension, 
after a day to be fixed, of the condemnation of 
prizes, to await the decision of both Governments, 
without, however, preventing captures on either 
side. It appears, also, that Mr. F'oster had prom- 
ised to communicate with Sir George Prevost, 
and to advise him to propose to our Government 
an armistice. 

Sir George Prevost has since proposed to Gen- 
eral Dearborn, at the suggestion of Mr. Foster, a 
suspension of offensive operations by land, in a 
letter which was transmitted by the General to 
the Secretary at War. A provisional agreement 
was entered into between General Dearborn and 
Colonel Baynes, the British Adjutant General, 
bearer of General Prevost letter, that neither 
party should act offensively before the decision 
of our Government should be taken on the 
subject. 

Since my return to Washington the document 
alluded to in Mr. Foster’s despatch, as finally 
decided on by the British Government, has been 
handed to me by Mr. Baker, with a remark that 
its authenticity might be relied on. Mr. Baker 


—ÓMMM MM M——————ÀÀ 


added that it was not improbable that the admi- 
ralat Halifax might agree likewise to a suspen- 
sion of captures, though he did not profess or 
appear to be acquainted with his sentiments on 
that point. 

On full consideration of all the circumstances 
which merit attention, the President regrets that 
itis not in his power to accede to the proposed 
arrangement, "Thefollowing are among the prin- 
cipal reasons which have produced this decision: 

1. The President has no power to suspend 
judicial proceedings on prizes. A capture, if 
lawful, vests a right over which he has no con- 
trol. Nor eould he prevent captures otherwise 
than by an indiscriminate recall of the commis- 
sions granted to our privateers, which he could 
not justify under existing circumstances. 

2. The proposition is not made by the British 
Government, nor is there any certainty that it 
would be approved by it. The proposed arrange- 
ment, if acceded to, might not be observed by the 
British officers themselves, if their Government, 


‘in consequence of the war, should give them in- 


structions of a different character, even if they 
were given without a knowledge of the arrange- 
ment. 

3. No security is given or proposed as to the 
Indians, nor could any be relied on. They have 
engaged in the war on the side of the British 
Government, and are now prosecuting it with 
vigor, in their usual savage mode. They can 
only be restrained by force when once let loose, 
and that force has already been ordered out for 
the purpose. 

4, The proposition is not reciprocal, because it 
restrains the United States from acting where 
their power is greatest, and leaves Great Britain 
at liberty and gives her time to augment her 
forces in our neighborhood. 

5. That asa principal object of war is to ob- 
tain redress against the British practice of im- 
pressment, an agreement to suspend hostilities, 
even before the British Government is heard 
from on that subject, might be considered a re- 
linquishment of that claim. 

6. It is the more objectionable, and of less im- 
portance, in consideration of the instructions 
heretofore given you, which, if met by the Brit- 
ish Government, may have already produced the 
same result in a greater extent and more satis- 
factory form. 

I might add that the declaration itself is ob- 
jectionable in many respects, particularly the 
following: 

1. Because it asserts a right in the British 
Government to restore the Orders in Council, or 
any part thereof, to their full effect, on a princi- 
ple of retaliation on France, under circumstan- 
ces of which she alone is to judge; a right which 
this Government cannot admit, especially in the 
extént heretofore claimed and acted on by the 
British Government. 

2. That the repeal is founded exclusively on 
the French decree of 28th April, 1811, by which 
the repeal of the decrees of Berlin and Milan, an- 
nounced on the 5th August, 1810, to take effect 
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on the 1st of November of that year, at which 
time their operation actually ceased, is disregarded, 
as are the claims of the United States arising 
from the repeal on that day, even according to 
the British pledge. : ; 

3. That even if the United States had no right 
to claim the repeal of the British Orders in Coun- 
cil prior to the French decree of the 28th of 
April, 1811, nor before the notification of that 
decree to.the British Government on the 20th of 
May of the present year, the British repeal ought 
to have borne date from that day, and been sub- 
ject to none of the limitations attached to it. 

These remarks on the declaration of the Prince 
Regent, which are not pursued with rigor, nor in 
the full extent which they might be, are appli- 
cable to it, in relation to the state of things which 
existed before the determination of the United 
States to resist the aggressions of the British 
Government by war. By that determination the 
relations between the two countries have been 
altogether changed ; and it is only by a termina- 
tion of the war, or by measures leading to it by 
consent of both Governments, that its calam- 
ities can be closed or mitigated. Itis not now 
a question whether the declaration of the Prince 
Regent is such as ought to have produced a re- 
peal of the non-importation act, had not war been 
declared; because, by the declaration of war, that 
question is superseded, and the non-importation 
act having been continued in foree by Congress, 
and become a measure of war, and among the 
most efficient, it is no longer subjec: to the con- 
trol of the Executive in the sense and for the pur- 
pose for which it was adopted. The declaration, 
however, of the Prince Regent will not be without 
effect. By repealing the Orders in Council, with 
out reviving the blockade of May 1806, or any 
other illegal blockade, as is understood to be the 
case, it removes a great obstacle to an accommo- 
dation. The President considers it an indication 
of a disposition in the British Government to ac- 
commodate the differences which subsist between 
the countries, and I am instructed to assure you 
that, if such disposition really exists, and is per- 
severed in, and is extended to other objects, es- 
pecially the important one of impressment, a 
durable and happy peace and reconciliation can- 
not fail to result from it. 


Mr. Russell to Mr. Monroe. 


Lonpox, Sept. 1, 1812. 

Sig: You will perceive by the enclosed copies 
of notes which have passed between Lord Cas- 
tlereagh and me, that the moderate and equitable 
terms proposed for a suspension of hostilities 
have been rejected, and that it is my intention to 
return immediately to the United States. 

My continuance here, after it has been so 
broadly intimated to me by his Lordship that I 
am no longer acknowledged in my diplomatie 
capacity, and aftera knowledge that instructions 
are given to the British Admiral to negotiate an 
arrangement on the other side of the Atlantic, 
would,in my view of the subject, not only be 
useless, but improper. 


Itis probable, however, that the vessel in which 
I propose to embark will not take her departure 
before the 15th or 20th of this month. 
I have the honor to be, &c. 
l JONA. RUSSELL. 
James Monroe, Esq., &c. ; 


Mr. Russell to Lord Castlereagh. 


Lonnon, August 24, 1812. 

My Lon»: It is only necessary, 1 trust, to call 
the attention of your Lordship to a review of the 
conduct of the Government of the United States, 
to prove, incontrovertibly, its unceasing anxiety 
to maintain the relations of peace and friendship 
with Great Britain. Its patience in suffering the 
many wrongs which it has received, and its per- 
severance in endeavoring, by amicable means, to 
obtain redress; are known to the world. Des- 
pairing at length of receiving this redress from 
the justice of the British Government, to which 
it had so often applied in vain, and feeling that a 
further forbearance would be a virtual surrender 
of interests and rights essential to the prosperity . 
and independence of the nation confided to its 
protection, it has been compelled to discharge its 
high duty by an appeal to arms. While, how- 
ever, it regards this course as the only one which 
remained for it to pursue, with a hope of preserv- 
ing any portion of that kind of character which 
constitutes the vital strength of every nation, yet 
it is still willing to give another proof of the spirit 
which has uniformly distinguished its proceed- 
ings, by seeking to arrest, on terms consistent with 
justice and honor, the calamities of war. It has, 
therefore, authorized me to stipulate with His 
Britannie Majesty's Government an armistice, to 
commence at or before the expiration of sixty 
days after the signature of the instrument provid- 
ing for it, on condition that the Orders in Coun- 
cil be repealed, and no illegal blockades be sub- 
stituted for them ; and that orders be immediately 
given to discontinue the impressment of persons 
from American vessels, and to restore the citizens 
of the United States already impressed ; it being, 
moreover, well understood that the British Gov- 
ernment will assent to enter into definitive ar- 
rangements, as soon as may be, on these and every 
other difference, by a treaty to be concluded either 
at London or Washington, as, on an impartial 
consideration of existing circumstances, shall be 
deemed most expedient. 

As an inducement to Great Britain to discon- 
tinue the practice of impressment from Ámerican 
vessels, I am authorized to give assurance that a 
law shall be passed (to be reciprocal) to prohibit 
the employment of British seamen in the public 
or commercial service of the United States. It 
is sincerely believed that such an arrangement 
would prove more efficacious in securing to Great 
Britain her seamen than the practice of impress- 
ment, so derogatory to the sovereign attributes of 
the United States, and so incompatible with the 
personal rights of their citizens. 

Your Lordship will not be surprised that I have 
presented the revocation of the Orders in Coun- 
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cil as a preliminary to the suspension of hostili- 
ties, when it is considered that the act of the Brit- 
ish Government of the 23d June last, ordaining 
that revocation, is predicated on conditions, the 
performance of which is rendered impracticable 
by the change which is since known to have oc- 
curred in the relations between the two countries. 
It cannot now be expected that the Government 
of the United States will immediately, on due 
notice of that act, revoke or cause to be revoked 
its acts excluding from the waters and harbors of 
the United States all British armed vessels, and 
interdicting commercial intercourse with Great 
Britain. Such a procedure would necessarily 
involve consequences too unreasonable and ex- 
travagant to be for a moment presumed. "The 
Order in Council of the 23d June last will, there- 
fore, according to its own terms, be null and of no 
effect, and a new act of the British Government, 
adapted to existing circumstances, is obviously 
required for the effectual repeal of the Orders in 
Council, of which the United States complain. 

The Government of the United States con- 
siders indemnity for injuries received under the 
Orders in. Council, and other edicts violating the 
rights of the American nation, to be incident to 
their repeal, and it believes that satisfactory pro- 
vision will be made in the definitive treaty to be 
hereafter negotiated for this purpose. 

The conditicns now offered to the British Gov- 
ernment for the termination of the war by an 
armistice, as above stated, are so moderate and 
just in themselves, and so entirely consistent with 
its interest and honor, that a-confident hope is in- 
dulged that it will not hesitate to accept them. 
In so doing, it will abandon no right, it will sac- 
rifice no interest; it will abstain only from vio- 
lating the rights of the United States, and in re- 
turn it will restore peace with the Power, from 
whom, in a friendly commercial intercourse, so 
many advantages are to be derived. 

Your Lordship is undoubtedly aware of the 
serious difficulties with which a prosecution of 
the war, even for a short period, must necessarily 
embarrass all future attempts at accommodation. 
Passions exasperated by injurics, alliances, or con- 
quests, on terms which forbid their abandonment, 
will inevitably hereafter imbitter and protract a 
contest which might now be so easily and happily 
terminated. 

Deeply impressed with these truths, I cannot 
but persuade myself that His Royal Highness 
the Prince Regent will take into his early con- 
sideration the propositions herein made on behalf 
of the United States, and decide on them ina 
spirit of conciliation and justice. 

I have the honor to be, &c. 

JONATHAN RUSSELL. 


Lord Castlereagh to Mr. Russell. 


Foreign Orrice, August 29, 1812. 
Sir: Although the diplomatic relations between 
the two Governments have been terminated by a 
declaration of war on the part of the United 
States, I have not hesitated, under the peculiar 


circumstances of the case, and the authority under 
which you act, to submit to the Prince Regent 
the proposition contained in your letter of the 
241h for a suspension of hostilities. 

From the period at which your instructions 
must have been issued, it is obvious that this over- 
ture was determined upon by the Government of 
the United States, in ignorance of the Order in 
Council of the 23d of June last; and, as you in- 
form me that you are not at liberty to depart from 
the conditions set forth in your letter, it only re- 
mains for me to acquaint you that the Prince Re- 
gent feels himself under the necessity of declin- 
ing to accede to the proposition therein contained, 
as being, on various grounds, absolutely inadmis- 
sible. 

As soon as there was reason to apprehend that 
Mr. Foster’s functions might have ceased in A mer- 
ica, and that he might have been obliged to with- 
draw himself, in consequence of war having been 
declared, from the United States, before the above- 
mentioned order of the 23d of June and the in- 
structions consequent thereupon could have reach- 
ed him, measures were taken for authorizing the 
British Admiral on the American station to pro- 
pose to the Government of the United States an 
immediate and reciprocal revocation of all hostile 
orders, with the tender of giving full effect, in the 
event of hostilities being discontinued, to the pro- 
visions of the said order, upon the conditions 
therein specified. 

From this statement you will perceive that the 
view you have taken of this part of the subject 
is incorrect; and that, in the present state of the 
relations between the two countries, the operation 
of the order of the 23d June can only be defeated 
by a refusal on the part of your Government to 
desist from hostilities, or to comply with the con- 
ditions expressed in the said order. "E 

Under the circumstances of your having no 
powers to negotiate, I must decline entering into 
a detailed diseussion of the propositions which 
you have been directed to bring forward. 

I cannot, however, refrain on one single point 
from expressing my surprise, namely. that as a 
condition preliminary even toa suspension of hos- 
tilities, the Government of the United States 
should have thought fit to demand that the Brit- 
ish Government should desist from an ancient 
and accustomed practice of impressing British 
seamen from the merchant ships of a foreign State, 
simply on the assurance that a law shall hereaf- 
ter be passed to prohibit the employ ment of Brit- 
ish seamen in the publie or commercial service 
of that State. 

The British Government now, as heretofore, 
is ready to receive from the Government of the 
United States, and amicably to discuss, any prop- 
osition which professes to have in view either to 
check ahuse in the exereise of the practice of im- 
pressment, or to aecomplish, by means less liable 
to vexation, the object for which impressment 
has hitherto been found necessary ; but they can- 
not consent to suspend the exercise of a right 
upon which the naval strength of the Empire 
mainly depends, until they are fully convineed 
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that: means can be devised; and will be adopted, 
by which the object to be obtained by the exer- 
eise of that right can be effectually secured. _ 
I bave the honor to be, &c. .  ; 
CASTLEREAGH. 


JonatHan RUssELL, Esq, &c. 


“Mr. Russell to Lord Castlereagh. 


18, BENTINCK STREET, Sept. 1, 1812. 

My Lon»: I have learned with much regret by 
your Lordship’s note dated the 29th ultimo, which 
I did not receive until this morning, that the 
Prince Regent has thought proper to decline to 
accede to the proposition for a suspension of hos- 
tilities, contained in my note of the 24th August. 

It has been matter of surprise. to me that my 
view with regard to the revocation of the Orders 
in Council, on the 23d of June last, should have 
been considered to have been incorrect, when it 
appears by your Lordship’s note that the British 
Government itself has deemed it necessary to 
give powers to the British Admiral to stipulate 
for its full effect, and thereby admitted that a new 
act was required for that purpose. 

It now only remains for me to announce to your 
Lordship, that it is'my intention to embark im- 
mediately at Plymouth, on board the ship Lark, 
for the United States;and to request that permis- 
sion may be granted, as soon as may be, for the 
embarcation of my servants’ baggage, and the 
effects of this Legation, and that the necessary 
passports may be furnished for my own and their 
safe conduct to that destination. 

Į avail myself of this occasion to apprize your 
Lordship, that I am authorized by the Govern- 
ment of the United States to leave Reuben Guant 
Beasley, Esq., as its agent for prisoners of war in 
this country, and to desire that every necessary 
facility may be afforded him in the exercise of 
that trust by the British Government. 

I have the honor to be, &c. 

JONATHAN RUSSELL. 

Rt. Hon. Lorp CASTLEREAGH, &c. 


Mr. Russell to Mr. Monroe. : 
Lonpon, September 3, 1812. 


Sin: Lenelose herein a copy of a note received 
yesterday from Lord Castlereagh, which will ac- 
quaint you that [ have obtained my passports to 
return to the United States, and that Mr. Beas- 
ley is permitted to remain here as agent for pris- 
oners of war. 

Immediately on demanding my passports, I ad- 
dressed to the Consuls a circular, of which you 
will also find a copy enclosed. 

The Swiftsure packet sailed on the 31st of last 
month from Falmouth for America, and it is very 
probable that she takes out instruetrons suggested 
by the overture made here, but there is no reason 
to believe that they can be of a nature to satisfy 
the United States. 

I have the honor to be, &c. 

JONATHAN RUSSELL. 


12th Con. 2d Szss.—38 


“Lord Castlereagh to Mr. Russell. 


s Foreien Orricz, Sept. 2, 1812. 
Sır: I have laid before His Royal Highness 
the Prince Regent your letter of the 1st instant, 
in which you announce your intention to embark 
immediately at Plymouth, on board the ship Lark, 
for the United States. i 

I have already had the honor of forwarding to 
you an Admiralty order for the protection of that 
ship as a cartel, on her voyage to America; and 
I herewith enelose to vou a passport for the free 
embarcation of yourself and family, in conform- 
iw to your request. The Lords Commissioners 
of His Majesty's Treasury will issue directions to 
the commissioners of the customs to give every 
facility to the embarcation of your effects. 

If previous to your departure from England 
you can point out to me any particular manner 
in which I can facilitate your arrangements, I beg 
that you will command my services. 

His Royal Highness has commanded me to 
signify to you, for the information of your Gov- 
ernment, that there will be no difficulty in allow- 
ing Mr. R. G. Beasley, as stated in your letter, to 
reside in this country as the United States’ agent 
for prisoners of war. 

I have the honor, to be, &c. 

CASTLEREAGH. 


— 


Mr. Russell to Mr. Monroe. 
Lonpon, September 19, 1812. 

Sin: On the 12th I received your letter of the 
27th of July last; and the copies of my note to 
Lord Castlereagh, and of his Lordship's reply 
enclosed herein, will inform you that the propo- 
sitions made in consequence of it have been re- 
jected. 

As I have but this moment heard of the imme- 
diate departure of the Friends, I have time only 
to add, that I have received the communications 
of Mr. Graham, of the 9th and 10th of August, 
by the Gleaner, and that I leave London this 
evening to embark on board the. Lark, at Ply- 
mouth, for New York. 

I am, with great respect, &c. 

JONATHAN RUSSELL. 

P. S. An interesting interview took place be- 
tween Lord Castlereagh and myself on the 16th 
instant, the account of which I must, for want of 
time, reserve until I have the honor to see you. 

Hon. James MONROE, &c. 


— 


[Enclosed in Mr. Russell’s despatch of Sept. 19.] 
Mr, Russell to Lord Castlereagh. 


18, Bentinck STREET, 
September 12, 1812. 

My Lorn: In consequence of additional in- 
structions which I received from my Govern- 
ment this morning, I called about noon at the 
Foreign Office, and found with regret that your 
Lordship was out of town. My object was to 
communicate to your Lordship the powers under 
which I act, that you might perceive their valid- 
ity and extent. I have, however, sought to state 
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them substantially in the official letter which I 
have herewith the honor to-transmit to your Lord- 
ship; but, should you find anything that stands 
in need of explanation previous to being submit- 
ted to His Royal Highness, I shall remain at 18, 
Bentinck street, to receive the commands of your 
‘Lordship. If your Lordship could, in courtesy, 
find any motive in my personal convenience to has- 
ten a decision upon the pee whieh I have 
submitted, the season of the year, my anxiety to 
‘depart, (all my arrangements being made, all my 
luggage having left town,) and the detention of 
the Lark at much expetse, will plead powerfully 
‘in my favor. I have the honor to be, &c. 
JONATHAN RUSSELL. 


Mr. Russell to Lord Castlereagh. 


18, BENTINCK STREET, 
September 12, 1812. 

My Lorp: I hasten, authorized by instructions 
recently received from the Government of the 
United States, and urged by an unfeigned anx- 
iety to arrest the calamities of war, to propose to 
your Lordship a convention for the suspension of 
hostilities, to take effect at such time as may be 
mutually agreed upon, and stipulating that each 

arty shall forthwith appoint Commissioners with 
ull power to form a treaty, which shall provide 
by reciprocal arrangements for the security of 
their seamen from being taken or employed in 
the service of the other Power, for the regulation 
of their commerce, and all other interesting ques- 
tions now depending between them; and that 
the armistice shall not cease without such pre- 
vious notice by one to the other party as may be 
agreed upon, and shall not be understood as hav- 
ing any other effect than merely to suspend mili- 
tary operations by land and by sea. 

In proposing to your Lordship these terms for 
a suspension of hostilities, I am instructed to come 
toa clear and distinct understanding with His 
Britannic Majesty's Government, without requir- 
ing it to be formal, concerning impressments, com- 
prising in it the discharge of the citizens of the 
United States already impressed, and concerning 
future blockades; the revocation of the Orders 
in Council being confirmed. 

Your Lordship is aware that the power of the 
Government of the United States to prohibit the 
employment of British seamen must be exercised 
in the sense and spirit of the Constitution, but 
there is no reason to doubt but that it will be so 
exercised effectually, and with good faith. 

Such a measure, as it might, by suitable regu- 
lations and penalties, be made completely effect- 
ual and satisfactory, would operate almost exclu- 
sively in favor of Great Britain; for, as few Ame- 
rican seamen ever enter voluntarily into the 
British service, the reciprocity would be nominal. 
and it is sincerely believed that it would be more 
than an equivalent for any advantage she may 
derive from impressment. 

By the proposition which I have now the honor 
to make in behalf of my Government, your Lord- 
ship will perceive the earnest desire of the Presi- 


dent to remove every obstaele to an accommoda- 
tion, which consists merely of form, and to secure 
the rights and interests of the United States in 
a manner the most satisfactory and honorable to 
Great Britain as well as to America. 

The importance of the overture now made will, 
I trust, obtain for it the early consideration of 
His Royal Highness, the Prince Regent; and I 
shall detain the vessel in which I have taken my 
passage to the United States until I have the 
honor to learn his decision. 

I have the honor to be, &c. 

JONATHAN RUSSELL. 


Lord Castlereagh to Mr. Russell. 
Foreien Orricg, Sept. 16, 1812. 
Lord Castlereagh presents his compliments to 
Mr. Russell, and requests to have the honor of 
seeing him at his house in St. James’s square, at 
nine o’clock this evening. 


N. B. Received a little before five o'clock. 


Mr. Hamilton to Mr. Russell. 
Foreren Orrics, Sept. 16, 1812. 

Dear Str: I have not seen Lord Castlereagh 
‘since his receipt of your two last letters of ——, 
| but have received his directions to say to you that 
| he cannot have it in his power to reply to them 
for a few days, or would have had much pleasure 
in attending immediately to your request in that 
respect. You may be assured that no delay will 
| take place which can be avoided. 
| Lam, dear sir, faithfully yours, 
| WILLIAM HAMILTON. 
| JowaATHAN RussELL, Esq., &c. 
| 
| 


Mr. Russell to Mr. Hamilton. 


18, BENTINCK STREET, 
September 16, 1816. 
Dear Sir: I have learned, with much regret 
and disappointment, that Lord Castlereagh has 
directed you to inform me that it is not in his 
power to give an immediate answer to the last 
letters which I have had the honor to address to 
him. The object of those letters was of a nature 
| to require an early decision ; reluctant, however, 
by any precipitaney on my part to protract the 
present unhappy relations between the two coun- 
tries, I beg you to acquaint his Lordship that I 
| shall remain in town until Sunday, the 20th in- 
f stant, when, unless some special and satisfactory 
| reason be assigned fora longer delay. I shall con~ 
sider it to be my duty to proceed to Plymouth to 
embark for the United States. 
| lam, dear sir, with great truth, &c. 
JONATHAN RUSSELL. 
N. B. Sent at three o'elock. 


Lord Castlereagh to Mr. Russell. 
Fonziox Orrice, Sept. 18, 1812. 


Sin: Under the explanations you have afforded 
me of the nature of the instructions which you 
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have received from your Government, I have, as ment, that His. Royal Highness, the Prince Re- - 


on the preceding occasion, been induced to lay 
your letter of the 12th instaut before His Royal 
Highness, the Prince Regent. 

His Royal Highness commands me to express 
to you his regret that he cannot perceive any sub- 
stantial difference between the proposition fora 
suspension of hostilities, which you are now di- 
rected to make, and that which was contained 
in your letter of the 24th of August last. 'The 
form of the proposed arrangement, it is true, is 
different; but it only appears to aim at executing 
the same purpose in a more covert, and therefore 
in a more objectionable manner. 

You are now directed to require, as prelimi- 
nary to a suspension of hostilities, a clear and 
distinet understanding, without, however, requir- 
ing it to be formed, on all the points referred to 
in your former proposition. It is obvious that, 
were this proposal acceded to, the discussion on 
the several points must substantially precede the 
understanding required. E 

This course of proceeding, as bearing on the 
face of it a character of disguise, is not only felt 
to be in principle inadmissible, but as unlikely to 
lead in practice to any advantageous result. As 
it-does not appear, on the important subject of 
impressment, that you are either authorized to 
propose any specific plan, with reference to which 
the suspension of that practice could be made a 
subjeet of deliberation, or that you have received 
any instructions for the guidance of your conduct 
on some of the leading principles which such a 
discussion must, in the first instance, involve. 

Under these circumstances, the Prince Regent 
sincerely laments that he does not feel himself 
enabled to depart from the decision whieh I was 
directed to convey to you in my letter of the 2d 
instant. I have the honor, &c. 

CASTLEREAGH. 

JonaTHan RussELL, Esq. 


Mr. Russell to Mr. Monroe. , 


Lonpon, September 19, 1812. 

Sır: Since writing you this morning, fearing 
that this Government should infer from my si- 
lence an acquiescence in the strange.and unwar- 
rantable view which Lord Castlereagh has in his 
last note, thought fit to take of the overtures 
which I have submitted, and of the powers under 
which I acted, I have considered it my duty to 
return an answer, of which the enclosed is a 
copy. With great consideration and respect, I 


am, sir, &c. 
JONATHAN RUSSELL. 
Hon. James Monroe. 


[Enclosed in Mr. Russell’s despatch of Sept. 19.] 
Mr. Russell to Lord Castlereagh. 
Lonpon, September 19, 1812. 


My Lorn: I had the honor to receive last 
evening your Lordship’s note of yesterday, and 
have learned, with great regret and disappoint- 


gent, has again rejected the’ just and moderate | 
propositions for a suspension of hostilities which 
I have been instructed to present on the part of 
my Government. : 

After the verbal explanations which I had the 
honor to afford your Lordship on the 16th instant, 
both as to the object and sufficiency of my in- 


„structions, I did not expect to hear repeated any 


objections on these points. For itself, the Ame- 
rican Government has nothing to disguise ; and, 
by varying the proposition as to the manner of © 
coming toa preliminary understanding, it merely 
intended to leave to the British Government that 
which might be most congenial to its feelings. 
The propositions presented by me, however, on 
the 24th of August and 12th instant, are distin- 
guishable by a diversity in the substance, as well 
as in the mode of the object which they embraced; 
as, by the former, the discontinuance of the prac- 
tice of impressment was to be immediate, and to 
precede the prohibitory law of the United States 
relative to the employment of British seamen, 
when, by the latter, both these measures are de- 
ferred to take effect simultaneously hereafter. 
Having made a precise tender of such law, and 
exhibited the instructions which warranted it to 
our Lordship, I have learned, with surprise, that 


| 1t does not appear to your Lordship that I am au- 


thorized to propose any specific plan on the sub- 
ject of impressment. I still hope that the over- 
tures made by me may again be taken into con- 
sideration by His Majesty’s Government; and, 
as I leave town this afternoon for the United 
States, that it will authorize some agent to pro- 
ceed thither and adopt them as a basis for recon- 
ciliation between the two countries, an event so 
devoutly to be wished. 
I have the honor to be, &c. 
JONATHAN RUSSELL. 


Mr. Russell to Mr. Monroe. 
On poanp THE Lark, Nov. 7, 1812. 
Sin: I have the honor to inform you that I am 
now passing the Narrows, and expect to land at 
New York this day. I conceive it to be my duty 
to repair to the seat of Government, and shall set 
off as soon as I can obtain my baggage. In the 
mean time I am sorry to inform you that the sec- 
ond proposition for an armistice was rejected like 
the first, and a vigorous prosecution of the war 
appears to be the only honorable alternative left 
to us, I have the honor to be, &c. 
JONATHAN RUSSELL. 
Hon. James Monroe, &e. 


Mr. Russell to Mr. Monroe. 


WasuiNGTON, Nov. 16, 1812, 
Sır: I have the honor to hand you herewith 
an account of the conversation alluded to in a 
postscript to my letter of the 19th September, and 
which 1 had not then sufficient time to copy. 
] have the honor to be, &c. 
JONATHAN RUSSELL. 
Hon. James Monroe, &c. 
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[Enclosed in Mr. Russell’s letter of November 16.] : 


Mr. Russell to the Secretary of State. 
Lonpon, September 17, 1812. 


Sin: On the 12th instant I had the honor to 
receive your letter of the 27th of July last. I 
called immediately at the Foreign Office to pre- 
pare Lord Castlereagh, by imparting to him the 
nature and extent of my instructions, for the com- 
munication which it became me to make to him. 
His Lordship was in the country, and I was 
obliged to write to him without previously seeing 
him. I, however, accompanied my official note 
with a private letter, offering explanation, if re- 
quired, and soliciting despatch. 

I waited until two o'clock, the 16th instant, 
without hearing from his Lordship, when I was 
much surprised at receiving a note from Mr. 
Hamilton, the Under Secretary, indefinitely post- 
poning an official reply. To give more precision 
to the transaction, I instantly addressed to him 
an answer, and a little before five o'clock, on the 
same day, I received an invitation from Lord 
Castlereagh to meet him at his house that even- 
ing at nine o'elock. 

I waited on his Lordship at the time appointed, 
and found him, in company with Mr. Hamilton, 
at a table loaded with the records of American 
correspondence, which they appeared to have 
been examining. 

I was courteously received, and, after a con- 
versation of a few minutes, on indifferent sub- 
jects, I led the way to the business on which I 
came, by observing that I had once more been 
authorized to present the olive branch, and hoped 
it would not be again rejected. 

His Lordship observed, that he had desired the 
interview to ascertain, before he submitted my 
communication of the 16th instant to the Prince 
Regent, the form and nature of the powers under 
which I acted. To satisfy him at once on both 
these points, I put into his hands your letter of 
the 27th July. I the more willingly adopted this 
mode of procedure, as, besides the confidence 
which its frankness was calculated to produce, 
the letter itself would best define my authority 
and prove the moderation and conciliatory tem- 
per of my Government. 

His Lordship read it attentively. He then 
commented at some length both on the shape and 
substance of my powers. With regard to the 
former he observed, that all my authority was 
contained in a letter from the Secretary of State, 
which, as my diplomatic functions had ceased, 
appeared but a scanty foundation on which to 
place the important arrangement I had been in- 
structed to propose. With regard to the extent 
of my powers, he could not perceive that they 
essentially: differed from those under which I 
bad brought forward the propositions contained 
in my note of the 24th of August. He consider- 
ed that to enter with me into the understanding, 
required as a preliminary to a convention for an 
armistice, he would becompelled to act on unequal 
ground, as, from his situation, he must necessarily 
pledge his Government, when, from the natureof 


| my authority, I could give no similar pledge for 


mine. He could not, therefore, think of commit- 
ting the British faith and leaving the American 
Government free to disregard its engagements. 
Besides, it did not appear to him that, at the date 
of my last instructions, the revocation of the Or- 
ders in Council on the 23d of June had been re- 
ceived at Washington, and that great hopes were 
entertained of the favorable effects such intelli- 
gence would produce there. The question of 
impressment, he went on to observe, was attended 
with difficulties of which neither I nor my Gov- 
ernment appeared to be aware. “Indeed,” he 
continued, *there bas evidently been much mis- 
apprehension on this subject,and an erroneous 
belief entertained that an arrangement, in regard 
to it, has been nearer an accomplishment than the 
facts will warrant. Even our friends in Congress, 
I mean (observing, perhaps, some alteration in 
my countenanee,) those who were opposed to 
going to war with us, have been so confident in 
this mistake, that they have asoribed the failure 
of such an arrangement solely to the misconduct 
of the American Government. This error prob- 
ably originated with Mr. King, for being much 
esteemed here, and always well received by the 
persons then in power, he seems to have miscon- 
strued their readiness to listen to his representa- 
tions and their warm professions of a disposition 
to remove the complaints of America, in relation 
to impressment, into a supposed conviction, on 
their part, of the propriety of adopting the plan 
which he had proposed. But Lord St. Vincent, 
whom he might have thought he had brought 
over to his opinions, appears never for a moment 
to have ceased to regard all arrangement on the 
subject to be attended with formidable, if not in- 
surmountable, obstacles. This is obvious from a 


letter which his Lordship addressed to Sir Wil- 


liam Scott at the time.” Here Lord Castlereagh 
read a letter, contained in the records before him, 
in which Lord St. Vincent states to Sir William 
Scott the zeal with which Mr. King had assailed 
him on the subject of impressment, confesses his 
own perplexity and total incompetency to disco- 
ver any practical project for the safe discontinu- 
ance of that practice, and asks for counsel and 
advice. “Thus you see,” proceeded Lord Castle- 
reagh, “that the confidence of Mr. King on this. 
point was entirely unfounded. 

“The extreme difficulty, if not total impracti- 
cability, of any satisfactory arrangement for the 
discontinuance of impressment, is most clearly 
manifested by the result of the negotiation carried 
on between Messrs. Monroe and Pinkney and 
Lords Auckland and Holland. The doctrines of 
which these noblemen had been the advocates, 
when in opposition, bound them by all the force 
of consisteney to do everything under their com- 
mission for the satisfaction of America, relative 
to impressment, which the nature of the subject 
would possibly admit. There were many circum- 
stances on that occasion peculiarly propitious to 
an amicable arrangement on this point, had such 
an arrangement been at all attainable. Both par- 
ties accordingly appear to have exhausted their 
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ingenuity in attempting to devise expedients sat- 
isfactorily to perform the office of impressment ; 
and nothing can more eonclusively demonstrate 
the inherent. difficulty of the matter, and the utter 
impossibility of finding the expedient which they 
sought, than that all their labors, pursued on that 
occasion with unexampled diligence, cordiality, 
and good faith, should have been in vain.” 

His Lordship now turned to a letter in a vol- 
ume before him, addressed at the close of the ne- 
gotiation by these Commissioners to the Ameri- 
can Ministers, conceived in the kindést spirit of 
conciliation, in which they profess the most earn- 
est desire to remove all cause of complaint on the 
part of America concerning impressment, regret 
that their endeavors had hitherto been ineffectual, 
lament the necessity of continuing the practice, 
and promise to provide as far as possible against 
the abuse.of it. . : 

^ If? resumed his Lordship, “such was the re- 
sult of a negotiation entertained under circum- 
stances so highly favorable, where the powers and 
the disposition of the parties were limited only 
by the difficulties of the subject, what reasonable 
expectation can be encouraged that, in the actual 
state of things, with your circumscribed and im- 
perfect authority, we can come toa more success- 
ful issue? I shall have to proceed in so weighty 
a concern with the utmost deliberation and cir- 
cumspection; and it will be necéssary for me to 
consult the great law officers of the Crown. You 
are not aware of the great sensibility and jealousy 
of the people of England on this subject; and no 
Administration could expect to remain in power 
that should consent to renounce the right of im- 
pressient, or to suspend the practice, without the 
certainty of an arrangement which should obvi- 
ously be calculated most unequivocally to secure 
its object. Whether such an arrangement can 
be devised is extremely doubtful, but it is very 
certain that you have no sufficient powers for its 
accomplishment.” 

Such was the substance, and, in many parts, 
the language of his Lordship’s discourse. To 
which I replied, that the main object of my pow- 
ers being to effect a suspension of hostilities, their 
form could not be material—it was sufficient that 
they emanated from competent authority, and 
were distinctly and clearly conferred ; that in re- 
-quiring as a condition to an armistice a clear un- 
derstanding relative to impressment and other 
points of controversy between the two countries, 
it was intended merely to lay the basis of an ami- 
«able adjustment, and thereby to diminish the 
probability of a renewal of hostilities. 'To come 
to such an understanding, to be in itself informal, 
and which expressly left the details of. the points 
which it embraced to be discussed and adjusted 
by commissioners to be hereafter appointed, was 
certainly within the instructions which I had re- 
ceived, and I could, of course, thus far pledge my 
‘Government for its observance. I did not ac- 
knowledge the force of his objection, predicated 
on ihe inequality of our respective powers, nor 
perceive how the British faith would be particu- 
larly committed. The faith of both Governments 


Great Britain. 


‘would be equally committed for whatever was 


done under their respective authority ; and al- 
though his Lordship might have power to go be- 
yond the armistice and understanding for which 
I was instructed, yet there was no necessity for 
doing so; and while we acted within those limits, 
we stood on equal ground. And were it other- 
wise, yet, as the promise of the one party would 
be the sole:consideration for the promise of the 
other, should either fail in the performance of its 
engagements, the other would necessarily be dis- 
charged, and the imputation of bad faith could 
alone attach to the first delinquent. Nor was I 
dismayed at the very formidable difficulties with 
which he had thought proper to array the subjeet 
of impressment; and,although willing to acknowl- 
edge my inferiority to the American negotiators 
who had preceded me in the matter, yet I was 
not disposed, on account of their failure, to shrink 


from the discharge of a duty imposed on me by 


my Government. To me, indeed, the whole ques- 
tion appeared much less alarming than his Lord- 


ship had described it to be; and that if Mr. King 


had really been mistaken with regard to the near 
completion of an adjustment, his Lordship must, 


on an attention to the whole correspondence at the 
time, acquit him from the imputation of any ex- 
cessive want of penetration. 


As to the supposed ignorance in America of 


the revocation of the Orders in Council at the 
time my instructions were dated, I observed, that 
if this ignorance did in fact exist, yet, from cer- 
tain expressions in those instructions, an expecta- 


tion of such a measure seems to have been confi- 


dently entertained, and the Orders in Council 
appeared no longer to form an obstacle to a re- 
conciliation. However this might be, it ought 


not to be supposed that the American Govern- 


ment would be ready to abandon one main point 
for which it contended, merely because it had ob- 


tained another, which was generally.considered to 
be of minor importance, and to submit to the con- 
tinuance of impressment on account of the dis- 
continuance of the Orders in Council. At any 
rate, having authorized me to propose terms of 
accommodation here, it would probably wait for 
information concerning the manner in which 
they had been received, before it would consent 
to more unfavorable conditions. In the mean 
time, the war would be prosecuted, and might 
produce new obstacles to a pacific arrangement. 
1 was happy to learn that the failure of a former 
negotiation eoncerning impressment could not 
be ascribed to a want of sincerity and modera- 
tion in the American Government, and 1], hoped 
the mode now suggested for securing to Great 
Britain her own seamen might remove the dif- 
culties which had hitherto embarrassed this ques- 
tion. If the people of England were so jealous 
and sensitive with regard to the exercise of this 
harsh practice, what ought to be the feelings of 
the people of America, who were the victims of 
it? In the United States this practice of im- 
pressment was considered as bearing a strong re- 
semblance to the slave trade; aggravated, indeed, 
in some of its features, as the negro was pur- 
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chased, already bereft of his liberty. and his sla- 
very and exile were at least mitigated by his ex- 
emption from danger, by theinterested forbearance 
of. his task-master, and the consciousness that, if 
he could no longer associate with those who were 
dear to him, he was not compelled to.do them 
injury ; while the American citizen is torn, with- 
out price, at once, from all the blessings of free- 
dom, and all the charities of social life, subjected 
to military law, exposed to incessant perils, and 
forced at times to hazard his life in despoiling 
or destroying his kindred and countrymen. It 
was matter of astonishment that, while Great 
Britain discovered such zeal for the abolition of 
the traffic in the barbarous and unbelieving na- 
tives of Africa, as to endeavor to force it on her 
reluctant allies, she could so obstinately adhere 
to the practice of impressing American citizens, 
whose civilization, religion, and blood, so obvi- 
ously demanded a more favorable distinction. 

I next pointed out to his Lordship the difference 
between the propositions which I now submitted 
and those contained in my note of the 24th of 
August. That although the object of both was 
essentially the same, there was great diversity in 
the manner of obtaining it. The discontinuance 
of the practice of impressment, which was before 
required to be immediate, and to constitute a for- 
mal preliminary to an armistice, was now deferred, 
10 commence contemporaneously with the opera- 
tion of the law of the United States prohibiting 
the employment of British seamen, and was con- 
signed, with the other conditions, to a separate 
and informal arrangement. In this way it was, 
no doubt, intended, by respecting the feelings of 
the British Government, to obviate any objection 
which might have been the mere suggestions of 
its pride. 

I finally offered, in order to auswer at once all 
the observations and inquiries of Lord Castle- 
reagh, that the proposed understanding should be 
expressed in the most general terms; that the 
laws, to take effect on the discontinuance of the 
practice of impressment, should prohibit the em- 
ployment of the native subjects or citizens of the 
one State, excepting such only as had already 
been naturalized, on board the private or public 
ships of the other; thus removing any objection 
that might have been raised with regard to the 
future effect of naturalization, or the formal re- 
nunciation of any pretended right. With regard 
to blockades I proposed to follow the same course, 
and only to agree that none should be instituted 
by either party which were not conformable to 
the acknowledged laws of nations, leaving the 
definitton of such blockade, and all other details, 
to be settled by the commissioners in the detini- 
tive treaty. 

I was disappointed and grieved to find that these 
propositions, moderate and liberal as they were, 
should be treated in a manner which forbids me 
to expect their acceptance. I was even asked by 
Mr. Hamilton, if the United States would deliver 
up the native British seamen who might be nat- 
uralized in America. Although shocked at this de- 
mand, Imildly replied that such a procedure would 


be disgraceful to America, without being useful to 
Great Britain ; that the habits of seamen were so 
peculiarly unaccommodating, that no one would 
patiently go through the long probation required 
by law, to become a citizen of a country where 
he could not pursue his professional occupations ; 
and that not to employ him in this way would be 
virtually to surrender him to Great Britain. 

I was disposed to believe, however, that a re- 
ciprocal arrangement might be made for giving 
up deserters from public vessels. 

Here, perhaps, I owe an apology to my Gov- 
ernment for having, without its precise commands, 
hazarded the overture abovementioned, relative 
to British subjects who may hereafter become 
citizens of the United States. In taking this step,. 
however, I persuaded myself that I did not tres- 
pass against the spirit of the instructions which 
I had received ; and, had the proposition been ac- 
cepted, I should not have been without all hope 
that it would have been approved by the Pres- 
ident, as its prospective operation would have 
prevented injustice, and its reciprocity disgrace. 
Should I, however, urged by too great a zeal to 
produce an accommodation, have mistaken here- 
in the intentions of the President, I still should 
have derived some consolation from reflecting that 
this proposition, thus frankly and explicitly made, 
afforded an opportunity of satisfactorily testing 
the disposition of this Government, and might be 
useful in removing much misconception and error. 
The refusal, indeed, of this proposition sufficient 
explains the view with which I was assailed wit 
the ostenatious parade of the abortive negotiations 
relative to impressment; the exaggeration of its 
pretended difficulties; the artificial solemnity 
given to its character ; the affected sensibility to 
the popular sentiment concerning it; and the fas- 
tidious exceptions taken to my powers; and proves 
most unequivocally the predetermination of the 
British Government to reject, at this time, every 
overture for the discontinuance of this degrading 
practice. 

Most unfeignedly desiring to suspend the ex- 
isting hostilities between the two States, with a 
reasonable prospect of finally terminating them 
in a manner honorable to both, I perhaps pressed 
with tou much earnestness the adoption of the 
arrangement which I was instructed to propose ; 
for Lord Castlereagh once observed, somewhat 
loftily, that if the American Government was so 
anxious to get rid of the war, it would have an 
opportunity of doing so on learning the revoca- 
tion of the Orders in Council. I felt constrained 
on this occasion to assure His Lordship, that the 
anxiety of the American Government to get rid 
of the war was only a proof of the sincerity with 
which it had constantly sought to avoid it; but 
that no event had oceurred, or was apprehended, 
to increase this anxiety. His Lordship, correct- 
ing his manner, rejoined, that it was not his in- 
tention to say anything offensive, but merely to. 
suggest, that if the American Government sin- 
cerely wished for a restoration of the friendly re- 
lations between the two countries, it would con- 
sider the revocation of the Orders in Council as. 
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affording a fair occasion. for the attainment of 
that object., After à pause of a few minntes, he 
added, that if the. United States did- not avail 
themselves of this occasion, not only to- put. an 
end.to the war which they had declared, but to 
perform the conditions on which those orders 
were revoked, the orders would, of course, revive. 
T could not forbear to remind his Lordship, that 
when I took this view of the subject, in my note 
of the 24th of August, he found it to be incorrect ; 
but I hoped that now I was so fortunate as to 
agree with him on this point, some provision 
would be-made, in case the terms proposed for an 
armistice should be accepted, to prevent the re- 
vival of those edicts. His Lordship attempted 
to explain, but I could not distinetly seize his 
meaning. d à 

- The conversation ended with an assurance on 
the part of his Lordship that he would, with as 
little delay as possible, communicate officially to 
mé the decision of the Prince Regent; and I took 
my leave, forbidden to hope that, while the pres- 
ent councils and the present opinion of the Ameri- 
can people prevailed here, this decision will be 
favorable. ' 

I have the honor to be, &c. 
JONA. RUSSELL. 
His Excellency James Monnos, &c. 


Admiral Warren to the Secretary of State. 


Hauirax, N. S., Sept. 30, 1812. 

. . Sir: The departure of Mr. Foster from Amer- 
ica has devolved upon me the charge of making 
known to you, for the information of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, the sentiments enter- 
tained by His Royal Highness the Prince Re- 
gent upon the existing relations of the two coun- 
tries. 

You will observe, from the enclosed copy of an 
Order in Council, bearing date the 23d of June, 
1812, that the Orders in Council of the 7th of Janu- 
ary, 1807, and the 26th of April, 1809, ceased to 
exist. nearly at the same time that the Govern- 

ment of the United States declared war against 
His Majesty. y 
. Immediately on the receipt of this declaration 
_in London, the Order in Council, of which a 
copy is herewith enclosed to you, was issued, on 
the 31st day of July, for the embargo and deten- 
tion of all American ships. 

Under these circumstances, Iam commanded to 
propose to your Government the immediate ces- 
sation of hostilities between the two countries, and 
I shall be most happy to be the instrument of bring- 
ing abouta reconciliation so interesting and bene- 
ficial to .America and Great Britain. 

I, therefore, propose to you that the Govern- 
ment of the United States of America shall in- 
stantly recall their letters of marque and reprisal 
against British ships, together with all orders and 
instructions for any acts of hostility whatever 
against the territories of His Majesty or the per- 
sous or property of his subjects; with the under- 
standing that, immediately on my receiving from 
you an official assurance to that effect, I shall in- 


struct all the officers under my command, to de- 
sist from corresponding measures of war against 
the ships and property of the United States, and 
that Ishall transmit, without delay, correspond- 
ing intelligence to the several parts of the world, 
where hostilities may have commenced, the Brit- 
ish commanders in which will be required to 
discontinue hostilities from the receipt of such 
notice. . 

. Should the American Government accede to 
the above proposal for terminating hostilities, I 
am authorized to arrange with you as to the revo- 
cation of the laws which interdict the commerce 
and ships of war of Great Britain from .the 
harbors and waters of the United States; in de- 
fault of which revocation, within such reasonable 
periods as may be agreed upon, you will observe, 
by the order of the 23d of June, the Orders in 
Council of January, 1807, and April 1809, are to 
be revived. ; 

The officer who conveys this letter to the Ameri- 
can coast has received my orders to put to sea im- 
mediately upon the delivery of this despatch to the 
competent authority ; and I earnestly recommend 
that no time may be lost in communicating to 
me the decision of your Government, persuaded, 
as I feel, that it cannot but be of a nature to lead 
to a speedy termination of the present differences. 

The flag of truce, which you may charge with 

our reply, will find one of my cruisers at Sandy 
Hook ten days after the landing of this despatch, 
which I have directed to call there with a flag of 
truce for that purpose. 

I have the honor to be, &c. 

JOHN BORLASE WARREN, 
Admiral of the Blue, $c. 


The Secretary of State to Admiral Warren. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Oct. 27, 1812. 

Sin: I have had the honor to receive your let- 
ter of the 30th ultimo, and to submit it to the con- 
sideration of the President. 

It appears that you are authorized to propose 
a cessation of hostilities between the United States 
and Great Britain, on the ground of the repeal of 
the Orders in Council, and in case the proposition 
is acceded to, to take measures, in concert with 
this Government, to carry it into complete effect 
on both sides. 

You state, also, that you have it in charge, in 
that event, to enter into an arrangement with the 
Government of the United States for the repeal 
of the laws which interdict the ships of war and 
the commerce of Great Britain from the harbors 
and waters of the United States; and you inti- 
mate that, if the proposition is not acceded to, 
the Orders in Council, repealed conditionally by 
that of the 23d June last, will be revived against 
the commerce of the United States. 

Iam instructed to inform you that it will be 
very satisfactory to the President to meet the 
British Government in such arrangements as may 
terminate, without delay, the hostilities which 
now exist between the United States and Great 
Britain, on conditions honorable to both nations 
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At the moment of the declaration of war the 
President gave a signal proof of the attachment 
of the United States to peace. Instructions were 
given, at that early period, to the late Chargé 
des Affaires of the United States at London to 
propose to the British Government an armistice, 
on conditions which, it was presumed, would have 
been satisfactory. It has been seen with regret 
that the proposition made by Mr. Russell, partic- 
ularly in regard to the important interest of im- 
pressment, was rejected, and that none was offered 
through that channel as a basis on which hostili- 
ties might cease. 

As your Government has authorized you to 
propose a cessation of hostilities, and is doubtless 
aware of the important and salutary effect which 
a satisfactory adjustment of this difference cannot 
fail to have on the future relations between the 
two countries, I indulge the hope that it has ere 
this given you full power for the purpose. Ex- 
perience has evinced that no peace can be durable 
unless this object is provided for. It is presumed, 
therefore, that itis equally the interest of both 
countries to adjust it at this time. 

Without further discussing questions of right, 
the President is desirous to provide a remedy for 
the evils complained of on both sides. The 
claim of the British Government is to take from 
the merchant vessels of other countries, British 
subjects. In the practice, the commanders of 
British ships of waroften take from the merchant 
vessels of the United States American citizens, 
If the United States prohibit the employment of 
British subjects in their service, and enforce the 
prohibition by suitable regulations and penalties, 
the motive for the practice is taken away. It is 
in this mode that the President is willing to ac- 
commodate this important controversy with the 
British Government, and it cannot be conceived 
on what ground the arrangement can be refused. 

A suspension of the practice of impressment, 
pending the armistice, seems to be a necessary 
consequence. lt cannot be presumed, while the 
parties are engaged in a negotiation to adjust ami- 
cably this important difference, that the United 
States would admit the right, or acquiesce in the 
practice of the opposite party, or that Great Brit- 
ain would be unwilling to restrain her cruisers 
from a practice which would have the strongest 
tendency to defeat the negotiation. It is presu- 
mable that both parties would enter into the ne- 
gotiation with a sincere desire to give it effect. 
For this purpose it is necessary that a clear and 
distinet understanding be first obtained between 
them, of the accommodation which each is pre- 
pared to make. If the British Government is 
willing to suspend the practice of impressment 
from American vessels, on consideration that the 
United States will exclude British seamen from 
their service, the regulations by which this com- 
promise should becarried into effect would be solely 
the object of negotiation. The armistice would 
be of a short duration: if the parties agreed, peace 
would be the result; if the negotiation failed, 
each would be restored to its former state and to 
all its pretensions by recurring to war. 


Lord Castlereagh, in his note to Mr. Russell, 
seems to have supposed that, had the British Gov- 
ernment accepted the proposition made to it, 
Great Britain would have suspended immediately 
the exercise of a right, on the mere assurance of 
this Government that a law would be afterwards 
passed to prohibit the employment of British sea- 
men in the service of the United States, and that 
Great Britain would have no agency in the regu- 
lations to give effect to that prohibition. Such 
an idea was not in the contemplation of this Gov- 
ernment, nor is it to be reasonably inferred from 
Mr. Beussell’s note. Lest, however, by possibility 
such an inference might be drawn from the in- 
structions to Mr. Russell, and anxious that there 
should be no misunderstanding in the case, subse- 
quent instructions were given to Mr. Russell, with 
a view to obviate every objection of the kind al- 
luded to. As they bear date on the 27th of July, 
and were forwarded by the British packet Althea, 
it is more than probable that they may have been 
received and acted on. 

I am happy to explain to you thus fully the 
view of my Government on this important sub- 
ject. The President desires that the war which 
exists between our countries should be terminated 
on such conditions-as may secure a solid and du- 
rable peace. To accomplish this great object it 
is necessary that the interest of impressment be 
satisfactorily arranged. He is willing that Great 
Britain should be secured against the evils of 
which she complains. He seeks, on the other 
hand, that the citizens of the United States should 
be protected against a practice, which, while it 
degrades the nation, deprives them of their rights 
as freemen, takes them by force from their fami- 
lies and their country into a foreign service, to 
fight the battles of a foreign Power, perhaps 
against their own kindred and country. : 

I abstain from entering, in this communication, 
into'other grounds of difference. The Orders in 
Council having been repealed, with a reservation 
not impairing a corresponding right on the part 
of the United States, and no illegal blockades re- 
vived or instituted in their stead, and an under- 
standing being obtained on the subject of impress- 
ment in the mode herein proposed, the President 
is willing to agree to acessation of hostilities, . 
with a view to arrange by treaty, in a more dis- 
tinct and ample manner, and to the satisfaction 
of both parties, every other subject of contro- 
versy. 

I will only add that, if there be no objection to 
an accommodation of the difference relating to 
impressment in the mode proposed, other than the 
suspension of the British claim to impressment 
during the armistice, there can-be none to pro- 
ceeding without the armistice to an immediate 
discussion and arrangement of an article on that 
subject, This great question being satisfactorily 
adjusted, the way will be open for an armistice, 
or any other course leading most conveniently 
and expeditiously to a general pacification. 

I have the honor to be, &c. 

JAMES MONROE. 

Sin J. B. WARREN. 
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Mr. Erving to the Secretary of State, enclosing 
a correspondence with the Danish Minister of 
Foreign Affairs. 


No. 16,—Mr. Erving to Mr. Monroe. 


. Copennacen, April 12, 1812. 

Sir: My last despatch upon general business 
was No. 12. J therein mentioned the case of the 
“Jane Maria,” which had been cut out of the 
port of Swinemunde by a French privateer. Sub- 
sequent to the date of that despatch the captain 
arrived, but in the intermediate time, a French- 
man had been put on board as a guard, and this 
became an obstacle to her departure. My cor- 
respondence with Mr. de Rosenkrantz on this 
affair is herewith submitted, viz: No. 1, Decem- 
ber 10; No. 2, January 11; No. 3, January 15; 
No. 4, January 15; No. 5, January 16, of the en- 
closures. I understand that one of the crew of 
the * Jane Maria” has appeared before a notary, 
and sworn that, whilst the vessel lay at Swine- 
munde she had communication with the English, 
and was to have gone under theirconvoy. Should 
this declaration. prove to be correct, yet I presume 
that she cannot therefore be condemned. The 
French Miaister does not, however, find himself 
authorized to release her, but he momentarily 
expects orders from his Government on the sub- 
ject. The papers of the vessel are in my pos- 
session. 

In my despatch.No. 10, I mentioned that of the 
cases which were pending on my arrival in Co- 
penhagen, the “Minerva Smith,” Mann, only 
remained to be adjudged, and that I had sought 
to delay it for the purpose of procuring, and in 
the hope of introducing before the tribunal some 
further evidence. A part of the evidence to which 
] referred was soon afterwards received from 
England, and laid before the Minister of State, 
in a note of December 13; a copy (No. 6) is en- 
closed,.as it serves to explain the peculiar dif- 
culties under which this, a property of very great 
value, was placed. No change having been pro- 
duced by this representation in the opinion of the 
High Court, I obtained that the case should be laid 
before the Danish Chancery; and the report of 
that body not being sufficiently full and satisfac- 
tory, the case was transferred to the Sleswie Hol- 
stein Chancery, (on the king's own suggestion,) as 
Kiel, where the vessel was taken, being within 
the jurisdiction of that Chancery, the affair was 
not properly cognizable by the Danish Chancery. 
These various operations consumed a great deal 
of time; but finally towards the latter end of 
February the Sleswic Holstein Chancery pro- 
duced a very laborious and voluminons report in 
favor of the case, pursuant to which His Majesty 
ordered the High Court to pass sentence of ac- 
quittal. 

With my aforementioned despatch, No. 10, 
was transmitted copy of a note to Mr. de Rosen- 
kantz, (of September 28) respecting the then 
pending cases generally. Still further to promote 
the object of it I again addressed him on Novem- 


——— 
ber 3,and in the progress of the business perceiv- 
ing that the High Court had lost nothing of its 
disposition to condemn, and had actually deter- 
mined to sacrifice one of the ciearest cases in the 
whole list, (the * Brutus") on the 13th Decem- 
ber, I thought it necessary to require that its pro- 
ceedings should be arrested, and its opinions sub- 
mitted to the King through his Chancery ; (those 
two notes are Nos. 7 and 8 of the enclosed ;) the 
necessary order was immediately given, and thus 
two or three cases were saved from condemna- 
tion. But though the report of the Chancery on 
the case of the * Brutus? was favorable, that ves- 
sel was finaly condemned; the particular cir- 
cumstances of her case will be seen in my note 
to Mr. de Rosenkrantz of April 10th, and the sen- 
tence of the tribunal (Nos..7 B and 8 B) of the 
enclosed papers. i 

At the date of said despateh No. 10, there were 
ten cases depending, exclusive of F'rench captures, 
and inclusive of the “ Hannah" and * Two Gen- 
erals,” double captures, as appears by the list 
which was therewith transmitted. In despatch 
No. 11, I mentioned the release of the “ Horace” 
and “Augustus,” two of the list, so that there 
were at that time only six cases of simple cap- 
tures depending. I have now the satisfaction of 
informing you that the whole of these have been 
acquitted, the “ Brutus” as above mentioned only 
excepted. The “ Hannah” and “Two Generals,” 
must, I fear, be determined in Paris. The French 
Government has proposed to the Danish, that 
without reference to these questions of jurisdic- 
tion, which have.always been found so difficult 
to arrange to the satisfaction of all parties, the 
simple rule shall be adopted of determining the 
question of prize in the tribunals of the country 
to which the captor may belong, in all cases 
where he may possess himself of the captured 
vessel’s papers. This proposition has not been, 
nor do I believe that it will be, acceded to by the 
Danish Government; yet, sir, you will readily 
perceive that if the French Government should 
persist, there can be very little expectation of our 
obtaining from this, the release of a vessel which 
may have been condemned by the Council of 
Prizes. There is even some reason to apprehend 
that it will so persist, since the French Consul 
has now received orders from the Minister of 
Marine to transmit to Paris the papers of the 
ship “ Olive Branch,” which, as mentioned in my 
despatch No. 12, was seized under the very guns 
of the fort of Nyborg ; and this case is peculiarly 
strong, since the “ Olive Branch” had his Dan- 
ish Majesty’s license on board. But I must in 
this place also mention that my correspondence 
with Mr. Desaugiers (lately French Chargé 
d'Affaires here) which was submitted to you with 
despatch No. 8, having been also submitted to 
his Government, he is now answered by the Duke 
of Bassano, in terms strongly representing the 
excesses of the corsairs in general, and particularly 
reproving their practice of hoisting the Freach 
flag on board the vessels captured, of which he 
strictly forbids the recurrence. 

The “Rachel,” “Rover, and “ Packet,” three 
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vessels (on the pending lists heretofore transmit- 
ted) which have been released, being partly laden 
with “colonial produce,” were, pursuant to the 
established regulations with regard to vessels so 
laden, ordered to quit the port and to proceed on 
their voyages; the French privateers were then 
watching for and would infallibly have captured 
them on their departure. The copies herewith 
enclosed, viz: my notes to Mr. de Rosenkrantz 
of November 27, 28, and 29, (Nos. 9, 10, and 11,) 
Mr. de Rosenkrantz’s unofficial note of Decem- 
ber 1st, (No. 12,) my reply of same date (No. 13,) 
Mr. de Rosenkrantz’s official note of December 
2d, (No. 14,) relate to this matter, which you will 
be pleased to observe was very satisfactorily 
settled, i 

The last list of vessels which had passed this 
way was dated October 9: since then a few scat- 
tered vessels have presented themselves, viz : 

The “Dolphin,” Latham, “America,” Briggs, 
from Petersburg to the United States, passed 
without interruption. 

“Ann,” How, arrived safely at Christiansand. 

« Sally,” Brown, turnedaway from Amsterdam 
by the English, continued her voyage towards 
this place, and was wrecked on the coast of 
Jutland. . 

“Adriana,” Abrahams, of Baltimore, belonging 
to Smith and Co., with a cargo of hides, convoyed 
by the Danes from Gottenburg to Copenhagen, 
(having Danish license,) cargo sold in Copenha- 
gen and reconvoyed to Elsineur. 

* Columbia,” Jennison, (ownersunknown,) from 
St. Ubes, with salt, much under the same cir- 
cumstances. . 

* Swanwick,” Clark, with a cargo of tobacco, 
property of Pratt and Kintzing of Philadelphia, 
ditto. 

“Asia,” Ormsby, (Brown and Ives of Provi- 
dence,) with three thousand five hundred chests 
of tea, arrived at Gottenburg some months since, 
in her voyage from thence to Copenhagen, cap- 
tured by a Danish privateer, but immediately 
released, having the King’s permission to come 
hither and sell. 

This completes the account of our trade for 
the last year as far as particulars have come to 
my knowledge. In my despatch No. 12, I trans- 
mitted certain statements relating to that trade; 
triplicates of those statements were sent with No. 
14, with the addition of a printed tariff of the du- 
ties payable on all merchandise passing through 
the Sound: a duplicate of the tariff is herewith 
enclosed. I have lately seen a printed statement 
of our exports from Petersburg during the last 
year, made by a commercial house of that place. 
It agrees in general with the document No. 3, 
enclosed in my aforesaid despatch. Itis however 
more complete as to the number of vessels, in- 
cluding all those which went up through the 
Belt, and gives a total of 127, (noting that in 1810 
the total was only 100 only,) but states that 29 of 
the 127 were bound to European ports, having 
as part of their cargoes 23,615 poods of flax ! Most 
of these 29 probably returned through the Belt ; 
such as passed the Sound must have had false 


clearances. In the course of judicial investiga- 
tions the Danes have already discovered, as is 
supposed, sufficient grounds for distrusting the 
character of our commerce: such printed infor- 
mation from what is called a “respectable Amer- 
ican house” at Petersburg, recommending itself 
to its correspondents by this species of industry, 
cannot fail to augment that distrust. 

All the old and new cases being now disposed 
of, I herewith enclose a table (No. 19) bringing 
the whole of them and the proceedings which 
have been had on them into one view. I beg 
you, sir, to observe, that of thirty-eight cases of 
Danish captures on the list of 1811, there have 
been only three appeals of the captors against the 
sentences of acquittal given by the inferior tri- 
bunal, so little have been their expectations of 
procuring final condemnations, and that except- 
ing the three English and English license cases, 
(* President,” “Neptune,” and “Aurora,”) there 
has been but one final condemnation, viz. the 
“ Brutus.” 

I hope that upon the whole. this view will be 
satisfactory to the President. Mr. de Rosen- 
krantz told me in an early interview that the ad- 
ministration of justice was as impartial and as 
prompt here as in any other country; he added 
(referring to the disposition of the King) that in 
future we should have nothing to complain of. 
How far his assertion was correct, or his pro- 
mise has been complied with, I will not presume 
to determine; but I must do that Minister the 
justice to.say, that he spoke with perfect sincer- 
ity, and under impressions the most just and 
friendly, and to believe that where the results fall 
short of our expectations, it has not been from 
any failure of those dispositions. 

Í have taken occasion in former despatches to 
mention, and in frequent representations to Mr. 
de Rosenkrantz, to remonstrate against the prac- 
tices of fining and taxing vessels acquitted in the 
tribunals. These practices, nearly indiscriminate 
as they are, I found to be quite unreasonable, in 
their application frequently most unjust ; yet 
after all, for the amount of the exactions, they 
are not oppressive, perhaps had they been abol- 
ished altogether we might not have had had quite 
so many vessels captured ; there would certainly 
have been moreappeals and might have been more 
condemnations. The lists herewith enclosed 
(papers marked No. 20) show the sums which the 
cases have been charged under the several heads 
of costs, fines,and two per mille tax in the tribu- 
nal of Copenhagen: the two two per mille goes 
to the King’s coffers ; the fine goes to the captor 
for his trouble in capturing, where he is supposed 
to have had just grounds of suspicion ; the court 
expenses are invariably forty rix dollars (equal 
to five and a half dollars) in cach case. ‘There 
are no other expenses but advocate’s fees ; here, 
as in all countries, the amount of these is settled 
by agreement between the counsel and client; 
in the inferior tribunal no advocate is employed. 

The situation of the masters of our vessels con- 
demned here was formerly made the more dis- 
tressing by the prosecutions to which they were 
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exposed on account of wages due to their sailors, 
the laws here compelling them to provide for 
their crews: these laws had been executed with 
great rigor, and, Jarge sums had been frequently 
adjudged to be paid by masters who could searcely 
find credit for their own subsistence. The Consul 
had, by frequent representation, endeavored to 
remedy this evil, but without success. When I 
came to act in this matter I was answered, that 
if the- master deceived the men by engaging them 
in a vessel which was notin fact American, as 
he pretended, it was but just that he should pay 
them, his sufferings then. were chargeable only 
to his own misconduct: however, I finally ob- 
tained that it should be laid before the Chancery ; 
that tribunal, by a report of January 11, adopted 
by His Majesty, decreed that “no lawsuit re- 
garding the wages due to North American mari- 
ners from their captains shall be admitted before 
the tribunals.” Idid not succeed in obtaining 
payment for men out of the condemned vessel, 
but on this point thought it not prudent to go far. 
I have the honor to be, &c. 
GEORGE W ERVING. 
Mr. Monror, Secretary of State. 


No.7—B. 
CopENHAGEN, April 10, 1812. 


Str: In one of the firstinterviews which I had 
with your Excellency, you assured me, on the 
part of His Majesty, “that, for the future, the 
United States, should have nothing to complain 
of;" fully relying then on the good faith and 
friendly sentiment in which this declaration was 
made, to those favorable dispositions of His Ma- 

. jesty I have addressed all my subsequent reclam- 
ations; and the reports which I have, from time 
to time, submitted to my Government, have cor- 
responded to the harmony thus established in our 
proceedings. Judge then, sir, with what extreme 
concern and regret I now find myself under the 
necessity of protesting and reclaiming against a 
sentence of the High Court of Admiralty, ground- 
ed on the King's own decision, against tbe Amer- 
ican ship Brutus and her cargo, the genuine pro- 
perty of American citizens; in favor of which 1 
have been for several months negotiating with 
your Excellency ; respecting which I have fur- 
nished documentary evidence of great import- 
ance, and the circumstances of which I was so 
fully authorized to consider as peculiarly favora- 
ble. Judge, sir, of the concern with which I see, 
in the sentence now given, that the reclamation 
which I have made, in this case, has been passed 
over; the documents which I have furnished 
have been set aside; and that grounds for con- 
demnation have been assumed, wholly insuffi- 
cient, and, in part, even contrary to facts ds es- 
tablished by these documents. I am perfectly 
certain that His Majesty does not believe that I 
am capable of attempting to support any cause 
but the just cause of a genuine American citizen; 
nor shall I readily abandon the conviction that 
he is still actuated by the just and friendly dis- 


cited; hence I must presume that the misrepre- 


sentations which have been made to him, and'the 
influence which has been produced in his mind, 
on the present occasion, are of a very extraordina- 
ry character; this conclusion is the more una- 
voidable since, certainly, I have long since suc- 
ceeded in convincing your Excellency, who has 
such high and indisputable title to the entire con- 
fidence of His Majesty, that the cause of the Bru- 
tus is a just one, nor can I, in this view, fail to 
notice that the opinion of the Chancery was in 
its favor, that there was a division of opinion 
amongst the members of the High Court, and that 
the vessel was fully acquitted by the Inferior 
Court in Norway. By my note of December 13, 
1811, 1 furnished to your Excellency proofs that 
the captor’s appeal from that sentence had been 
made only because the American captain (Fen- 
no) refused to pay six thousand rix dollars by 
way of compromise; and this complaint having 
been laid, by His Majesty’s order before, and hav- 
ing been duly investigated by the Chancery, was 
deemed to be so well founded and so reasonable, 
that a new and severe law upon that subject was 
judged to be expedient. "This is, in fine, the only 
case which. has come before the King, wherein 
he has decided unfavorably against a prior sen- 
tence of acquittal by one of his tribunals; and it 
is the only case, as far as I know, wherein a dif- 
ference of opinion amongst the members of the 
High Court existing, he has not decided in favor 
of the claimant. To the just and liberal principles 
which actuated His Majesty on such occasions, 
in this case was added that which, even in default 
of other favorable circumstances, it was to be sup- 
posed, could not but determine him to release the 
vessel; the offer on the part of the captors, and 
the refusal on the part of the American captain, 
to compromise; for what stronger | bead tale 
can be furnished against the justice of the captors’ 
claim than their offer to compromise it for a small 
sum, or what more favorable to a belief in the 
American captain’s innocence than his refusal 
to pay that sum ? 

By the copy of the sentence, which I have 
herewith the honor to enclose, your Excellency 
will perceive that the tribunal has commenced 
by an assertion that Captain Fenno, during his 
detention, attempted to escape, and that upon this 
supposed attempt are grounded its “ suspicions;” 
but in the note which I addressed to you on the 
4th of January I enclosed a document which 
proved most incontestably that no such attempt 
was made, and that the assertions of the captors, 
in this respect, were altogether false: how aston- 
ishing, then, that the High Court should venture 
to place its sentence on such ground. The other 
motive mentioned in the sentence, considered as 
objections to the neutrality of this ship and car- 
go, are scarcely entitled to comment, What, if 
different handwritings are found in a sea-letter, 
which issued from a department where many 
clerks are employed? What, if "omissions" or 
“errors” in such or other documents? I must 
observe, however, that the sea-letter in question 


positions which motived the declaration above was submitted to the examination of the Amesi- 


1207 


APPENDIX. 


1208 


Relations with Denmark. 


ean Consul, Mr. Saabye; and that he gave a for- 
mal certificate that the paper was genuine, which 
certificate was submitted to the Court by the 
claimant's counsel. As to the-certificates of the 
French Consul, the American captains must re- 
ceive them as the Consuls may please to give 
them, with whatever errors or absurdities they 
may contain; but it is worthy of particular ob- 
servation, that the objection made, in this case, 
to the French Consul’s certificate, originated in 
the tribunal itself. The captor did not deem that 
certificate to be of any importance; no objection 
was taken to it in any of the prior proceedings; 
the counsel of the American captain, of course, 
had not any opportunity of defending his client 
on that head. 

We herein see an innovation on judicial pro- 
ceedings, of a character entirely novel—the court 
placing itself in the situation of the accusing 
party, and condemning the property in litigation, 
on grounds not assumed by the captor. The only 
documents of real importance to be considered, 
are—l. The register. Is it, or is it not, a genu- 
ine document, proving the vessel to be the prop- 
erty of the persons therein named? 2. The clear- 
ance. Did the vessel, or did it not, come from 
New Orleans, as the captain pretends? 3. The 
bills of lading and invoice. Do they, or do they 
not, describe the cargo actually on board? These 
points, satisfactorily established, what else can be 
wanting, where the intention is to do justice tq 
the captured, and to respect the neutral rights of 
the country to which he belongs? I can assure 
your Excellency, in fine, that of all the decisions 
which have taken place since my arrival here 
the one now in question is the most extraordi- 
nary. If, amongst all the just cases in which I 
have interfered, there was one which appeared 
to me to stand most clear from difficulties of all 
kinds, it was this of the Brutus ;—and I was still 
more gratified in the confidence which I have 
indulged, that the vessel would be acquitted, be- 
cause it was the last remaining on the list of cap- 
tures which have occurred since my arrival here. 
What may be the merits of the captors, in the 
view of the King, I will not presume to conjec- 
ture; but L am sure that they cannot have any 
which can interfere with a due application of His 
Majesty’s just principles, or any in relation to this 
ease which are not founded on misrepresentation. 
I must, therefore, earnestly request that your Ex- 
celleney will lay this representation before him; 
and I do confide, that, when His Majesty sees 
what I have stated, and is pleased to consider the 
enclosed sentence of his tribunal, he will think 
proper to reverse it, and to order the restitution 
of the property thus condemned. Į have, &c. 

GEORGE W. ERVING. 


No. 8, B.— Translation from the Danish. 
Copy of the sentence pronounced by the High Court 
of Admiralty, in the case No. 164. 

Captain Joun Fenno, vs. J. T. SAMUELSEN, et al. 
, As Captain Fenno’s conduct during the deten- 
tion in endeavoring to escape the privateers must 


render him suspicious, and therefore authorize 


the capture, so his later conduct affords a grounded 
reason for calling his neutrality into question. 
Besides, in the very documents by which Cap- 
tain Fenno wants to prove the nationality of the 
vessel, and the legality of the voyage, there are 


found such deficiencies, that the precepts con- 


tained in the prize act, in this respect, cannot be 


looked upon as being accomplished. 


1. The sea-letter 1s not in the usual order, as 
partly it is not filled out, and partly an elucida- 


tion is wanting in several places respecting the 
domicil and burden of the vessel. 
where the burden is mentioned, is perceptibly 
added by a strange hand. 
can only be considered as a blank, arranged pert 
males artes for the use of the vessel. 


The only place 


Thus, the sea-letter 


2. The attest found on this certificate of the 


cargo, under the name of the French Consul, must 


be false. "Though the French Consuls might 
still,in the year 1811, have made use of the insig- 
nia of the French Republic, still it can no wise 


be admitted that words without meaning should 


have been inserted in their seals, which words 
are even put in a reversed manner. "Thus, this 


seal must be counterfeited, by which no caution 


or accuracy has been observed, in order to imi- 
tate the true one. But, if the seal be considered 
as false, it also follows from thence, that the same 
must hold good with respect to the attest, the 


genuineness of which the seal is to confirm. And 


from this it further results, in pursuance of the 
prize act, and His Majesty’s resolution commu- 
nicated the 23d October, 1810, to this high court, 
that such a false attest vitiates the authenticity of 
all the other documents, even if they are in appa- 
rent order: 


Decreed— 


The ship Brutus, John Fenno, master, together 
with her cargo, litigated in this case, are hereby 
adjudged to Jens Tobias Samuelsen, and other 
privateer captains, as a good prize. The court 
charges of the prize court shall be paid out of 
the ship and cargo. For the rest, the costs of 
the process are annulled. , 

The High Court of Admiralty in Copenhagen, 
the 7th of April, 1812. 

WLEUGEL. 


I certify the correctness of the copy. 
; N. TERBOL. 


I certify that I have truly and faithfully trans- 
lated the above from the Danish. 
Witness my hand and seal of office, Copenha- 
gen, 8th of April, 1812. 
N. HENRIQUES, 
Translator Royal. 


No. 20. 


Extract from the list of vessels captured or de- 
tained in the year 1811. This extract being of 
those which were tried and released by sentences 
of the prize court in Copenhagen, from which 
the captors did not appeal; and showing the 
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amount of costs, fines, and taxes under the two | der two per mille law, decreed against them in 


per mille law, paid in virtue of said sentences. 


LIST OF CASES. 


Vessels. | Captains. | Two per |Expenses} Fines. 
mille. | of court. 


Phenix - |Freeman - 92 40 800 
Swift - [Clarkson - 250 40 00 
Augustus [Flint - 600 40 400 
Dover  - |Burrough - 118 40 30 
William - |Goodwyn - 92 40 30 
Experim’t |Vibbert - 320 40 150 
Swift - {Daggett - 160 40 00 
Zodiack - |Millar - 1,212 40 800 
Egeria. - |Law . 902 40 00 
George - |Howland - 320 40 00 
Sukey  -|Osgood - 400 40 00 
Lion - |Jones - 1,412 40 1,000 
Concordia |Johnson - 2,000 40 00 
Packet - |Somes - 648 40 1,000 

Jane Ma- . 
ria - - (Moffatt - 36 40 600 
Rover  -|Groves - 392 40 600 
Augustus- |Flint -| 1,094 40 1,500 
Horace - Leach  - 828 40 1,500 
10,876 720 8,410 

RECAPITULATION. 

Amount of two per mile -  -  -  - 10,876 
Amount of expenses - - - - - 720 
Amount of fines - - E - - - 8,410 
Total amount, rix dollars, 20,006 


N. B. The Danish rix dollar may be estimated, 
in this account, at an average of seven and a half, 
equal to one Spanish. 

This extract does not contain the vessels re- 
leased by the prize court in Norway, viz: 

Hebe, Parson; Pilot, Gower; Industry, Cook ; 
Fame, Perry ; Comet, Dennis. 

Nor the “ Rachel,” Mattenly, released at Aal- 
borg. 

Nor the “ Delaware,” Gill, and “ Dolphin,” La- 
tham, which were released on the preliminary 
examinations. 

Nor the “ Herald,” Silsby, which was neither 
fined nor taxed, but received eight Spanish dollars 
for each day’s detention—all costs paid by the 
captor. 


Extract from the lists of cases which were 
pending on the 30th of May, 1811, and of those 
which occurred during the year 1811, subsequent 
to the 30th of May. This extract containing all 
such cases as have been acquitted on appeals to 
the High Court of Admiralty in Copenhagen, and 
showing the amount of costs, fines, aud taxes, un- 


the sentences of said high court: 


LIST OF CASES. 


Vessels. | Captains. | Two per Expenses} Fines. 
mille. | of court. 
Rix dolis.|Rix dolls.|Rix dolls. 
Egeria - |Law - 550 40 1,000 
Cunning- 
Oscar - | ham - 400 40 00 
Minerva - |Baker - 408 40 1,000 
Pittsburgh |Yardsley - 322 40 00 
Richmond Jarvis . 212 40 1,000 
Amiable 
Matilda - (Hague  - 332 40 00 
Nimrod - |Smith  - 356 40 1,000 
William & 
Jane  - |Bunker - 760 40 2,000 
Rachel - Joseph - 548 40 . 00 
Washing- 
ton - jAlmy . 652 40 00 
Washing- 
ton - Brown  - 246 40 2,000 
John - |Raynolds - 540 40 00 
Jeremiah - Russell - 438 40 00 
Nancy - |Eveleth - 246 40 1,000 
Joseph  - jAllan - 352 40 00 
Maria 
Theresa - |Phelps - 156 40 700 
Laura  - {Lambert - 404 40 1,500 
6,922 680 12,200 
RECAPITULATION. 
Amount of two per mille  - - - - 6,922 
Amount of expenses ~ $ - PEEL 680 
Amount of fines - - - - -  - 12,200 


Total amount, rix dollars, 19,802 


N. B. This extract does not contain the “ Ari- 
el? Butler; Fair Trader,” Craig; * Minerva 
Smyth," Mann ; acquitted by virtue of decree of 
Sleswick Holstein Chancery. 

Nor the “Maryland,” Peters; in which case 
sentence had not issued at the closing of this 
list. 

GEORGE W. ERVING. 


Copennacen, April 10, 1812, 


No. 17. 
Mr. Erving to Mr. Monroe, Secretary of State. 


CoPpENHAGEN, April 12, 1812. 
Sır: With my despatch, No. 10, was submit- 
ted to you a copy of the reclamation, dated No- 
vember 4, which 1 thought it my duty to make 
against the sentences of condemnation passed by 
the Danish tribunals, in the years 1809and 1810, 
on American ships and cargoes. Mr. de Rosen- 
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krantz was prevented at first by ill health, and 
afterwards for a long time by pressure of vari- 
ous business (as I understood) from laying it be- 
fore the King; in the meantime he continually 
discouraged any expectation that His Majesty 
would aecede to the propositions which it con- 
tains, persisting in his declaration to me on my 
first arrival here, that there was no remedy for 
the past. Finding that in the usual course of busi- 
ness it was necessary for the Minister to inform 
himself fully and particularly as to the contents 
of the note, so as to submit it to the King by ab- 
stract only, I thought that I might at once expe- 
dite my object, and add to the probability of suc- 
cess in it, by having the note translated into the 
Danish language; I sent such a translation to 
the Minister, on the 22d of January, requesting 
(by No. 1 of the enclosures) that the whole 
might be laid before the King. This was done 
on the 14th of February, and on the same day 
the Minister addressed to me the note, No. 2, re- 
lating to Danish claims on our Government, to 
which I answered, on the 17th of February, as 
by No. 3, and on the 9th instant I finally received 
the Minister's reply to my reclamation of No- 
vember 4, (No. 4 of the enclosures.) 

All my former communications, sir, have pre- 
pared you for this result, and the most extraordi- 
nary delay of the King in announcing it, though 
so far creditable to him, inasmuch as it denotes 
the reluctance with which he has come to acon- 
clusion which he cannot conscientiously approve 
of, and which he has not found any admissible 
pleas to support or to countenance, yet has also 
afforded me the means of ascertaining that no 
favorable change of this determination 1s to be 
hoped for. 

All the business which my appointment had 
in view being now completed, and as there is 
not, as far as [ know, one American vessel actu- 
ally under detention (by Danish capture) in any 


port of this Kingdom ; after answering the Min- 
ister of State’s note in suitable terms, I propose, 
pursuant to my instructions, to take leave and 
depart for Paris. I wrote yesterday to Mr. Bar- 
low for passports, and as soon as they arrive, 


which may be about the commencement of next 


month, I shall be entirely ready to make use of 


them. In the meantime, Isend home with this, 
and other despatches, my Secretary, Mr. Lewis, 
whose fidelity, industry, and zeal in the public 
service, I so entirely approve of, that I cannot 
but recommend him to your patronage and pro- 
tection. Previous to my departure I propose, as 
I have before mentioned to you, to present Mr. 
Forbes in the quality of “agent” to the Minister 
of State, and to the other departments of Gov- 
ernment here, and I doubt not but that if any 
of our vessels should hereafter be captured by 
Danish cruisers, he will be able to afford them 
every assistance of which their cases may be 
susceptible, and that his respectability of char- 
acter and his other qualifications will procure 
due attention to his official representations. I 
hope also that on my return to Paris I may be 
able to assist Mr. Barlow in obtaining a favora- 


ble adjustment of the questions which have arisen 
out of the French captures in this quarter. 


It seems to be scarcely probable, even if we 


should not be at war with England, that any of 


our vessels which may have left the United 
States for Russia will, if they touch at Gotten- 


burg for information, proceed on their voyages ; 


for either the Emperor of France will occupy 
the Russian ports, or the Emperor of Russia 
wil submit to his terms; in either of which 
cases those ports will be rigorously closed against 
“ colonial produce.” If the Emperor of Russia 
should successfully resist, then his country will 
be inundated with whatever we can supply by 
the commerce of England ; in this last case it is 
not to be supposed that the English will take any 
neutral vessels under their convoy; in the two 
former cases the neutral will not have any mo- 
tive for joining convoy: on the other hand, the 
French eruisers will certainly intercept every 
vessel not under convoy, which may enter the 
Baltie with colonial produce ; and it is equally 
certain that such cruisers will be sufficiently nu- 
merous ; for, independent of the privateers prop- 
erly French, the Danes have found so little en- 
couragement for privateering during the last 
twelve months, that many of them are reduced. 
to the necessity of seeking French commissions. 

Mr. Lewis will carry with him the original of 
my despatch, No. 10, which encloses authentic 
copies of the sentences therein referred to; in 
these, sir, you will notice more particularly the 
extraordinary principles and offensive doctrines 
on which the tribunals have founded their decis- 
ions; and in case our country should still con- 
tinue in peace, Government, having the whole 
matter before it, will be able to give our com- 
merce such direction, and to place it under such 
regulations as may best comport with its future 
security. 

With the most perfect respect and considera- 
tion, I have the honor to be, sir, your very obe- 
dient servant. 

GEORGE W. ERVING. 
Hon. James Monroe, 
Secretary of State. 


No. 1. 
Mr. Erving to Mr. Rosenkrantz. 


CorzNnaaczn, January 22, 1812. 

Sig: I have the honor herewith to enclose a 
translation into the Danish language of my note 
to your Excellency of November 4, and of the 
statement theretoannexed. These I have caused 
to be prepared with particular care, trusting that 
you will be pleased to lay them in their entire 
form before His Majesty. 

I cannot but take this occasion of renewing to 
your Excellency the expression of my earnest 
desire that you would enable me to transmit to 
my Government His Majesty’s resolutions on 
the subject; nor of my anxiety that those reso- 
lutions, marked by the enlightened and friendly 
policy which I have anticipated in my reports to 
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my Government, may correspond. to the just ex- 
peetations of the United States, and cement that 
harmony and good understanding between the 
two countries, which ought always to subsist. 

I have the honor to be, &c. 


| GEORGE W. ERVING. 
Mr. ng ROSENKRANTZ, &c. 


No. 2. 


[TRANSLATION.] 
zn Copennacen, February 14, 1812. 

The Danish brig Henrick, Captain Seheel, de- 
‘parted from Cape Francois in 1799, was cap- 
tured in the month of October, of the said year, 
by a French privateer, and recaptured a few days 
after by the United States’ ship Pickering, which 
„took her into the island of St. Christophers, 
where she was condemned on the ground of 
being recaptured, whereby the owner only ob- 
tained about one-eighth part of the value of the 
vessel and cargo.- 

The American Government oughtto be held re- 
sponsible for this measure, having by theirinstruc- 
tions of March 12, 1799, authorized her armed 
vessels to-recapture all prizes taken by the French 
privateers. The sentence of condemnation, pro- 
‘nounced, appears also, to contain an inadmissible 
applieation of the American laws, which do not 
relate to the recapture of neutral vessels. The 
two accompanying printed documents prove that 
Mr. Madison, then Secretary of State of the 
United States, recognised the validity of the 
claim, and recommended the interest of the claim- 
ant'to Congress. The owner, however, having 
‘been frustrated in his attempt to obtain the com 
pensation due to him, has been obliged to insti- 
‘tute a suit against the officers who recaptured 


> | mote the object of it. 


: 'No. 3. 
Mr. Erving to Mr. de Rosenkrantz. 
Copennacen, Feb. 17, 1812. 

Sir: I have received your Excellency’s note 
of the 14th instant, relating to two claims of Da- 
nish subjects on the Government of the United 
States. [am uninstructed as to those claims, oth- 
erwise than by that note, and by the documents 
which itenelosed. In these I perceive, with great 
satisfaction, that during a war of two years be- 
tween the United States and France, at a time 
when the Danish commerce was in activity, and 
the Western ocean was covered with American 
eruisers, the causes of complaint afforded to this 
country were confined to these cases; one of them 
a mere question as to the amount of salvage ex- 
acted on a recapture, and both of them grounded 
on the errors or misintelligence of officers em- 
ployed on foreign stations; that these reclama- 
tions do not involve any misconduct of American 
tribunals, any violation of public law, any offence 
of neutral rights, or any bad faith or unfriendly 
disposition of the Government of the United. 
States; but, on the contrary, that in every stage 
of the claims a love of justice, a respect for neu- 
tral rights, and a frank, generous, and friendly 
character towards Denmark, has been continually 
manifested by that Government; and, finally, that 
complete satisfaction to the claimants has hith- 
erto been delayed by causes, which, though be- 
yond the control of the Executive, do not forbid 
the expectation of redress, 

I shall have the honor to submit to my Gov- 
ernment a copy of your Excellency's note, add- 
ing whatever may be proper, on my part, to pro- 
I renew, &c. 

GEORGE W. ERVING. 


I return herewith the printed papers which 


his vessel, of which he is still waiting the issue. | were enclosed in your Excellency's note. 


‘A similar claim was preferred by the owner of 
the ship Mercator, captured in 1800, by Lieuten- 
ant Maley, commander of the United States’ 
vessel Experiment, afterwards taken by a British 

` eruiser, which carried her to Jamaica, where she 
was declared a good prize. . 
It is shown by the annexed printed report that 


M. De ROSENKRANTZ. 


No. 4. 
[TRANSLATION.] 


CopzNHnaAGEN, April 9, 1812. 
The undersigned, Minister of State of the De- 


damage to the amount of $33,864 has been | partment of Foreign Affairs, having laid before 
awarded to the owner in this case; but he has} His Majesty the note which Mr. Erving, the spe- 


not yet been able to obtain payment. 


cial Minister of the United States of America, 


- In presenting these claims to the notice of Mr. | addressed to him the 4th November of last year, 
Erving, the special Minister of the United States | the principal object of which is to claim the revis- 
of America, the undersigned Minister of State, | ion of several sentences, definitively pronounced 
and Chief of the Department of Foreiga Affairs, | by the Supreme Tribunals of Admiralty, which 
-flatters himself, that he will lay them before his | the Special Minister considers ill-founded, and, in 
Government, and endeavor to obtain for the par- | opposition to the principles he maintains, ought 
ties interested that indemnity which the justice | to serve as a basis to the proceedings on prizes, 
of their claims so evidently calls for, but which | and rules for the judges authorized to pronounce 
the intervention of His Majesty's Chargé d'Af- | between the captors commissioned by the Danish 
faires has not, to the present period, been able to | Government, and the captors and owners whose 


accomplish. 


vessels have been captured under the flag of the 


The undersigned, in praying Mr. Erving to | United States, is authorized by the orders of His 
have the goodness to return him the enclosures, | Majesty to make known to Mr. Erving, Special 
avails himself of the opportunity of renewing | Minister of the United States, that the King's 
the eontinued assurance of his high considera- | very particular sentiments of friendship for the 


tion. N. ROSENKRANTZ. 


United States, and his esteem for the President, 
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. cannot influence him to permit a revision of the 
sentences pronounced, terminating the causes aris- 
ing from captures made by the cruisers under the 
flag of the United States. 

The Special Minister will be pleased to find 
in this assertion, which is founded on the facts he 
may have made himself acquainted with since 
his residence here, that the American flag has 
on all occasions been treated in the maritime 
tribunals conformably to the rules established, 
precisely in the same manner as the neutral flags 
of Europe. : 

The undersigned is moreover authorized to ob- 
serve to Mr. Erving, Special Minister of the Uni- 
ted States, that if permission were given to the 
captured, who have pleaded before the tribunals 
which have decided by a definitive sentence be- 
tween the parties, to make in their favor, revis- 
ion of the causes terminated, the same indulgence 
should be given to the captors, who might com- 
plain of the sentences pronounced against them, 
and that in this manner the causes arising from 
prizes would experience indefinite delays, as pre- 
judicial to the captured, as to the captors. 

The undersigned, in expressing to Mr. Erving 
his regret at not being able to grant what the 
Special Minister proposed to him, has the honor 

. to renew to him the assurance of his high con- 


sideration. 
ROSENKRANTZ. 


No. 19. 
Mr. Erving to Mr. Monroe, Secretary of State. 
COPENHAGEN, 17th April, 1812. 


Sin: I have the honor herewith to enclose the 
reply of Mr. de Rosenkrantz to the last reclama- 
tion, which I presented to him in the case of the 
“Brutus,” a copy of which was transmitted with 
my despatch, No. 16. 

With the most perfect respect and considera- 
tion, sir, your very obedient servant. 

GEORGE W. ERVING. 


[TRANSLATION.] 
Copennacen, April 6, 1812. 

The undersigned, Minister of State and Chief 
of the Department of Foreign Affairs, has not 
failed to attend to the reclamations which Mr. 
Erving, the Special Minister of the United States 
of America, made to him under date of the 23d 
September, 23d November, and 13th December, 
of the last year, in favor of the different American 
vessels, and specially in that of the Brutus, F'en- 
no, master, captured and brought into a port of 
Norway. 

It is known to Mr. Erving, that the causes of 
the vessels, mentioned in the list of the 13th of 
December, have all been decided in favor of the 
captured, with the exception of the Maryland, 
now waiting a decision, and of the Brutus, which, 
as well as the others, have been reported to the 
King. 

It is with regret that the undersigned is obliged 
to inform the Special Minister, that His Majesty, 


after having examined into this affair, has thought 
proper to leave to the Supreme Tribunal of Ad- 
miralty the pronouncing of the sentence, confor- 
mably to the principles and instructions prescri- 
bed to this tribunal by the regulations concerning 
privateers, and the ordinances regulating the pro- 
ceedings before the Supreme Tribunal, and that 
this tribunal considers itself authorized to con- 
demn both vessel and cargo for the reasons ex- 
pressed in the sentence. 

The decision of the King having been acted 
upon before the note of Mr. Erving, under date 
of the 10th instant, reached the undersigned, as 
the Special Minister will see by the date of the 
annexed copy of sentence, he has not been able 
to make use of the reiterated reclamations of Mr. 
Erving. 

The undersigned flatters himself to be able 
shortly to inform. the Special Minister, that the 
cause of the ship Maryland has been decided 
favorably. 

He has the honor to renew to him the assur- 
ance of his high consideration. 

: ROSENKRANTZ. 


No. 20. 
Mr. Erving to Mr. Monroe. : 
Copennacen, April 18, 1812. 
Sır: I have the honor herewith to enclose a 
copy of what I propose to send to Mr. de Rosen- 
krantz, in reply to his note of the 9th instant. 
With the most perfect respect and considera- 
tion, sir, your very obedient servant, 
i GEORGE W. ERVING. 


P. S.—I shall leave with Mr. Forbes the docu- 
ments belonging to the claims here, and the 
claimants’ letters; but I think it most proper upon 
the whole, to transmit to you the original notes 
of Mr. de Rosenkrantz, and they are, therefore, 


herewith enclosed. G W. E 


Mr. Erving to Mr. de Rosenkrantz. 
COPENHAGEN, April 18. 1812. 
His Excellency Mr. de Rosenkrantz, First Minister of 

State and Chief of the Department for Foreign 

Affairs, &c., &c. 

The undersigned, Special Minister of the Uni- 
ted States of America, has had the honor to re- 
ceive the note which his Excellency Mr. de Ro- 
senkrantz, First Minister of State and Chief of 
the Department for Foreign Affairs, addressed to 
him on the 9th instant, by order of his Sovereign, 
in reply to the reclamation made by the under- 
signed on the 4th November, 1811, against certain 
sentences of Danish tribunals, passed in preced- 
ing years on vessels and cargoes, the property of 
American citizens. 

It appears that His Majesty has not thought 
proper to authorize the Minister of State to enter 
into discussion with the undersigned, upon any of 
the various subjects which that reclamation em- 
braces; to contest or to acquiesce in any of the 
doctrines upon which it is based; to offer any 
kind of satisfaction for any of the various inju- 
ries which it complaints of; or, to propose any 
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correction of the abases‘and malversations which convenience of any Power whatever—these rights 


it points out as the.sources:of. those injuries. 

It is, therefore, the duty of the undersigned, 
formally to.declare, that the Government of the 
United States. cannot rest ‘satisfied with such a 
mode of treating rights which it holds sacred, 
and will never.sacrifice; and with such a rejec- 
tion of the just claims of its injured citizens, 
which it will never cease to assert and to protect. 

The President will certainly.receive with satis- 
faction the sentiments of particular friendship to- 
wards the United States, and of esteem for him- 
self, which His Danish Majesty has been pleased 
to profess, sentiments which he will readily reci- 
procate, and which he was eager and sincere in 
advancing ; but he will; at the same time, receive 
with surprise, as well as with peculiar concern, 
the declaration with which-these professions are 
accompanied, refusing a reparation for the wrongs 
which he has complained of; wrongs which, un- 
redressed, cannot but be considered as being but 
little in accord with such sentiments. These, 
his impressions, must be rendered still more forci- 
ble by the recollection that.a suitable redress ‘for 
similar wrongs has never been altogether with- 
held by any of the belligerent Powers, with which 
the United States have occasionally found them- 
selves in collision; but, on the.contrary; that each 
of the chief -belligerents has heretofore furnished 
a signal example, wherein the firm and temper- 
ate voice of justice. has prevailed over an errone- 
ous policy; each has attended to and respected 
the remonstrances of the United States, satisfied 
with their demands, and amply compensated the 
losses which the temporary adoption of false 
principles, or the misconstruction, or malapplica- 
tion of acknowledged principles had brought upon 
their citizens; thus recognising the sovereignty of 
just lawsand the indefectibility of the neutral rights 
which spring from them: nor can the President 
be now reconciled to any infringement of these, 
to the cruising regulations of Denmark in those 
points which may offend them, or to the decisions 
of any tribunals, in as far as they may have the 
same tendency, by the only apology which His 
Majesty has authorized the Minister of State: to 
offer for the wrongs complained of, viz: that these 
decisions are founded upon the same principles 
which direct the conduct of Denmark towards 
neutral European Powers, and that in. cases 
wherein those Powers have been thereby affected, 
no revision or retrospect has taken place; for, 
without entering into the inquiry, whether there 
does, or does not, exist an -European Power neu- 
tral with regard to Denmark, and with which she 
cau possibly come into collision on such subjects, 
without pointing out the difference between the 
neutral position of the United States, and that of 
any European Power, or examining in any de- 
gree the conducl of Denmark towards the Euro- 
pean Powers, neutral or otherwise; it is sufficient 
to observe, that the United States have not made 
common cause with any other neutral Power; 
they have not bound up their fate with, nor do 
they mean to submit their rights to the arbitra- 
tion of, or to pare them down so as to suit the 
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are.clear, pronounced, and unequivocal; they are 
found in the great code of public law; if other 
Powers have not the same interest. in defending, 
if they find it convenient to relinquish, or, for 
any reasons whatever, cease to assert such rights, 
no obligation toabandon them is thereby imposed 
on America; but to the contrary, standing alone 
amidst the great struggle of nations, her obliga- 
tion to protect that sacred deposite is strengthen- 
ed, and she becomes doubly responsible to poster- 
ity for this great inheritance, since she is not 
deficient in the power and means of preserving it. 

His Excellency the Minister of State seems to 
suppose that the principal object of the under- 
signed is to obtain the * revision? of the sentences 
of the tribunal specified in his note of November 
4th.. It is proper, therefore, to consider this part 
of the subject, though he must premise by ob- 
serving, and he begs His Excellency to under- 
stand, that the object of that note, which em- 
braced various subjects of complaint, was to ob- 
tain satisfaction and compensation, leaving the 
* mode? and the * means” to be adjusted by mu- 
tual aecord, for he is entirely unwilling to rest 
the elaims of the United States, or to make them 
in any wise dependent on an abstract discussion: 
as to the course which may be taken to produce 
the satisfaction required. 

The undersigned, in his note of November 4th, 
has shown, as he trusts, most clearly and iadis- 
putably that the rights of the United States, as a 
neutral nation, have been violated by the deci- 
sions therein referred to; if not, he has invited the 
Minister of State to discussthe principles on which 
his reclamation is founded. Can it be deemed 
to be a satisfactory answer to such a reclama-: 
tion, that other nations have submitted to sim-: 
ilar decisions? Can it be imagined that the term 
“ definitive? as applied to such decisions is con-: 
clusive against the United States? Can it be ex- 
pected that they will acqniesce -in a decision as. 
just, because it is termed “definitive?” The Con-. 
stitution, the faculties, and the police of Admi- 
ralty tribunals, in this as in every other country, 
are formed by and depend on the will of the Sov- : 
ereign, andis strictly responsible to foreign nations ! 
in all cases affecting their rights for a correct ad- 
ministration of justice, on the principles of public - 
law which form the basis of those rights. No 
foreign nation submits its cause to the arbitrary 
or capricious decisions of such tribunals, or re- 
spects their decisions in any degree, further than ' 
as these may be found to conform to its own sense ` 
of its own rights. The tribunal is the mere in- 
strument of the Sovereign, with which he ope- : 
rates, and it is his duty so to direct the use of it, : 
that it may not do injury to the rights of others; 
the foreign nation therefore looks with reason to 
| the tribunal only as indicative of the temper of . 
the Sovereign by whom it is appointed, and under 
whose authority it acts, and not as the arbitrator 
of its own destiny. When a foreiga Government : 
complains of the conduct of such tribunals, it 
calls upon the good faith of the Sovereign to re- 
pair the wrong which he ought to have restrained. 
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Shall it.be eompetent for the Sovereign to refer 
the offended party for satisfaction to.the very 
cause of complaint? What is this but to adopt 
the injustice complained of? Since when has it 
been agreed that the'belligerents shall give law 
to neutral nations? Does the “ancient faith” 
which in peace, augmenting confidence, removed 
the probabilities of war, and in war mitigated its 
horrors; does it no longer subsist? Or, ina merely 

olitical calculation, does 1t not occur that the bel- 
Tigerent may hereafter become neutral? How- 
ever these questions may be answered, it is cer- 
tain that there is a self-conserving principle in 
truth. and right which insures their vindication, 
so that a nation may be said.to be deceiving itself 
when it refuses what is due to the just demands 
of others. 

His Excellency the Minister of State has been 
instructed to observe, that if His Majesty could 
consent tg a revision of the sentences of liis tri- 
bunals, in favor of those whose property has been 
condemned be ought to extend such revision to 
the sentences, by which captured property has 
been acquitted. 

The undersigned takes the liberty of remarking, 
that the reclamation which he has made is the re- 
clamation of the American Government against 
certain sentences of condemnation, passed on 
American property by tribunals appointed by His 
Danish Majesty and acting under his authority. 
The American Government finds itself aggrieved 
by such decisions. Is His Majesty dissatisfied 
with the decisions of a contrary character, by 
which American property has been acquitted ? 
Certainly not: yet only upon that ground could 
His Majesty desire a revision of the sentences of 
acquittal, for no question now exists between the 
captor and the captured; the question is between 
Government and Government; nor is it readily 
to be conceived, that tribunals whose decisions 
the Government of the United States has found 
such ample and solid reasons to complain of, can 
in other cases, have done injustice to His Majes- 
ty’ssubjects. Itis because the tribunals have been 
partial to His Majesty’s subjects; because they 
are not courts of arbitration, in which the United 
States has its equal representation, and hence 
have acted on principles the justice of which the 
United States does not acknowledge, that a revi- 
sion of their sentences against the property of 
American citizens may be reasonably proposed 
by the American Government, and may be ac- 
ceded to by His Majesty, without this plan con- 
templating any injury to his subjects. These are 
the grounds on which similar revisions have been 
demanded in other countries, and have been grant- 
ed, and compensation obtained, without its ever 
having been proposed that sentences of acquittal, 
which have only tended to diminish the amount 
of the injuries complained of, should also be re- 
vised. 

The undersigned cannot, therefore, but hope 
that His Danish Majesty, on a reconsideration of 
this important subject, will see fit to adopt some 
plan with respect to the matters complained of, 
which may satisfy the just expectations of the 


nience and accord.” t 
ister of State will be pleased to lay this note be- 


United States. He has thought that it best com- 


ported with the friendly and conciliatory dispo- 


sitions of his Government, not to propose any 
which should interfere with such arrangements, 
as having due regard to the object it might be 
most convenient to His Majesty to make, and 


therefore in his note of November 4th, stated, 


what he will here repeat, “that the mode, the 


means, and, to a certain extent, even the time may 
be subjected to considerations of mutual conve- 
He requests that the Min- 


fore His Majesty; a correct translation of it in 


Danish is herewith enclosed. 


Herenews to His Excellency the Minister of 
State, assurances of his distinguished considera- 


GEORGE W. ERVING. 
His Ex’cy M. pe ROSENKRANTZ. 


tion. 


No. 21. 
Mr Erving to Mr. Monroe, Secretary of State. 


COPENHAGEN, April 20, 1812. 
Sig: With my despatch No. 8 (of September 


Sth) I had the honor to submit to you copies of 


my correspondence with Mr. Desaugiers, then 
Chargé d'Affaires of France, which I had pre- 
viously laid before the Minister of State here, aud 
which was also transmitted by Mr. Desaugiers to 
his Government. In my notes to Mr. Desaugiers 
were particularized the various excesses of the 
French corsairs in these waters, which appeared 
to me contrary to the spirit and intention of that 
Government, as well as injurious to our com- 
merce; it is with great satisfaction that I now 
traüsmit to you the new instruetions which Mr. 
Desaugiers has been ordered to give to the cap- 
tain of the corsairs. ` 
With the most perfect respect, &c. 

GEORGE W. ERVING. 
His Exc'y M. nE ROSENKRANTZ. 


No. 22. 


Extract ofa letter from Mr. Erving to Mr. Monroe 
Secretary of State. . 
Co»zNnaAGEN, May 9, 1812. 

I have the honor herewith to transmit to you 
duplicate of my letter No. 20, (by Mr. Lewis,) 
dated April 18th. The note of the same date to 
which it refers, with the few alterations which 
will be found in this duplicate, was sent to Mr. 
de Rosenkrantz on the 21st, and was laid by him 
before the King on the Ist instant; in the mean- 
time I had several conversations with that Min- 
ister upon the subject of it, in which I did not 
fail to urge whatever might contribute to a favor- 
able answer on the part of His Majesty ; finally, 
on the 8th instant (yesterday) he sent to me the 
note of which the enclosed isa copy. You will 
observe, sir, the new position which our claims 
assume under this communication, and the rea- 
sonable expectation which it affords of a settle- 
ment hereafter. I have endeavored to have this 
point placed in a inore formal and explicit shape 
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|o FTRANSLATION.] © i 
+ Mr. de Rosenkrantz to Mr. Erving. 
|: .. COPENHAGEN, May 8. 1812: 

The undersigned, Minister of State, and of 
Foreign Affairs, has had to explain-to Mr. Erving, 
special Minister of the United States of America, 
in his note of the 9th of last month, the motives 
which have influenced the King, his master, not 
to grant the revision of the sentences of the Su- 
preme Tribunal of Admiralty definitively termi- 
nating the causes brought before this tribunal, 
, arising from the captures made by Danish cruisers 
of vessels sailing under the flag of the United 
States, and that for this reason he could not per- 
suade himself that the ulterior representations 
which the Special Minister had. thought proper 
still to address him could produce any change in 
the determination of His Majesty. The Minister 
of Foreign Relations has, however, prevailed on 
the King, his master, to be pleased to examine 
the note which Mr. Erving-addressed to him, un- 
der date of the 18th of last month, reiterating the 
claim to redress for the wrongs previously recited, 
and satisfaction for which he considers it his duty 
still to insist upon. 

-The undersigned hastens to have the honor to 
inform the Special Minister that it has been en- 
joined on him by his Sovereign to answer the 
abovementioned note of the Special Minister, by 
referring to the contents of his preceding note of 
the 9th, as to the friendly dispositions of His Ma- 
jesty towards the Government of the United 

tates ; to add the expression of his extreme re- 
gret that he cannot agree tothe opinion expressed 
by Mr. Erving, as being that of his Government, 
in regard to the conduct observed towards vessels 
under American flags, brought into the ports of 
his dominions by his ‘armed vessels or by those 
provided with letters of marque. 

The war in which the Danish nation is engaged 
with Great Britain, who employs every means 
to conceal from observation the enterprises of its 
‘merchants, in making use of foreign flags and 
merchants, have caused those measures, the object 
of which is to preclude English commerce from 
the advantage growing out of the disposition it 
has always found in the merchants of other na- 
tions to become the agents of prohibited trade. 
It is too well known to Mr. Erving, and it'ought 
to be to his Government, that American mer- 
chants and mariners have frequently lent them- 
selves to enterprises of this nature, for the Danish 
Government to consider it necessary to multiply 
the proofs which it has on the subject. 

It is well known to the Danish Government 
that the United States do not pretend either to 
approve or defend the conduct of American citi- 
zens who, from the thirst of gain, are engaged in 
enterprises which expose thern to loss, if the fraud 
is discovered. Proofs are not wanting to show 
that they have frequently succeeded in imposing 
both on the officers empowered to examine cap- 
tured vessels and on the tribunals of prizes. The 
subterfuges to which they resort,to prevent the 
discovery of the enemy character of the expedi- 
tion have necessarily induced those intrusted by 


the King’ with the examination,as well as the 
tribunal, to redouble their activity, in order to 
fulfil the views of His Majesty ; but it never has 
been conformable with these, to suffer that auy 
injury should be sustained by the mariners and 
merchants of friendly nations who carry on a licit 
and unsuspicious commerce, 

The persevering struggle of the Danish Gov- 
ernment in favor of the principles upon which 
they repose the liberty ofthe commerce and navi- 
gation of neutral nations, forbids the supposition 
that it would wish to derogate from them; but 
it has a complete right to tear the mask from the 
commerce of its enemy, who. recognises no law 
in regard to navigation as soon as neutral Powers 
are in question. The King will not renounce 
the exercise of this right. If His Majesty could 
be persuaded that in particular cases it should 
happen that appearances might have prevailed 
in the. examination of some causes to the detri- 
ment of some American citizens, who might not 
have been able to demonstrate sufficiently that 
their enterprises of commerce were legitimate, 
he would assuredly be led to address just com- 
plaints, as he has on several particular occasions 
given proofs of his favorable dispositions towards 
the American vessels which eireumstances have 
condueted to the ports of his Kingdom. 

The King wishes therefore, to give, himself, 
proofs to the Government of the United States 
of the sentiments of justice with which he is an- 
imated. 

The undersigned flatters himself that the Pres- 
identof the United States will be easily persuaded, 
that, during so hard a contest as that with which 
Denmark now sustains against the Government 
who so evidently disavows the rights of nations 
engaged in navigation, the moment is not favor- 
able to bring anew under consideration the recla- 
mations which the Government of the United 
States may find it convenient to make at that 
period, iu relation to the objects of diseussion. 

The undersigned has the honor to renew tothe 
Special Minister the assurance of his high consid- 


tion. 
are ROSENKRANTZ. 


ALGIERS. 


(Communicated to the House, November 17, 1812.] 
To the Senate and House of —— 
Representatives of the United States: 
Itransmit to Congress copies of a letter from the 
Consul General of the United States to Algiers, sta- 
ting the circumstances preceding and attending his 


ture from that Regency. 
ME Ed JAMES MADISON. 
Novzexsen 17,1812. 


Extract of a letter from Mr. Lear, Consul General 
at Algiers, to the Secretary of State. On board the 
American ship Allegany, at sea, July 29, 1812. 
“On the 17th instant, I had the honor to re- 

ceive your respected favors of the 6th of Febru- 
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ary and 29th of April, 1812, by Captain Ebene- | 
zet Eveleth, of the ship Allegany, which arrived: 


at Algiers on that day, with the four new Medi- 
terranean passports, two hundred tops, and the 
several packages containing messages, reports, 
newspapers, &c., together with the letter of Rich- 
ard Forrest, Esq., covering the invoice and biil 


of lading of the ship Allegany, sent from the. 


United States with a cargo of naval and military 
stores for the Regency of Algiers, in fulfilment 
of treaty stipulations. 

“J must delay replying to the particular points 


in your letter of the 29th of April, until I shall- 


have given an account of the most unexpected 
and extraordinary event. which I believe has 
ever taken place, even in the extraordinary events 
of Algiers, in order that I may have it ready to 
transmit, in case I should meet any vessel bound 
to the United States. 

‘On the arrival of the Allegany, the Dey and 
the officers of the Regency expressed the most 


entire and complete satisfaction; and until the | 


20th instant, when they began to discharge the 
cargo, there was no appearance of any other 
sentiment. On that day a large quantity of spars 


and plank were taken on board a lighter, by the | 


people of the marine, to be carried on shore, by 
order of the Minister of Marine, but they were 
not landed. At noon the Minister sent to request 
a pote of the articles, and their quantity, which 
were on board the ship for the Regency, that he 
might lay it before the Dey in the evening, agree- 
ably to his orders. I accordingly sent the note, 
taken from the invoice, but without affixing the 
prices. Atsix P. M, I received a message by my 
dragoman, from the Minister of Marine, inform- 
ing me that when he laid my note of articles be- 
fore the Dey, he became very outrageous on 
finding there was only fifty small barrels of gun- 
powder, and four cables on board; when the note 
sent to the United States in 1810, as furnished 
by the Minister of Marine, demanded five hun- 
dred quintals of gunpowder, and twenty-seven 
large cables, hesides a very large quantity of 
cordage and other articles, as may be seen by 
said note, forwarded in my letter of August, 
1810, to the honorable the Secretary of State; 
and told the Minister that he would not receive 
the cargo, but would send the ship away from 
Algiers, and that I must depart in her, as he 
would not have a Consul in his Regency who 
did not cause everthing to be brought exactly as 
he (the Dey) ordered. 

* Early on the morning of the 21st, I waited 
on the Minister of Marine to inquire into this 
procedure, when he confirmed all that had been 
told me by the dragoman, and added many other 
expressions of anger and disgust of the Dey. 

“I reasoned with him on the subject, stating 
that it had never been usual to send the whole of 
such large orders at one time; that we had been 
very punetual in our payments, and that the 
cargo of this vessel would probably pay all that 
We owed; that cargoes had always come in this 
manner, assorted, with a part of each article, 
and that I had never before found any difficulty , 


that powder and cables were articles of which 
we did not make enough for our own use in the 
United States, and that it was almost impracti- 
cable, at this time, to bring them from other 
countries, as was well known to himself and all 
the world ; that, in the present distracted state of 
nations, it was possible the United States might 
be forced into a war, and that it behooved our 
Government not to be destitute of so essential an 
article of defence as gunpowder; but that ona 
future occasion we might be able to send more; 
with many other remarks, which he allowed to 
be reasonable, but said that the Dey was deter- 
mined ; and that when he had once fixed a reso- - 
lution he never departed from it. And added, 
that the Dey insisted upon having everything 
brought which he ordered, without regarding 
whether it amounted to more than the sum stip- 
ulated in the treaty or not; and that I must de- 
part on Thursday the 23d instant, on board the 
Allegany, with all the Americans now in Algiers. 

“| wished to see the Dey, and for that pur- 
pose desired an audience, which was denied me. 

“T then requested that a few more days might 
be allowed for my remaining, that I might pre- 
pare myself, as it was impossible to make any ar- 
rangement of my affairs in so short a time, hoping 
in the mean time, to make some.accommodation 
of this business. The answer was that the Dey 
would not allow an hour. 

* [ wrote a circular to the Christian Consuls in 
Algiers, informing them of my ordered departure. 

“The spars and plank which were taken out of” 
the vessel yesterday, were returned on board this 
morning. Inthe morning of the 22d, I sent my 
dragoman to the palace to say that I wished to 
make a settlement of the cargo of the brig Paul 
Hamilton, whieh had been delayed by a request 
from the palace until the Allegany should arrive, 
when a settlement could be made for both vessels 
at the same time. 

“The request was granted, and ‘the dragoman 
informed me that the Dey wished me to bring 
our treaty with me, that we might see the time 
when it commenced, the terms, &c., in order to 
make a final settlement of our accounts. This I 
did, and while I was settling the account of the 
Paul Hamilton’s cargo with the Prime Minister 
and Secretaries, in the usual manner, the Dey’s 
dragoman came down, and said, the Dey wished. 
to see the treaty which I had brought. I gave it 
to him without hesitation, supposing that the Dey 
might wish to see something in it, or that he 
might compare it with that which was in the 
palace. But when I demanded the treaty again 
tlie Dey refused to deliver it, saying, by his drag- 
oman, that when a Consul was sent away, he, 
the Dey, should always keep his treaty, and that 
such had ever been the custom at Algiers. 

“ After setiliag the account of the cargo of the 
Paul Hamilton, which amounted to $12,109, and 
producing a tiscary or acknowledgment of a bal- 
ance due to the United States, which had been 
given in February, 1810, at the settlement of the 
cargoes of the ship Resource and brig Blanchy, 
for $26,065; the Minister and Secretaries said 
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there was still: $27,000. due to the. present time: 
This I denied,:as-I-had the receipts of the Regen- 
cy for the payment of annuities: for fourteen and 
a half years, exclusive of the-amount of the cargo 
of the Paul Hamilton and the tiseary, for: $26,- 
065, and as, our treaty was-concluded on the 5th 
of September, 1795, 1t would be only seventeen 
years in the whole, from which the fourteen and 
a half years were to be deducted, leaving two and. 
a half years ending the 5th of September next, 
and amounting to $54,000, from which: deducting 
the cargo of the Paul Hamilton, and the tiscary 
before mentioned, would leave but $15,826; and 
which I had no doubt but the cargo of the ship 
Allegany would fully pay, if it should be received. 
. * The Minister then observed, that they count- 
ed.the year by the Mahometan calendar consisting 
of three hundred and fifty-four days, so that the 
difference in seventeen years would make it one- 
half year more.than we counted. J told him that 
I had always reckoned the years in the Christian 
manner. of three hundred and sixty-five days; and 
that I presumed the same was done by all other 
Consuls having accounts of a similar nature with 
the Regency. He said it was never so done, or 
allowed by the Regency, and immediately .sent 
up a note to the Dey, of the sum due by his ac- 
count, viz: $27,000. : : 

* After a short time the Dey sent down word 
by his dragoman, that the balance must be paid 
immediately in cash, and. that the vessel, with 
myself,.&c., must depart to-morrow as he had 
ordered. lanswered that it was impossible for 
me to-comply with the Dey’s order, even if I ac- 
knowledged:the balance to be just, and had every 
disposition to pay it,.as [ had not the means of 
obtaining the money, especially as the cargo of 
the ship now in port was sent by my Govern- 
xnent for the express purpose of paying what 
might be due to the Regency, and was the strong- 
est possible evidence of our punctuality in fulfill- 
ing our engagements. 

5 The Prime Minister then went up to the Dey, 
with. the dragoman, and soon returned, saying 
that the.Dey persisted in his first order, that the 
money should. be: paid immediately ; or that I 
should be sent to the marine in chains, the vessel 
aud cargo confiscated, and all the citizens of the 
United States now in Algiers be detained. in sla- 
very, and war instantly. declared against the Uni- 
ted States. 

& I told the Minister that the matter was now 
brought to a decision, and that I must go to the 
marine in chains, for it was not possible for me 
to obtain. the money; and had no more to say on 
the subject, but would warn them of the evil 
which they were bringing on themselves, by such 
unjust and outrageous conduct. 

iC The Minister went to the Dey a second time, 
when I demanded to accompany him, but was 
refused, and soon returned with what hesaid was 
the fixed and unalterable resolution of the Dey, 
viz: that he would allow me till Saturday morn- 
ing, the 25th instant, to pay the money and de- 

art with the vessel, and all other Americans in 
Algiers; but, if this was not done, he should con- 


fiseate the vessel, detain in slavery all the Ameri- 
cans in Algiers, and declare war against the Uni- 
ted States, as he had before determined. The 
Minister also added, that the Dey had been in- 
formed that theship had broughta large quantity 
of coffee, for sale, and sorne other articles not in- 
tended for him, (meaning, I suppose, the gun bar- 
rels, &c:, for the Emperor of Morocco; but 
whence he could have got information of the 
latter I know not, for I had never mentioned a 
syllable of it to any one in Algiers. I have since 
learned that it was discovered by some means or 
other, when the planks and spars were taken out 
of. the vessel on Monday ;) and that he was, if 
possible, more highly incensed at this, than on 
any other account; saying that he considered it 
an insult offered, by having merchandise em- 
barked on board a vessel which was said to have 
been sent for the sole purpose of bringing the 
annuity. a 

“As I was determined that nothing should be 
wanting on my part to settle this unpleasant, and 
to me unaccountable business, I proposed to the 
Prime Minister that the articles now sent by the 
Alleghany should be received and passed to our 
credit, in the usual manner of settling the ac- 
counts of cargoes, when they had the power of 
fixing their own prices, and, that whatever bal- 
ance might. appear due, after such settlement, 
should be paid in cash, if the Dey desired it; and 
that he might send a note of such articles as he: 
expected for the next annuity, which I would for- 
ward to my Government, with such observations 
on the propriety or necessity of sending the whole 
of them, as the Dey should express. By this 
means, if the proposition should be accepted, 
time would be given to make preparations for 
future events, or, at any rate, our commerce in 
this sea might have been secured by giving time- 
ly notice, and putting our vessels on their guard. 
But the Dey refused to listen tg it, and repeated 
his first orders. . 

* On leaving the palace, I reflected upon the 
very critical and alarming situation of our affairs 
with the Regency, which was not only brought 
on in the most. unexpected manner, but without 
any. reasonable or. justifiable cause of complaint 
on the part of the Dey. Itappeared to me that 
he had determined to take a measure which I 
had for some time past apprehended, and which I 
had more than oncethe honor of intimating to 
the honorable the Secretary of State, particularly 
in my letter of the29th May last, viz : That after 
having concluded a truce with Portugal, and see- 
ing Sicily under the protection of the British, he 
must iake war upon some other nation, with or 
without a cause, in order to employ his cruisers ; 
and that the extended and unprotected commerce 
of the United States offered greater prospects of 
advantage from plunder and capture thau he 
could expect from any other nation. The ulti- 
mate consequence of such conduet he would 
never calculate; neither would he be restrained 
by any sense of shame, or of the flagrant injus- 
lice of the act. 

* In this state of embarrassment, and with these 
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reflections, I was still determined to try all possi- 
ble means to accommodate the present difficul- 
ties, before the ultimate period fixed by the Dey 
should arrive; but if that could not be effected, I 
should prepare, if possible, to pay the balance 
demanded in money, to prevent the loss of the 
ship and cargo, the detention of all Americans in 
Algiers, and the immediate capture of others. 

“Tn order to raise the money I proposed to sell 
the cargo of the ship, as the Dey would not re- 
ceive it, and pay him the proceeds in cash to- 
wards the balance, but he absolutely forbid the 
sale of any article on board her. Thus situated, 
Ihad no other means left but to endeavor to ob- 
tain the money on my bills, and while I was 
using every means in my power, and through 
every channel that could be devised, to have mat- 
ters accommodated before they came to the last 
extremity, I was not inattentive to the necessity 
I might be under of procuring the money in the 
last moment. 

* As the discussions on our business had taken 
place either at the marine or in the palace, in 
presence of all those usually attending there, it 
was no secret ; and I had the satisfaction of hear- 
ing a general sentiment of disapprobation ex- 
pressed on account of the Dey’s conduct, more 
strongly than I could have supposed it would 
have been done, when it was known in what awe 
and dread every one beheld the present Dey, 
whose severity is almost without example. 

“The only quarter from which money could 
be obtained at any rate was the house of Bacri, 
and upon application to him to know if I could 
depend upon him in the last extremity, he raised 
many difficulties on account of the limited time, 
of the many very heavy payments which they 
had been obliged to make lately for the cargoes 
of the Greek prizes purchased by them, which 
had entirely absorbed their cash, &e. He also 
made some objection to the security of such bills 
on account of my being obliged to leave the Re- 
gency; to that I answered, that I should not de- 
sire any one to become my security, as the same 
‘objection would naturally occur to them, and 
that if I should give bills, I must candidly say 
that, if the vessel should not afterwards be per- 
mitted to depart with her cargo, (as I had some 
apprehensions, from the shameful conduct of the 
Dey, might be the case, in violation of his word,) 
the bills would not be paid, as the proceeds of the 
cargo, at the place to which she might go, must 
be depended upon towards discharging such bills. 
He said he would consider the subject, and give 
me an answer on Friday as to the practicability 
of getting the money, if it must be had, and the 
terms which would be expected for it. 

“On Friday J made the last effort to effect an 
accommodation, and flattered myself with some 
little prospect of success, as the Minister of the 
Marine, and some others of the principal officers 
of the Regency, had expressed their regret at 
What had happened, and had promised to do eve- 
rything in their power to induce the Dey to alter 
his determination, if the Dey should introduce 
the subject before them, on this day, when they 


all met him at the palace to go with him to the 
mosque, it being the Mahomedan sabbath; but 
they candidly acknowledged that if he did not 
bring the matter forward, no one would dare to 
introduce it, as they knew the obstinacy-of his 
temper, and dreaded the effects of his resentment. 

“I had communicated to the Minister of the 
Marine the proposition which I made in the pal- 
ace on Wednesday, for the Dey to take this cargo 
on account, and to pay the balance, if any, in 
cash, &c., which he did not hesitate to declare he 
thought highly reasonable, and such as should be 
satisfactory ; but, at the same time, remarked on 
the inflexible obstinacy of the Dey, when he had 
once taken his resolution. 

“At one o'clock my dragoman brought mea 
message from the Dey, which he said was his 
last, and irrevocably fixed, viz: that I should to- 
morrow morning pay into the treasury twenty- 
seven thousand Spanish dollars, which he claimed 
as the balance of annuities from the United 
States, and then depart from the Regency with 
my family, and all other citizens of the United 
States in Algiers, in the ship which had brought 
the stores, in fulfilment of treaty stipulations, and 
which he had. refused to receive; or that the ship 
and cargo, with all other Americans now in Al- 
giers, should be detained, the former confiscated, 
the latter kept in slavery, and that war should be 
instantly declared against the United States. 

*'This message determined the business and 
closed every door of hope for an accommodation. 
It was eonfirmed by the Minister of Marine, who 
said that the subject having been introduced by 
the Dey in their presence, he and the other Min- 
isters had urged everything they dared, to induce 
the Dey to alter his determination, and to accept 
my proposition, but in vain. He was inflexible, 
and the alternative must be taken immediately. 

“T had now my ultimate choice to make be- 
tween the payment of the money, if it could be 
obtained, and the certain loss of the vessel and 
cargo, worth much more than the sum claimed 
by the Dey, and the immediate slavery of more 
than twenty American citizens (including my- 
self and family) now in Algiers, with the high- 
est probability of many American vessels and 
their erews being captured before it would be 
possible to give notice of what had happened, to 
enable them to consult their safety by remaining 
in port, as the port of Algiers had been shut 
since the sailing of their cruisers on the 13th 
instant, and of course no opportunity had offered 
to communicate an account of these transactions 
to any of our Consuls in the Mediterranean. 

*] therefore made my electicn to pay the 
money, if it coüld be obtained, especially as the 
departure of the Allegany would afford an oppor- 
tunity of giving the most speedy information to 
every part of this sea, and guard American ves- 
sels against falling into the hands of the Algerine 
cruisers now out; as Ican now have bur little 
doubt of the Dey's having given orders to his 
cruisers, on their sailing, to detain and send in 
such American vessels as they may find. For it 
must clearly be seen that he has no reasonable or 
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justifiable ground for his present demand and con-. 
duct, and I am in a great measure confirmed in 
my apprehensions: entertained and. expressed in 
my last letters to the honorable the Secretary of 
State, that after the truce with Portugal and the 
protection of the Sicilians by the English, he 
would make war upon some nation to employ 
his cruisers; and that none offered a better pros- 
pect than the vessels of the United States. 

“The present posture of affairs between the 
United States and Great Britain, just on the point 
of open hostilities, would afford another guard 
and security against our sending a force into this 
sea to protect our commerce now here, or revenge 
the insult and injury inflieted on us; especially, 
too, as under present circumstances, he must sup- 
pose, that it would be gratifying to the British, 
with whom, there is every reason to believe, he 
has a treaty offensive and defensive. 

& T sent for Mr. Bacri, and informed him of my 
determination to pay the money and depart from 
Algiers,and should depend upon him for it. But 
that if, after paying the money, the vessel and 
Americans should not be allowed to depart from 
Algiers (which I had reason to apprehend from 
the Dey’s outrageous and extraordinary conduct 
might happen notwithstanding his declaration) 
the bills which I might draw would not be paid 
at Gibraltar; for, that.I must depend upon the 
sale of the cargo of this. vessel to meet the bills as 
far as it would go; and that I gave him this in- 
formation, that he might know the ground on 
which he stood. . He replied that he should have 
full faith in the bills on that condition, and then 
observed that the sacrifice which must be made 
to obtain the money at the moment, could not 
be less than twenty-five per cent. After some 
further discussion of the subject, and knowing the 
impossibility of obtaining the money from any 
other quarter, (about which I had made inquiry 
for two days past,) I agreed to give him the ad- 
vance, whieh brought the amount to $33,750 ; 
and in the evening gave hima bill, at thirty days 
sight, on John Gavino, Esq., Consul of the Uni- 
ted States at Gibraltar, in favor of Moise Levy 
Valensen, of Gibraltar, value received of Jacob 
Cain Bacri, of Algiers, on account of the United 
States of America, to pay a balance claimed by 
the Day of Algiers, for annuities from the United 
States, the Dey having refused to receive the 
naval and military stores sent from the United 
States, agreeably to treaty stipulation, to pay 
such balance as might be due. J also stipulated | not return there again, but must go on board, as 
with Mr. Bacri, that he should cause the money the vessel was getting under way, and that the 
to be paid into the Treasury to-morrow morning, | dragoman would go up to conduct my family 
so as not to give any ground for detaining the | down and on board, which was accordingly done, 
vessel, or raising any new difficulties on that ac- | and the vessel got out of the port about 7 o’clock, 
count, which he promised to do. : A. M. 

“ J gave to John Norderling, Esq., his Swedish *'The persons embarked on board the Alle- 
Majesty’s Agent General at Algiers, a letter ac- | gany, besides the captain and crew, (consisting 
cepting his friendly offer to take care of my prop- of seven persons,) are myself, my wife, and my 
erty left at Algiers, and also requesting his kind- | son, (who arrived from the United States via 
ness to be extended to any American citizens | Gibraltar, on the 15th instant,) Mr. Jonathan S. 
who might arrive in Algiers after my departure, Smith, of Philadelphia, who has been in Algiers 
or be unhappily brought in by the cruisers of the these two years past, with some coffee for sale, 
Regency. which he has thought proper to abandon, and 


“The following isan extract from my letter 
to Mr. Norderling. . : 

** *As' my departure from Algiers is compulsive, 
I eave.no person directly charged with the affairs 
of the United States of America in this Regency. 
But should any of our citizens arrive here, or be 
unhappily brought in, your kindness to them will 
be gratefully acknowledged, and the necessary 
and reasonable expenses for the support of such 
as are destitute will be paid by the Government 
of the United States.’ : 
: “ Through the day of Friday, and in the eye- 
ning, my acquaintance of all descriptions called 
upon me, and the unfeigned sorrow expressed by 
all of them of every denomination, sufficiently 
evinced the regard they had for us. And the 
undisguised disapprobation and disgust ex- 
pressed by all classes at the Dey’s conduct, must, 
I think, end in some disastrous event for him. 

“Very early on Saturday morning the drago- 
man came to my house, and informed me that 
Jacob Bacri had paid the money to the Regency, 
and soon after the Minister of the Marine sent for 
me to go to the Marine, where he informed me 
it was the Dey’s order that myself and all the 
other Americans should embark immediately, 
and depart from Algiers. He expressed his re- 
gret at what had happened, and declared that it 
was against his strong advice and wishes, and 
hoped that everything might yet be accommoda- 
ted after the Dey's phantasy should have passed, 
&c. lintimated to him my suspicions and ap- 
prehensions that orders had been given to the 
cruisers, which sailed on the 13th instant, to cap- 
ture American vessels. He assured me that if 
such orders had been given by the Dey to the 
commander of the squadron, he was ignorant of 
it, and that he hoped it was not the case. How 
far his reply is to be relied on I am not able to say. 

“J requested the Minister to give me a certifi- 
cate of the ship Allegany having been sent away 
by order of the Dey, that in case she should be 
met by any of the cruisers now out, they might 
not molest or stop her. This he declined, saying 
that their cruisers were all at the east of Algiers, 
and that if any one should molest or detain the 
vessel, the Dey would punish the commander 
most severely, &c. This did not satisfy me; but 
[could not prevail upon him to give the passport. 

“When I parted from the Minister 1 was 
about to return to my own house to accompany 
my wife on board the vessel; but he said I must 
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says he shall seek for indemnification from the 
"United States. I advised him to sell it, as it was 
not. possible for the ship to take it on board, us 
she was entirely filled with the cargo which she 
brought out, but he did not think proper to com- 
ply with my advice; Mr. John Vallet, a natural- 
ized citizen. of the United States, whom I have 
mentioned in my letter of the 29th May, a copy 
of whieh I have now the honor to enclose, as 
well as that of the 30th of April, and a Mr. 
Pinto, also a naturalized citizen of the United 
States, certificate from South Carolina. 

“On the evening of our leaving Algiers we 
spoke a British letter of marque, bound to Malta, 
and as the weather did not admit of sending a 
letter on. board, I desired the captain to inform 
the American. Consul at that place that I had 
been ordered from Algiers, and, as there was no 
doubt but that the Algerine eruisers would cap- 
ture any American vessels they might meet, de- 
sired that he would give notice thereof to all 
American vessels in Malta, and extend the in- 
formation in every direction possible. 

* Yesterday we were boarded by His Britannic 
Majesty’s brig Goshawk, which was going with 
a convoy to Alicant and Majorca, to the com- 
mander of which brig I gave letters to our Con- 
suls in those places, a copy of which I have the 
honor to enclose, and requested the said com- 
mander to give the notice of my being ordered 
from Algiers, &c., to any American vessels he 
might meet at sea, and make the same known 
wherever he might go. I shall forward my cir- 
cular to any places to which we may meet ves- 
sels going, until I reach Gibraltar, whence I 
shall disperse my circulars by every opportunity 
which may offer, to all ports of this sea, as well 
as to the ports in the Atlantic. 

^ The officers of the Goshawk who boarded us, 
gave information that the British Orders in 
Council, laying restraints on neutral commerce, 
had been revoked, and that the British cruisers 
had orders not to molest American vessels, as an 
evidence of which he did not even ask for a sight 
of the Allegany’s papers. 

“I took passports for the ship from the French 
and Spanish Consuls before I left Algiers. The 
English Consul did not furnish any, although I 
applied to him for that purpose. F did not ask 
them from the Swede or the Dane, as they have 
no vessels in this sea. 

“I have now, sir, given you a faithful and de- 
tailed account of this extraordinary and unex- 
pected transaction. While I feel conscious that 
no exertion was wanting on my part, and no 
means in my power left unattempted to make an 
accommodation, when the difficulties were first 
brought forward, and during the whole course of 
this unexampled proceeding; and that my ulti- 
mate decision was made on the ground of neces- 
sity, to prevent a greater evil to my country; I 
trust that the Presidentand our Government will 
approve my conduct. The law passed on the 
Ist of May, 1810, restricting the Consuls in Bar- 
bary to the sum of three thousand dollars annually, 
to be employed in presents, &c., without the spe- 


cial permission of the President first obtained, 
prevented my making those attempts in a pecuni- 
ary way, for opening a door to accommodation, 
which I should otherwise have done; but, upon 
a review of the whole of the circumstances at- 
tending this. business, I have now my doubts 
whether any.sum which the United States might 
have thought proper to bestow, would have an- 
swered the purpose. 1 thought it my duty, how- 
ever, to make some attempts in that way, upon 
the scale to which J was limited; but it had not 
the desired effect. 

* The character of the present Dey, Hadge Alli 
Bashaw, is that of a severe, obstinate, and cruel 
man. Heissaid to be inflexible in his resolutions, 
and will bear nocontradiction or reasoning. He 
has kept the soldiers in more subjection during 
his reign than they have been accustomed to for 
many reigns before, and no one dares approach 
him, but those whose duty calls them into his 


presence, or who are sent for by him. He has 


not granted an audience to any Consul for nearly 
a year past, except to a new English Consul who 
arrived in April last: and would not see the old 
Consul before his departure. The tales told of 
his personal conduct in the palace, bespeak him a 
man deprived, at times, of his reason. His con- 
duct with respect to our affairs is almost an evi- 
dence of his insanity ; and I am very much mis- 
iaken if it does not hasten his exit from this world ; 
but while he reigns he is most absolute. And I 
have very little hopes of his refraining from ma- 
king war upon the United States. There is every 
reason to apprehend, from what has taken place, 
as before detailed, that the cruisers had orders to 
capture American vessels, before their departure 
from Algiers, on the 13th instant. In which case 
some vessels will undoubtedly fall into their hands 
before the notice I have given, or may give, cau 
reach the ports where they may be, and prevent 
their sailing. It therefore behooves the Govern- 
ment to prepare for such an event, and to deter- 
mine in what manner they will meet it. Should 
our differences with Great Britain be so accommo- 
dated as to admit of sending a naval force into 
this sea, I am sure there is only one course which 
the Government will pursue, and what has now 
taken place may be a happy and fortunate event 
for the United States,by relieving them from a 
disgraceful tribute, and an imperious and piratical 
depredation on their commerce. If our small 
naval force can operate freely in this sea, Algiers 
will be humbled to the dust. 

* Spain would undoubtedly be ready and wil- 
ling, as far as she might be able, to co-operate 
with any nation against Algiers; for the enor- 
mous demands made upon the former by the lat- 
ter not having been coinplied with, the Algerines 
have lately takea vessels and property from the 
Spaniards to the amount of more than one hun- 
dred thousand dollars, and have upwards of filty 
of the subjects of that nation in slavery. They 
still permit, or rather compel the Consul to re- 
main at Algiers, and have not declared war against 
Spain, whose ally seems to view these depreda- 
tions with indifference. The French may be 
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nearly in a state‘of?opén-hostility with them; and 
the Algerines know, that in the event of a peace 
between. Great Britain and France, ‘they must 
submit to the will of the latter Power. Sweden 
and Denmark are in arrears for four or fivé 
annuities, and nothing but a knowledge that 
these Powers have no commerce in this sea, on 
whioh they can depredate, prevents their making 
war upon.them. In the mean time, the Consuls 
of these nations pay annually a considerable sum 
in money for their forbearance, while the account 
of annuities is accumulating. All the Sicilians 
have been beén released, through the interference 
of the English, from Tunis and Tripoli; and at 
my departure from Algiers, Lord William Ben- 
tinck was daily at that place, to treat for the Sici- 
lians in slavery there. The Portuguese have re- 
deemed all their subjects in slavery at Algiers, 
and extended their truce with the Regency for one 
ear. 

* I shall proceed in the Allegany to Gibraltar, 
where I shall dispose, of her cargo which has 
been refused by the Dey of Algiers, to meet, as 
far as it will go, the bill beforementioned, and 
for the remainder shall draw upon the honorable 
the Secretary of State. At thesame time, I shall 
send to Mr. Simpson, our Consul at Tangier, the 
gun barrels intended for the Emperor of Morroco, 
as well as a copy of your letter respecting the 
change of passports, with a proportion of the tops, 
and one of the new passports. The same will be 
done io Tunis and: Tripoli, from which places I 
have heard nothing since I had last the honor of 
writing tóyou. I shall also from thence dispense 
information of what happened at Algiers, to all 
poris of this sea, as beforementioned, and shall 
add to this Jetter (if an opportunity should not 
offer of forwarding it before my arrival) such oc- 
currences or information as I may meet there. 

“On the 13th instant, the whole naval force of 
Algiers sailed on a eruise to the eastward, sup- 
posed to be destined against Tunis, or to make a 
descent on some part of Sardinia, for the pur- 
pose of getting slaves. It consisted of the follow- 
ing vessels: 


. À frigate of 50 guns and 500 men. 
` ] do. 46 460 

2 do. 44 450 men each, 900 

1 do. (new) 38 400 

9 corvettes, 24 guns each, 500 

l do. 22 230 
' 2 brigs, — 22 guns each, 450 

1 xebeck, 20 200 

1 schooner, 4 40 

1 row galley, 50 


6 gunboats, sloop rigged, carrying one 24 poun- 
der and one 11 inch mortar each. 
- “The heaviest cannon in their frigates are 
eighteen pounders, but these do not extend through 
the whole battery, having some twelve pounders 
among them; the other guns are nine and six 
pounders. The corvettes and brigs carry twelve, 
nine, and six pounders; none of them have car- 
ronades. 

“ The large frigate is about six years old, and 
the best of the squadron. She is about the size 


of out 36:gun frigates. Three of the others are 
very old ships, hardly seaworthy, about the size 
of our 32 gun frigates. Thatof 38 guns isa new 
ship, launched at Algiers about two months since 
and' is about.500 tons burden. The two corvettes 
of 24 guns are Greek prizes, converted into cruis- 
ers, about 400 tons burden.each. The corvette 
of the 22 guns is an old vessel of about 350 tons. 
The two brigs are about 250, and the xebeck 200 
tons. Four of the frigates, one corvette, and the 
two brigs, are coppered. 

“ The Algerines have not another vessel of war, 
beside those mentioned, excepting three gunboats, 
of the size of those sent out, which are unfit for 
service. All their small open gunboats, for the 
defence of the bay, are either broken up or entirely 
unfit for service. —— 

* The squadron beforementioned is commanded 
by their famous captain Rais Hammida, who bears 
the title of Admiral. He is a bold, active, enter- 
prising commander, but entirely unacquainted 
with any regular mode of fighting; he has not 
the advantage of being a Turk, or even an Alge- 
tine by birth, and his advancement, which has 
been owing entirely to his activity, enterprise, 
and singular good fortune, has excited the jealousy 
and hatred of the other commanders, who are far 
inferior to him in point of talents; but he is much 
beloved by the sailors (ifsuch they may be called 
who go out in their eruisers.) He is an Arab of 
the mountains, of one of the tribe of Carbiles ; 
he came to Algiers when a boy, toseek a livelihood, 
asis the custom of those people, and going out 
in one of the cruisers, became attached to that 
mode of life, and has risen to his present rank. 
He is about 40 years old. 

“The crews of their cruisers consist principally 
of the lowest and most miserable order of people 
in Algiers, known by the name of Biscaries, and 
Carbiles, from the tribes to which they belong. 
They areeither taken from the streets at the mo- 
ment when a cruiser is about to sail, or, if a pre- 
vious cruise has been fortunate, they go on board 
voluntarily in great numbers, hoping to obtain 
plunder or prize money. As the last cruise of 
their corsairs was esteemed fortunate by the cap- 
ture of a number of Greek vessels loaded with 
wheat, and each man shared about fifty dollars, 
the vessels have been crowded with volunteers 
on the present cruise. Besides these, there are a 
few who may be called good seamen for Alge- 
rines; and about ten or twelve Turkish soldiers 
to every one hundred men on-board the vessel. 

“They know nothing of regular combat at sea, 
and, if kept from boarding distance, they could 
not withstand one-half their own force on board 
another vessel, which should be tolerably well 
managed in the usual mode of sea-fighting. It is 
on boarding, that they depend entirely to over- 
come an equal or any force that will contend with 
them. These attempts they sometimes make with 
a desperation bordering on madness; but, if foiled 
in that, they have no other resource. 

“ After this account of the Algerine cruisers 
and their crews, which is faithful and correct, I 
am sure that our brave officers and seamen would 


ee 
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them with one-half their force, if 
hould make a recurrence to arms 
d our ships could come 


rejoice to meet 
circumstances s 
necessary on our part, an 
freely into this sea. 
Enclosed is the account of the settlement of the 
cargo of the brig Paul Hamilton, made at the 
Palace on the 22d instant; and, although the prices 
allowed for the cordage and cables are at a great 
loss to the United States, yet, those given for the 
plank and turpentine, &c., make the settlement, 
upon the whole, as good as usual. And, had the 
cargo of the ship Allegany been received at the 
same rate, it would have paid the balance up to 
September next, which completes the seventeenth 
year of our treaty, according to our computation 
of time. The account of annuities between the 
United States and Algiers, as per treaty, stands 
simply thus: 
The U. States to the Dey and Regency of Algiers, Dn. 


To 17 annuities, ending September 5, 1812, 
at $21,600 per year - - - - $367,200 
Supra. Cn. 
By 144 annuities paid, as per receipts, at 
$31,600 per year - - - - - $313,200 
By a tiscary given at the last settlement for 
a balance in favor of the United States, 
14,480 old sequins - - - - - 26,064 
By the amount of stores brought by the brig 
Paul Hamilton, as per settlement, July 
22,1812 - - - - - = 12099 
Total - - - - - - $351,363 
Balance due to the Regency of Algiers on 
the 6th September, 1812. - - =- 15,837 
Aggregate - - - - - $367,200 


“The Regency of Algiers, counting the time 
by the Mahometan computation of 354 days to the 
year, make 174 years, which is an addition of half 
a year, or $510,800 to the above balance; which 
makes their balance $26,637 to the 5th Septem- 
ber, 1812, for which the Dey demands $27,000, 
in round numbers." 


GREAT BRITAIN. 


[Communieated to Congress, December 22, 1812.] 

To the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States : 

I transmit to the House of Representatives a 
report of the Secretary of State, complying with 
the resolution of the 9th instant. 

JAMES MADISON. 

Decemper 21, 1812. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Dec. 19, 1812. 
The Secretary of State, to whom was referred 
the resolution of the House of Kepresentatives 
of the 9th instant, requesting information touch- 
ing the conduct of British officers towards per- 
sons taken in American armed ships, has the 
honor to lay before the President the accompany- 


ing papers, marked A, B, C, from which it ap- 
pears that certain persons some of whom are 
said to be native, and others naturalized citizens 
of the United States, being parts of the crews of 
the United States! armed vessels the Nautilus 
and the Wasp, and the private armed vessel the 
Sarah Ann, have been seized, under the pretext 
of their being British subjects, by British officers, 
for the avowed purpose, as is understood, of hav- 
ing them brought to trial for their lives; and 
that others, being part of the crew of the Nau- 
tilus, have been taken into the British service. 

The Secretary of State begs leave, also, to 
lay before the President the papers marked D 
and E. From theseit will be seen that whilst 
the British naval officers arrest as criminals such 
persons taken on board American armed vessels 
as they may consider British subjects, they claim 
aright to retain on board British ships of war 
American citizens who may have married in 
England, or been impressed from on board Brit- 
ish merchant vessels; and that they consider 
an impressed American, when he is discharged 
from one of their ships,as a prisoner of war. 

All which is respectfully submitted. 


JAMES MONROE. 


A, No. 1. 


Extract of a letter from Lieutenant F. H. Babbitt to 
Master Commandant William H. Crane, of the 
United States’ Navy, (late of the United States’ 
brig Nautilus,) dated 


Bosron, Mass., Sept. 13, 1813. 


Enclosed I send you a description of the pro- 
portion of our little crew who have been so de- 
based and traitorous as to enter the service of our 
enemy : also,a list of those gallant fellows, whose 
glory it would have been to have lost their lives 
in the service of their country, and whose mis- 
fortune it has been to cross the Atlantic on sus- 
picion of their being British subjects; four of 
them native born Americans, and two natural- 
ized citizens. On their parting with me, and 
removal from the Africa of sixty-four guns to 
the Thetis frigate, (the latter with a convoy 
from England, then in 43? 30' north, and 46? 30' 
west,) their last request and desire was that I 
would particularly acquaint you with their situa- 
tion, with their determination never to prove 
traitors to that country whose flag they were 
proud to serve under, and whose welfare and 
prosperity they equally hoped and anticipated to 
realize. 


F. H. BABBITT. 


A list of men said to have entered on board His Brit- 
annic Majesty’s frigate Shannon, Commodore Broke, 
with their description, as far as known. 

_ Jesse Bares, seaman, and about five feet nine 

inches high, dark hair and complexion, dark snap- 

ping eyes, has an impediment in his speech, and 
at times affects lunacy ; has a wife and family in 

Boston, Massachusetts. 

SaMUEL Lang, marine, born in Kentucky, five 
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feet eight inches high, or thereabouts, and is sup- 
posed to be with Captain Hall, of the United 
States’ marines, New York. 

Joun Youne, marine, five feet five inches high, 
large mouth, enlisted with Captain Hall, navy 
yard, New York; when addressed, or is address- 
ing an officer,casts down his eyes. For his par- 
ticular description, as well as that of Joan Ross, 
marine, about five feet eight inches high, brown 
hair; full face, thick set, and a scowl ia his coun- 
tenance, refer to Captain John Hall. 

Joun O'NEAL, seaman, about twenty-five years 
of age, five feet five inches high, dark hair, sharp 
face, dark eyes, thick set,.and was shipped at 
Norfolk, Virginia, previous to your taking com- 
mand of the Nautilus. : 

-Wituram Jones, ordinary seaman, about five 
feet eight inches high, light hair, twenty-four 
years of age, full face, thick set, downcast look, 
and a very alert man; entered at New York, 
April last. F. H. BABDITT. 


A, No. 2. 
Sir John Borlase Warren to Mr. Monroe, 


; HaLirAx, 30th Sept., 1812. 

Sin: Having received information that a most 
unauthorized act has been committed by Com- 
modore Rodgers, in forcibly seizing twelve Brit- 
ish seamen,. prisoners of war, late belonging 
to the Guerriere, and taking them out of the 
English cartel brig Endeavor, on.her passage 
down the harbor of Boston, after they had been 
regularly embarked on board of her for an ex- 
ehange, agreeably to the arrangements settled 
between the two countries, and that the said 
British seamen, so seized, are now detained on 
board the United States! frigate President as 
hostages; I feel myself called upon to request, 
sir, your most serious attention to à measure so 
fraught with mischief and inconvenience, de- 
structive.of the good faith of a flag of truce and 
the sacred protection of a cartel. 1 should be 
extremely sorry that the imprudent act of any 
officer should involve consequences so particu- 
larly severe as the present instance must naturally 
produce, if repeated; and although it is very 
much my wish, during the continuance of the 
difference existing between the two countries, to 
adopt every measure that might render the effect 
of war less rigorous, yet, in another point of view, 
the conviction of the duty I owe my country 
would, in the event of such grievances as I have 
already stated being continued, not admit of any 
hesitation in retaliatory decisions; but as I am 
strongly persuaded of the high liberality of your 
sentiments, and that the act complained of has 
originated entirely with the officer who commit- 
ted it, and that it will be as censurable in your 
consideration as it deserves, I rely upon your 
taking such steps as will prevent a recurrence 
of conduct so extremely reprehensible in every 
shape. I have the honor to be, &c. 

. JOHN BORLASE WARREN, 
Admiral of the Blue, 4c. 

His Exe'y James Monroe, Esq. 


| like assurance from D. Rogers. 


Mr. Monroe to Sir John Borlase Warren. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 

TN October 28, 1812. 
Sin: Ihave had the honor to receive your letter 
of the 30th September, complaining that Commo- 
dore Rodgers, commanding a squadron of the Uni- 
ted States’ Navy at the port of Boston, had taken 
twelve British seamen, lately belonging to His 
Britannic Majesty's ship the Guerriere, from. a 
cartel in the harbor of Boston, and that he de- 
tained them on board the President, a frigate of 
the United States, as hostages. 

Iam instructed to inform you that inquiry 
shall be made into the circumstances attending, 
and the causes which produced the act of which 
you complain, and that such measures will be 
taken, on a knowledge of them, as may comport 
with the rights of both nations, and may be pro- 
pet in the case to which they relate. 

I beg you, sir, to be assured that it is the sin- 
cere desire of the President to see (and to pro- 
mote, so far as depends on the United States,) 
that the war which exists between our countries 
be conducted with the most utmost regard to 
humanity. I have the honor, &c. 

JAMES MONROE. 

Sır Joun BonLAsE WARREN, 

Admiral of the Blue, $c. 


B 


Wasuineton, December 17, 1812. 
Sin: Ihave the honor to annex a list of twelve 
of the crew of the United States’ sloop of war 
Wasp, detained by Captain John Beresford, of 
the British ship Poictiers, under the pretence of 
their being British subjects. : 
I have the honor to be, &c. 
GEORGE 8. WISE, Purser. 


Hon. Paur HauiLToN, Secr'y Navy. 


[List referred to in the preceding note, marked B.] 
Wasuineron City, Dec, 17, 1812. 

Joun McCtoup, boatswain, has been in the 
service since 1804. Married in Norfolk in 1804 
or 1805,and has a wife and four children there. 

Joun SrepHens, boatswain's mate, has been 
in the service for six years. 

Gsorce M. D. Rean, quartermaster, has a pro- 
tection, and has sailed out of New York and Phil- 
adelphia for several years. 

William Mitchell, James Gothright, John 
Wright, Thomas Phillips, Peter Barron, seamen ; 
John Connor, John Rose, George Brooks, ordi- 
nary seamen; and Dennis Dougherty, marine. 
The greater number, if not all, had protections 
at the time of entering and being taken. Two 
others were detained, John Wade and Thomas 
Hutchins, but were given up; the former on 
Captain Jones’s. assuring Captain Beresford he 
knew him to be a native citizen; the latter on a 
William Miteh- 
ell was in the service during 1805 and 1806, in 
the Mediterranean. 

GEORGE S. WISH, Purser. 
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was never at sea before; never had a protection. 
Pluck is twenty-seven years old, five feet six and 
.a half inches high, and has a scar on his left cheek 
bone ; entered on board the Sarah Ann at Bal- 
timore. 

Thomas Rodgers, seamen, says he was born in 
Waterford, Ireland, but has resided many years 
in the United States, and has been duly natural- 
ized; a copy of which naturalization is filed in 
the custom-house at Baltimore; is known by 
Joseph Carey, and Tom Rodgers, cork-cutter, 
both of Baltimore; has a wife and three children 
in Baltimore ; has lost his protection, but requests. 
Joseph Carey to do all he can to effect his dis- 
charge from the British. Rodgers entered on board 
the Sarah Ann in Baltimore. 

George Roberts, a colored man and seaman. 
This man I had not an opportunity of question- 
ing, but lknow him to be à native born citizen of 
the United States, of which fact he had every 
sufficient document, together with free papers. 
Roberts entered on board the Sarah Ann in Bal- 
timore, where he is married. ome 

Sonty Taylor, boy, says he was born in Hack- 
ensack, New Jersey, but has neither friends, rela- 
tions, nor acquaintance there; says. Jane Snow- 
den, of Savannah, Georgia, is his mother ; never 
had a protection. "Taylor is fifteen years old, has 
brown hair and light complexion; he entered on 
board the Sarah Áun in Savannah. 

RICHARD MOON, 
Late commander of the Sarah Ann. 


C. 
Extract of a letter from Major General Pinckney to 
the Secretary of War, dated 
HhBADQUARTERS, CHARLESTON, 
November 4, 1812. 

Information having been given upon oath to 
Lieutenant Grandison, who at present commands 
in the Naval Department here, that six American 
seamen, who had been taken prisoners on board 
of our privateers, had been sent to Jamaica to be 
tried as British subjects, for treason, he called 
upon the marshal to retain double that number 
of British seamen as hostages. The marshal, in 
consequence of instructions from the Department 
of State, asked my advice on the subject, and I 
have given my opinion that they ought to be 
detained until the pleasure of the President shall 
be known. The testimony of Captain Moon is 
herewith. I hope, sir, you will have the good- 
ness to have this business put in the proper train 
to have the President’s pleasure on this subject 
communicated to the marshal.’ 


Copy of a letter from Captain Moon, of the privateer 
Sarah Ann. 
Nassau, New PROVIDENCE, 
October 14, 1812. 

Six of my crew, claimed as British subjects, 
were this day taken out of jail and put on board 
His Majesty’s brig the Sappho, and sailed for 
Jamaica, where, it is said, they are to be tried for 
their lives ; consequently, I questioned each, re- 
spectively, as to the place of their nativity, and 
title to protection by the American Government, 
when they stated as follows, to wit: 

. David Dick, seaman, that he was born in the 
north of Ireland, but has resided in the United 
States ever since the year 1793; has served ten 
years in the United States’ Navy, viz: on board 
the frigates Chesapeake, President, Constitution, 
John Ádams, schooner Enterprise, and gunboat 
No.2. David Dick, shoemaker, in Alexandria, is 
his uncle. Dick is about five feet six and a half 
inches high, dark hair, hasa scar on his left elbow 
and one on each wrist; he entered on board the 
Sarah Ann in Baltimore. 

John Gaul, seamen, says he was born in Mar- 
blehead, State of Massachusetts, where his par- 
ents, brothers, and sisters now reside; is married 
in New York, aud his wife (Mary Gaul) lives in 
Roosevelt street, No. 37 ; hasa regular discharge 
from the Navy of the United States, by Captain 
Hugh G. Campbell, dated at St. Mary's, Georgia, 
14th August, 1812 ; says he has served on board 
the United States? brig Vixen, and gunboats No. 
10 and No. 158, from the last of which he was 
discharged. Gaul is twenty-seven years of age, 
about five feet. seven inches high, brown hair, 
light complexion ; he entered on board the Sarah 
Ann in Baltimore. 

Michael Pluck, ordinary seamen, says he was 
born in Baltimore; his parents are dead, but he 
is known by William, Doulan, Thomas Turner, 
and MeDonald, of Baltimore; has a sister in some 
part of Pennsylvania, whose name is Ann Welsh ; 


D. 

Copy of a letter from Admiral Warren to Mr. Mit- 
chill, agent for the, exchange of American prisoners 
of war, dated 

Hauirax, Oct. 21, 1812. 
Sin: I have the honor to receive your letter 
and its enclosures, relating to Thomas Dunn,* 
and beg leave to inform you that it appears the 
said man is married in England, has been eight 

years in His Majesty’s service, and received a 

pension from Government; under these circum- 

stances, and the man never having made any ap- 
plieation for his discharge from prison, he con- 
tinues on board the Statira. 
I have the honor to be, sir, your most obedient, 
humble servant, 
JOHN BORLASE WARREN. 


E. 


Extract of a letter from William H. Savage, late agent 
for American seamen and commerce at Jamaica, to 
the Secretary of State, dated 

Wasuineton, Dec. 1, 1812. 

I take the liberty to enclose you copies of a cor- 
respondence which took place between Vice 
Admiral Stirling (commanding the Jamaica sta- 
tion) and myself, since the declaration of war. I 


*The application was made at the request of his 
father, John Dunn, of Boston, who transmitted a de- 
position of his birth. 
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should ‘have furnished it you at an earlier period, 
but an accident prevented, which I was not aware 
of until my arrival at this city. 


No. 1. 


Copy of my letter to Vice Admiral Stirling, command- 
ing on the Jamaica station, on the subject of Amer- 
ican seamen, after the declaration of war. 


Kineston, Jamaica, Aug. 6; 1812. 


Sin: Enclosed is a copy of a letter received by 
me yesterday from on board His Majesty’s ship 
Sappho, purporting to have been written by four 
American seamen‘on board that ship, with a view 
to solicit my aid towards effecting their discharge, 
in consequence of the declaration of war by the 
Government of the United States against Great 
Britain. — 

In making this application, Iam fully aware 
that my duties ceased as agent for the commerce 
and seamen of the United States on the know- 
ledge of such declaration being made known here ; 
but, sir, I am led to believe that, at this period, it 
will not be deemed inadmissible on your part to 
receive, nor improper on mine to make, the re- 
quest that you will be pleased to grant an order 
for the discharge of these seamen, feeling con- 
scious (should they even not be protected with 
the usual documents. afforded to citizens of the 
United States) that an English seaman would 
not declare himself otherwise than such under 
existing circumstances. 

I seize the present opportunity, also, to forward 
to you twenty-one documents, as proofs of the 
citizenship of that number of seamen, said to 
have been impressed by ships of war on this sta- 
tion, the greatest number of which have been 
heretofore unsuccessfully claimed by me on be- 
half of the United States, and which may still 
comprise, at this time, some part of the crews of 
His Majesty’s ships on this station. 

I beg further tostateto you, that I have received 
numerous applications from on board various of 
His Majesty’s ships on this station, for the relief 
of seamen, who, I doubt not, are entitled to the 
protection of the American Government, many 
of them having with them the proofs of their cit- 
izenship, as Iam led to believe from the assertions 
contained in their communications. Applica- 
tions have also been made for the relief of many, 
without saccess; the latter amount in number to 
forty-six, as per list of names erclosed, several of 
whom, I understand, have been shifted (since their 
impressment) on board of other vessels than those 
they were at first taken on board of. All of 
which I beg to offer for your consideration, feel- 
ing, as I do, anxious to extend my last efforts in 
behalf of those seamen who are entitled to them, 
and at the same time being impressed with the 
idea that it would be foreign to you, sir, to retain 
any Amerieans in the service of the navy of 
Great Britain, contrary to their disposition, during 
the present conflict. I therefore take the liberty 
of adding to my former request, that you will be 
pleased to grant orders that such seamen may be 


discharged from duty on board His Majesty’s 
ships on this station. 
With sentiments of the highest respect, &c. 
WILLIAM H. SAVAGE. 


No. 2. 


Copy of Vice Admiral Stirling’s Secretary’s letter in 
answer to mine to the Vice Admiral, of 6th Au- 
gust 1812. 

ApnuiRAL's Penn, Aug. 7, 1812. 

Sir: Iam desired by Vice Admiral Stirling to 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter of yester- 
day’s date, and to acquaint you that directions 
were given some days ago that all seamen in the 
squadron under his command, who can prove 
themselves to. be American born subjects, should 
be sent to the prison-ship until an exchange of 
prisoners is established between the two countries, 
in consequence of the late declaration of war by 
tbe United States against Great Britain. 

I return, herewith, the papers which accom- 

panied your letter, and am, sir, &c. 


C. STIRLING, Je., Secretary. 


No. 3. 
Extract of a letter from William H. Savage, Esq., late 
agent for American seamen and commerce at Ja- 
maica, to Charles Stirling, Jr., Esq., dated 


Kineston, Sept. 16, 1812. 

In answer to my letter of the 6th ultimo, you 
were pleased to inform me that directions had 
been given by the Vice Admiral, some days prior 
to the date of my letter, for the removal of all 
native Americans (who could prove themselves 
such) from on board His Majesty’s ships to that 
of the prison-ship; but as some time has now 
elapsed since you were pleased to give me this 
information, and learning that some instances of 
detention at present exist on board His Majesty's 
schooner Decouverte, I am led to embrace the 
subject again, as, in one instance, I shall hope to 
satisfy Vice Admiral Stirling of the man's being 
entitled to his removal from duty on board His 
Majesty’s schooner of war. The person alluded 
to is Elijah Stirling, an American seaman, who 
was impressed from on board the British mer- 
chant ship Brilliant, at the bay of Honduras, in 
the early part of the year 1810, by His Majesty’s 
schooner Flor del Mar, and has since been de- 
tained on board of various of His Majesty’s ships 
on this station, although provided with a regular 
protection, which instrument this man got con- 
veyed to me about the 20th of September follow- 
ing, and which was by me forwarded to Admiral 
Rowley, accompanied (as usual in like cases) 
with a request that the man might be discharged. 
On the receipt of my letter,the Admiral answered, 
through his secretary, that the nature of Stirling’s 
impressment was such that he could not comply 
with my request; but which answer was unac- 
companied, in return, with the protection in ques- 
lion, and what has become of it lam unable to 


say. 
"bout this period I was led to understand from 
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Admiral Rowley, that.all American seamen who 
should be impressed from on board any British 
merchant vessel would be retained in the service 
of His Majesty ; but that all American seamen 
who should be impressed from on board of Amer- 
ican vessels would, on application, accompanied 
by proof, be discharged. As this information 
was received about the period of my application 
for the discharge of Stirling, I-was led to conclude 
it stamped the nature of his impressment ; and 
what confirmed it in my mind was, that I receiv- 
ed similar assurances to various applications 
made for American seamen, who had, under va- 
rious circumstances, shipped on board of British 
ships, and were from thence impressed on board 
of His Majesty’s ships of war, all of which, I hope, 
the Admiral will be pleased to take into conside- 
ration ; for, to insist on the service of this man, I 
think, will be a dereliction to the marked manner 
of his amiable endeavors to distinguish and re- 
lieve American seamen from duty on board the 
squadron under his'command. I beg to enclose 
a note from Mr. Meek, the late secretary, relative 
to my application for this man’s discharge, and 
to observe that, if it is possible, the protection 
may yet be found among the papers of the late 
secretary, as it has not been usual to return me 
the protections of those men whose applications 
for discharge were not complied with. 

I beg furthermore to observe, that there ap- 

ears also to be on board His Majesty’s schooner 

ecouverte two other American seamen, viz: 
John Englefield and Richard Lauderkin, the for- 
mer of whom asserts that he served his appren- 
ticeship to the trade of a cooper at Boston, but has 
lost his protection; the latter declares himself to 
be a native of Rhode Island, and that his protec- 
tion has been destroyed by Mr. Oliver, comman- 
der of His Majesty’s schooner Decouverte. I 
shall not now animadvert on the impropriety of 
such a circumstance, but request, should the in- 
stance here cited be found correct, that they may 
meet the attention of the Vice Admiral. E 


No. 4. 
Extract of a letter from Vice Admiral Stirling’s Sec- 


retary to W. H. Savage, Esq., in answer to his of 
the 16th September, 1812. 


Apmirav’s Penn, Sept. 19, 1812. 

I have just received your letter of the 16th in- 
stant, which I have laid before Vice Admiral 
Stirling, and I am directed to acquaint you that 
Elijah Stirling and other persons on board of His 
Majesty’s schooner Decouverte, said to be Ameri- 
can seamen, have not, when called upon, pro- 
duced proof of being subjects of the United 
States. They do not fall under the description 
of persons which I informed you in my letter of 
the 7th ultimo were intended to be discharged 
from the King’s service, and to be detained on 
board the prison-ship until an exchange of priso- 
ners takes place with America. 

The note from Mr. Meek, dated the 21st Sep- 
tember, 1810, is returned herewith; and as it ap- 
pears thereby that Admiral Rowley thought the 


circumstances under which Elijah Stirling was 
impressed did not permit him to be discharged, 
Vice Admiral Stirling does not feel himself jus- 
tified in attending to the man’s wishes on a bare 
assertion. "The protection you allude to is not 
to be found among Admiral Rowley's papers left 
in this office. 


[The following documents, relating to the same sub- 
ject, were communicated to Congress by the Mes- 
sage of January 22, 1813.] 


Extract of a letter from John Mitchell, Esq., agent 
for American prisoners of war at Halifax, to the 
Secretary of State, dated 


Decemeer 5, 1812. 

I cover you a copy of a correspondence which 
took place in consequence of different applica- 
tions I received, either by letter or personal, from 
persons detained on beard His Britannic Majes- 
ty’s ships of war in this place. 

I formerly mentioned to you that the Admiral 
had assured me, that he would discharge all the 
citizens of the United States who were in the 
fleet, and actually did discharge several. This 
induced me to think I should be correct, and in 
the perfect line of my duty, in sending him a list 
of the applicants to me, and requesting an in- 
quiry to be made, and discharges granted to all 
who were citizens of the United States. I, there- 
fore, covered him a list of the. names now en- 
closed to you, which produced his letter to me of 
the same date, (1st December, 1812.) 

Iread it with surprise, because some of the 
men had informed me their captains had refused 
to report them to the Admiral. Now, if no one 
here was or is allowed to do it, their situation is 
hopeless. 

It is not my place, sir, to reason with you on 
this business. Proof of nativity, in his first let- 
ter, is a strong expression; and how few are in 
possession of it, and how many who cannot ob- 
tain it! 

The second paragraph in the second letter pre- 
vents my interfering; and I have since been 
obliged to send a man away, requesting him to 
apply to his commanding officer. 


Copy of a letter from John Mitchell, Esq., agent for 
American prisoners of war at Halifax, to Admiral 
Sir John Borlase Warren, dated 


DzczMnzR 1, 1812. 
Sin: Since the sailing of the last cartels, in 
which you were pleased to send home several 
Americans who had been in His Britannic Ma- 
jesty’s service, others, who are now on board of 
the Centurion and Statira, have requested of me 
to procure their discharge, and to be sent home. 
Will you, sir, have the goodness to direct an 
inquiry, and order the release of such as are citi- 
zens of the United States? 
Besides the enclosed list, I am told there are. 
others, whose names I have not. 
I have the honor to be, &e. 
JOHN MITCHELL, Agent, ác. 


1245 | | APPENDIX. 1246 


Relations with France. i 
rrr 
Copy of a letter from Admiral Sir John Borlase War- | and iti 

ren, to John Mitchell, Esq.; egent for American eae (Ead on board Bage paskat 

prisoners of war at Halifax, dated ‘| As the British have always denied that they 

; Decemser 1; 1812. j detained on board their ships of war American 

Sır: I have the honor to acknowledge the re- | citizens, knowing them to be such, I send you 
ceipt of your letter of this date, respecting some | the enclosed, as a publie document of their own, 
men therein mentioned on board His Majesty's | to prove how ill such an assertion accords with 
ships under my command, said to be citizens of | their practice. 
the United States ; and, in reply, beg to acquaint}. It will appear by these two muster-books that, 
you, that whenever I have received representa- | so late as August last, about an eighth part of the 
tions from the captains of His Majesty's ships of | Moselle and Sappho's crews were Americans; 
any part of their crews being citizens of America, | consequently, if there is only a quarter part of 
with sufficient proof of their nativity, I have | that proportion on board their other vessels, that 
directed their discharge from the service. they have an infinitely greater number of Ameri- 

I must observe to you, that I cannot permit the | cans in their service than any American has yet 
interference ‘of any applications from men bė- | had an idea of. 
longing to His Majesty’s ships, but through their | Any further comment of mine on this subject 
commanding officers; and, in your department, | I consider unnecessary, as the enclosed documents 
of prisoners of war only, I shall at all times be | speak but too plainly for themselves, 
most happy to receive your communications. I have the honor to be, &c. 

I have the honor to be, &c. JOHN RODGERS. 

JOHN BORLASE WARREN. Hon. PauL HAMILTON, 

Secretary of the Navy. 
Copy of a letter from John Mitchell, Esq., agent for E 

American prisoners of war at Halifax, to Admirel 

Sir John Borlase Warren, dated FRANCE. 

Decemser 3, 1812. : m 

Sin: I had yesterday the honor to receive your Communicated to the Senate, January 26, 1813.) 
letter dated the 1st instant, and observe that you | 7'o the Senate of the United States : 
cannot permit the interference of any application I transmit to the Senate a report of the Secre- 
from men on board His Britannie Majesty's ships | tary of State, complying with their resolution of 
of war, but through their commanding officers. | the 18th instant. 

Desirous of conforming, as far as possible, to JAMES MADISON. 
established regulations, permit me the honor to| January 26, 1813. 
iüquire of your Excellency, if, by your letter, I 
am to understand that I am not to receive the DEPARTMENT OP STATE 
applications of seamen declaring themselves citi- January 25, 1813. 
zens of the United States, who are on board of| The Secretary of State, to whom was referred 
His Majesty’s ships of war, and communicate the | the resolution of the Senate of the 18th instant, 
same to you? If this is the meaning, I shall | has the honor to submit to the President the en- 
most certainly conform, though I must lament | closed papers, marked A and B. 
the regulation. I have the honor to be, &c. All which is respectfully submitted. 

JAMES MONROE. 


Copy of a letter from Admiral Sir John Borlase War- 
ren to John Mitchell, Esquire, agent for American A 


prisoners of war at Halifax, a 4 1812 Extract —Mr. Barlow to the Secretary of State. 
BOEMBER:4, . Paris, May 2, 1812. 
ie aS Da ehebet e deny I have the honor to transmit herewith the copy 
u omidsrehiive 19 men on board His Majesty’s of my note of yesterday to the Duke of Bassano. 
hips. i ibe by the commanders of auch -vax- The importance of the objects, and the urgency 
5 Pai cM e by of the occasion, I hope will justify the solicitude 
sels direct, ; s with which I have pressed the propositions. 
I cannot poai ST ME per- | The result, as far as it may be known within a 
ore ital e ford ine: pleasure to attend to few days, shall be transmitted by the Wasp. The 
t will always a n lative to the sitin Hornet sailed from Cherbourg the 26th of April, 
your wishes in any respect relative to f d a-i with orders to land a messenger in England with 
tion or exchange of prisoners, or to afford any my despatches for Mr. Russell, but not to wait a 
aid or relief in my power. I have, &c. return from London. 


From Commodore Rodgers to the Secretary of the 
Navy. 
U. S. FRIGATE PRESIDENT, 
: Boston, Jan. 14, 1813. 
Sır: Herewith you will receive two muster- 
books of His Britannie Majesty's vessels Moselle 


{Enclosed in the preceding.} 
Extract—Mr. Barlow to the Duke of Bassano. 


May 1, 1812. 
In the note I bad the honor to address to your 
Excellency on the 10th November last, the spirit 
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of the English Government was so far noticed 
as to anticipate the fact, now proved by experi- 
ence, that its Orders in Council, violating, the 
rights of neutrals would not be revoked. The 
declaration of the Prince Regent, on the 21st of 
April, has placed that fact beyond all question. 
In doing this he has repeated the assertion, so 
often advanced by his ministers and judges, that 
the decrees of France of a similar character are 
likewise unrevoked. 

You will notice that he finds a new argument 
for this conclusion in your Excellency's late re- 
port to the Emperor concerning neutral rights, in 
which you avoid taking notice of any repeal or 
modification of these decrees, or of their non- 
application to the United States. We know, in- 
deed, that they do not apply to the United States, 
because we do not suffer our flag to be denation- 
alized in the manner evidently contemplated by 
the Emperor in the rule. he meant to establish. 
But it would have been well if your Excellency 
had noticed their non-application to the United 
States, since His Majesty has uniformly done it 
in his decisions of prize causes since November, 
1810. 

It is much to be desired that the French Gov- 
ernment would now make and publish an au- 
thentic act declaring the Berlin and Milan decrees, 
as relative to the United States, to have ceased 
in November, 1810; declaring that they have not 
been applied in any instance since that time, and 
that they shall not be applied in future. 

The case is so simple, the demand so just, and 
the necessity so urgent, that I cannot withhold 
my confidence in the prompt and complete suc- 
cess of my proposition. 

The declaration I solicit, though important in 
itself, should not be sent to the United States 
alone. It ought to be accompanied with two 
other acts of equal or superior moment. "These 
are, a convention of indemnity for past spoliations 
on American property, in violation of our mutual 


rights, and a treaty of commerce, founded on the 
liberal prineiple of reciprocal benefit and conces- 
sion, which I have understood from your Excel- 


lency that His Majesty is ready to prescribe. 


Extract—Mr. Barlow to the Secretary of State. 
Paris, May 12, 1812. 


After the date of my last, of which I have the 


honor to enclose you a copy, I found, from a 


pretty sharp conversation with the Duke of Bas- 


sano, that there was a singular reluctance to an- 


swering my note of the 1st of May. Some traces 
of that reluctance you will perceive in the an- 


swer that finally came, of which a copy is here 


enclosed. This, though dated the 10th, did not 
I consider the 
communication to me so important, in the pres- 
ent crisis of our affairs with England, that I de- 
spatch the Wasp immediately to carry it to Mr. 
Russell, with orders to return with his answer as 


come to me till last evening. 


soon as possible. 
I am confident that the President will approve 
the motive of my solicitude in this affair, and 


the earnest manner in which I pressed the Min- 
ister with it, as soon as my knowledge of the de- 
claration of the Prince Regent enabled me to 
use the argument that belonged to the subject. 
When, in the conversation above alluded to, the 
Duke first produced to me the decree of 28th 
April, 1811, I made no comment on the strange 
manner in which it had been so long concealed 
from me, and probably from you, I only asked 
him if that decree had been published. He said 
no; but declared it had been communicated to 
my predecessor here, and likewise sent to Mr. 
Serrurier, with orders to communicate it to you. 
I assured him that it was not among the archives 
of this Legation; that I never before had heard of 
it; and since he had consented to answer my note, 
I desired him to send me, in that official manner, 
a copy of that decree, and of any other docu- 
ments that might prove to the incredulous of my 
country (not to me) that the decrees of Berlin 
and Milan were in good faith, and uncondition- 
ally repealed with regard to the United States. 
He then promised me he would do it; and he has 
performed his promise. 

I send you a copy of the April decree, as like- 
wise of the letter of the Grand Judge, and that 
of the Minister of Finance, though the two latter 
pieces have been before communicated to our 
Government, and published. j 


—— 


[Enclosed in Mr. Barlow's despatch of May 12, 1812.] 
The Duke of Bassano to Mr. Barlow. 


Panis, May 10, 1812. 

Sin: In conversing with you about the note 
which you did me the honor to address to me on 
the 1st May, I could not conceal from you my 
surprise at the doubt which you had expressed 
in that note respecting the revocation of the de- 
crees of Berlin and Milan. That revocation was 
proven by many official acts, by all my corres- 
pondence with your predecessors and with you, 
by the decisions in favor of American vessels. 
You have done me the honor to ask a copy of 
the letters which the Grand Judge and the Min- 
ister of Finance wrote on the 25th of December, 
1810, to secure the first effects of that measure; 
and you have said, sir, that the decree of the 28th 
April, 1811, which proves definitively the revo- 
cation of the decrees of Berlin and Milan in re- 
gard to the Americans was not known to you. 

I have the honor to send you, as you have de- 
sired, a copy of these three acts: you will con- 
sider them without doubt, sir, as the plainest 
answer which I could give to this part of your 
note. As to the two other questions to which 
that note relates, I will take care to lay them 
before the Emperor. You know already, sir, the 
sentiments which His Majesty has expressed in 
favor of Ameriean commerce, and the good dis- 
positions whieh have induced him to appoint a 
Plenipotentiary to treat with you on that im- 
portant interest. 

Accept, sir, the assurances of my high con- 


sideration. 
THE DUKE OF BASSANO. 
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[Enclosed in Mr. Barlow’s despatch of May 12, 1812] 
"ParacE or. ST. Croup, 
no ‘April 28, 1811. 

"NarorEon,; Emperor of the French, &c. &c. 

On the report of our Minister of Foreign Re- 
lations: . 

‘Seeing, by a law passed on the 2d of March, 
1811, the Congress of the United States has 
ordered the execution of the provisions of the 
act of non-intercourse which prohibits the ves- 
sels and merchandise of Great Britain, her colo- 
nies, and dependencies, from entering into the 
ports of the United States: 

Considering that the said law in an act of re- 
sistance to the arbitrary pretensions consecrated 
by the British Orders in Council, and a formal 
refusal to adhere to a system invading the inde- 

endence of neutral Powers, and of their flag, we 

ave decreed, and do decree, as follows: 

The decrees: of- Berlin and Milan are defini- 
tively, aud to date from the 1st day of November 
last, considered as not having existed [non avenus] 
in regard to American vessels, 

By the Emperor: NAPOLEON. 

The Minister Secretary of State: 

THE COUNT DARU. 


m B. 
Mr. Barlow to the Secretary of State. 


Paris, October 25, 1812. 

Sin: By the letter from the Duke of. Bassano, 
and my answer, copies of which are herewith 
enelosed, you will learn that I am invited to go 
to: Wilna, and-that I have aecepted the invitation. 
"Though the proposal was totally unexpected, and, 
on many accounts, disagreeable, it was impossi- 
blé to refuse.it without giving offence, or at least 
risking a postponement of a negotiation which I 
have reason to believe is now in a fair way to a 
speedy and advantageous close. 

From the circumstances which have preceded 
and which accompany this proposition, I am in- 
duced to believe that itis made with a view of 
expediting the business. There may, indeed, be 
an intention of coupling it with other views not 
yet brougbt forward. If so, and they should ex- 
tend to objects beyond the simplicity of our com- 
mercial interests and the indemnities which we 
claim, I shall not be at a loss how to answer 
ibem. 

I shall have the honor to write you as soon as 
possible from Wilna, and shall return to Paris 
without any unnecessary delay. 

I remain, &c. JOEL BARLOW. 

Hon. Jas. Monroe, Secretary of State. 


[Enclosed in Mr. Barlow’s despatch of October 25.] 
The Duke of Bassano to Mr. Barlow. 
Waina, October 11, 1812. 
Sin: I have had the honor to make known to 
you how much I regretted, in the negotiation com- 
menced between the United States and France, 
the delays which inevitably attended a corres- 
12th Con. 2d Sess.—40 


pondence carried on at so great a distance. Your 
Government has desired to see the. epoch of this 
arrangement draw near. His Majesty is anima- 
ted by the same dispositions, and willing to as- 
sure to the negotiation a result the most prompt; 
he has thought that it would be expedient to 
suppress the intermediaries, and to transfer the 
conférence to Wilna. His Majesty has, in con- 
sequence, authorized me, sir, to treat directly 
with you ; and, if you will come to this town, I 
dare hope that, with the desire whieh animates 
us botli to conciliate such important interests, we 
will immediately be enabled to remove all the 
difficulties which, until now, have appeared to 
impede the progress of the negotiation. 

l have apprized the Duke of Dalberg that his 
mission was thus terminated; and I have laid 
before His Majesty the actual state of the nego- 
tiation, to the end that, when you arrive at 
Wilna, the different questions being already il- 
lustrated [éclaircis] either by your judicious ob- 
servations, or by the instructions I shall have re- 
ceived, we may, sir, conclude, without delay, an 
arrangement so desirable, and so conformable to 
the mutually amicable views of our two Gov- 
ernments. Accept, sir, &c. 

THE DUKE OF BASSANO. 


[Enclosed in Mr. Barlow’s despatch of October 25.] 
Extract—Mr. Barlow to the Duke of Bassano. 


Paris, October 25, 1812. 

In consequence of the letter you did me the 
honor to write me on the 11th of this month, I 
accept your invitation, and leave Paris to-morrow 
for Wilna, where I hope to arrive in fifteen or 
eighteen days from this date. 

The negotiation on which you have done me 
the bonor to invite me at Wilna is so completely 
prepared in all its parts between the Duke of 
Dalberg: and myself, and, as I understand, sent 
on to you for your approbation about the 18th of 
the present month, that I am persuaded, if it 
could have arrived before the date of your letter, 
the necessity of this meeting would not have ex- 
isted, as I am confident that His Majesty would 
have found the project reasonable and accepta- 
ble in all its parts, and would have ordered that 
Minister to conclude and sign both the Treaty of 
Commerce and Convention of Indemnities. 


REMISSION OF FORFEITURES. 


[Communicated to the House, November 25, 1812.] 
Mr. Cueves, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means,to whom was referred so much of the 
President's Message of the 4th instant, as relates 
to the late importations of British manufactures, 
also, the petitions of sundry merchants of New 
York; of John Tompkins. and Adam Murray, 
merchants, of Richmond, Virginia; of William 
W. Woolsey, and others, merchants, of New Ha- 
ven, Connecticut; of sundry merchants of the 
city of Philadelphia; of sundry merchants of 
Boston; of sundry merchants, and others, of the 
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city of Albany, in the State of. New York; of import, any merchandise of British growth or 
sundry merchants of the city of Richmond, Vir- | manufacture, from whatever port imported, and 
ginia; of sundry other merchants of Philadel- | any merchandise whatever from a British port. 
phia; of sundry merchants of Savannah, in the It was further enacted, by the same act, (of 
State of Georgia; of sundry merchants of Nor- | March 2, 1811,) that, in case Great Britain should 
folk, Virginia; of David Lamb, of Charleston, | so revoke or modify her edicts, as that they should 
South Carolina; of sundry merchants of the city | cease to violate the neutral commerce of the 
of Baltimore; of Charles Sigourny, and James | United States, the President of the United States 
Wells, merchants, of the city of Hartford, in the| should declare the fact by proclamation; that 
State of Connecticut; and of sundry merchants; such proclamation should be admitted as evi- 
of the town of Alexandria, in the District of! dence, and that no other evidence should be ad- 
Columbia ; all praying for the remission of pen- | mitted of such revocation or modification, in any 
altes and forfeitures, incurred by them as im-|suit or prosecution for the recovery of the for- 
porters of British manufactures, made the fol- | feitures abovementioned ; and that the restrict- 
lowing report: ions, above stated, should, from the date of such 
That they have bestowed on the subjeet a de- | proclamation, cease, and be discontinued. 

gree of attention proportioned toits importance;! By theact of Congress of 18th of June, 1812, 
that they have, in the present investigation, con- | war was declared between the United States and 
fined themselves to the cases of importations | Great Britain. 


directly from the United Kingdom of Great Brit-| On the 23d of the same month, an Order in 
ain and Ireland, and that the result of their ex- | Council was issued by the British Government, 
amination and inquiries will be tound— purporting to be a revocation of the edicts of 

First, In a correspondence with the Secretary | that Government which violated the neutral 
of the Treasury. commerce of the United States, subject, how- 


. Secondly, In a detailed examination of com- | ever, to certain conditions, specified in the said 
mittees of merchants from Boston, New York, | order. 
Philadelphia, and Baltimore, and some accom-| Immediately after promulgation of that order, 
panying documents. British merchandise was laden on board the 
Thirdly, In a statement made by Mr. Russell, | American vessels, then in the harbors of Great 
late Chargé des Affaires of the United States at | Britain, with intent to import the same into the 
the Court of London, who, at the request of the| United States. It has been stated, and it is be- 
committee, was so obliging as to attend them and | lieved, that by far the greater part of those ship- 
give this statement. ments were made in conformity with previous 
That, on a view of the whole subject, the com- | orders from merchants in America to their cor- 
mittee are of opinion that the Secretary of the| respondents in England, by which these had 
"Treasury has full power to remit or mitigate the| been instructed to make such shipments when- 
penalties and forfeitures incurred, should an in-| ever a¢revocation of the former British Orders 
terposition in either way be called for by the cir-| in Council should take place; it having been 
cumstances of the case, and, therefore, recom- | presumed by the American merchants that such 
mend, that it be a revocation would, by virtue of the abovemen- 
Resolved, That it is inexpedient to legislate | tioned act of Congress, of 2d March, 1811, pro- 
upon the subject, aud that the petitions, with the | duce a discontinuance of the prohibitions to im- 
accompanying documents, be referred to the Sec- | port British merchandise into the United States. 
retary of the Treasury. On the 30th day of July following, the account 
| of the declaration of war having reached Eng- 
! land, a temporary embargo was laid on Ameri- 
Treasury DEPARTMENT, can vessels; but, on the ensuing day, they were, 
November 18, 1812. | by order of Council, permitted to continue to 
Sır: I have the honor, in compliance with the | take cargoes of British merchandise, and to pro- 
request of the Committee of Ways and Means, | ceed to the United States, being for that purpose 
to submit the following statement of facts, so far | provided with licenses protecting them, notwith- 
as they have come to my knowledge, in relation | standing the existing hostilities, against capture 
to the late importations of British manufactures. | by British cruisers. It has been stated that the 
By the act of 2d March, 1811, it was enacted | time for obtaining such licenses was, with re- 
that certain provisions of the act “to interdict | spect to American vessels then in England, lim- 
the commercial intercourse between the United iced to the fifteenth of September last; and, if 
States and Great Britain, and France, and their | that be correct, all the vessels of that description 
dependencies, and for other purposes,” should | (with the exception of some, which, having been 
(until the President's proclamation, authorized | captured by American cruisers, retaken by the 
by the act, should have been issued) have full | British, and sent into Halifax, have not yet been 
force,and be immediately carried into effect against | released, and perhaps of some which may have 
Great Britain, her colonies, and dependencies. | had very long voyages) may be presumed to have 
The provisions thus re-enacted forbade, under | arrived in the United States. 
penalty of forfeiting the vessel and cargo, to im-| It appearing that, however reasonable the ex- 
port into the United States, or to put on board | pectation of the discontinuance of the non-impor- 
any vessel, in a foreign port, with intent thus to | tation act might have been, yet, not only the act 
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had made the President’s proclamation the only 
evidence of the fact, but that the restrictions: 
were to cease, not from the date of the revocation 
of the Orders. in Council, but from the date of 
the proclamation; that the act to put merchan- 
dise on board a vessel, with intent to import, was 
forbidden by those restrictions ; and that (all the 
merchandise having been thus laden, either pre- 
maturely, and before a proclamation could, in 
point of time, be issued by the President, or after 
the knowledge of war) all the shipments were 
therefore made in direct contravention of an ex- 
isting provision; the collectors were instructed 
to seize and libel all such vessels and cargoes, 
without discrimination. No exception was made 
with respect to vessels captured and sent in by 
American privateers, because, if American pro- 
perty, their right to make prizes was, by law, con- 
fined to enemies! property; and, whether Ameri- 
can or enemies’, the forfeiture to the United 
States had been incurred from the date of the 
shipment, and could not be superseded by a sub- 
sequent capture. Instructions to prevent any in- 
terference in that respect, by either publie or pri- 
vate armed vessels, were also issued by the Presi- 
dent, such interference being considered wholly 
unnecessary, since the vessels from England were 
of their own accord coming into the ports of the 
United States. It appears, however, that in some 
cases, the owners of privateers, that have made 
captures of that description, intend to contest the 
prior claim to forfeiture of the United States; 
and that, in those cases, the question must be de- 
cided by the courts. 

Previous to the time when those importations 
took place, it being understood that the judges of 
some of the district courts had restored to the 
claimants prohibited merchandise, under seizure, 
on their giving bond for the appraised value 
thereof, the district attorneys were, on the 15th 
day of May, 1812, instructed by the Comptroller 
to oppose every motion to that effect, for the rea- 
sons stated in his letter. It appearing afterwards 
that the judges of some of the most commercial 
districts had, notwithstanding that opposition on 
the part of the United States, continued to order 
the restoration of British merchandise, no appeal 
being practicable, since the orders were imme- 
diately executed, and the commercial interest of 
those districts where the restoration was refused, 
being deeply affected by the want of uniformity 
in the decisions, the Comptroller did, on the 5th 
day of October last, authorize the district attor- 
neys to withdraw their opposition in all cases of 
bona fide American property. Copies of his two 
‘circulars on that subject are enclosed. All the 

rohibited merchandise restored to the claimants 
bas been so restored by order of court, without 
any interference other than a forced acquiescence 
on the part of the Executive officers of Govern- 
ment. With respect to the mode of appraise- 
ment, it appears that the merchandise has gener- 
ally been valued at its prime cost, adding thereto 
only the amount of duties, for which separate 
bonds have, in most cases, been taken. To this 
there are some exceptions, the valuation being, 


—————— ea en 


in Rhode Island, below, and in Connecticut, 
probably above the prime cost of the goods. 

From returns transmitted by the collectors, 
some of which are in part on estimate, it appears 
that the prime cost of all the British merchandise 
imported as above stated, subsequent to the al- 
leged revocation of the British Orders in Coun- 
cil, amounts to about four millions sterling; and 
that the bonds given for the value will fall short 
of eighteen million of dollars, exclusively of the 
bonds given for duties, and which may be esti- 
mated at five millions of dollars. This embraces 
all the importations already made, and will not 
be materially increased by vessels still on their 
way, unless it be true, as has been asserted, that 
American vessels, which had sailed to the Baltic, 
under certain British licenses, will, on their ar- 
rival in England, be provided with new licenses 
for their return to the United States, with car- 
goes of British merchandise. Such importations 
would form a class distinct from those now under 
consideration. Of the importations heretofore 
made, about three-eighths in value were in vessels 
which sailed from England between the 23d of 
June and ist of August last, and the residue in 
vessels which sailed subsequent to the month of 
July. The whole may be arranged under the 
following heads, viz: 

1. Merchandise purchased prior to the non- 
importation act, of 2d March, 1811, and which 
had remained warehoused in England at the risk 
of the American owners. 

2. Merchandise purchased subsequent to the 
act of 2d March, 1811, and prior to the 23d of 
June, 1812, and which, since its purchase, had 
remained in the same manner in England. 

3. Merchandise shipped on American account 
and risk, in pursuance of orders given prior to 
the 23d June, 1812, but not paid for till after the 
execution of such orders, and on different terms 
of credit. 

4. Merchandise shipped in pursuance of simi- 
lar orders, but consigned, in tbe first instance, to 
the order of the American correspondent of the 
British merchants, to be delivered, according to 
contingent instructions, to the real purchaser ; 
which merchandise becomes American property 
when thus delivered, but remains till then on 
British account and risk. i 

5. Merchandise shipped entirely on British ac- 
count. 

There are no data from which, without further 
investigation, the amount of each class can be 
estimated. 

The advance on the prime cost at which the 
merchandise thus imported has been, or can be 
sold, is not precisely known, and will undoubt- 
edly vary accordisig to the species of the goods. 
It has been asserted that, in some sales, the ad- 
vance was sufficient to cover not only the prime 
cost, charges, and duties, but even the whole of 
the amount of the bonds. That this may have 
actually taken place in some particular instances, 
may be true; and it is probable that the importers 
would, so far as they could, cover, in their sales, 
the estimated risk of being obliged to pay those 
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bonds. But,so far as can be judged from the 
current price of goods, and from some sales said 
to have taken place, the supposition that they 
have been, or can be, generally, made so as to 
cover the whole Brioude ab the bonds, is believed 

be greatly exaggerated. r 
N^ i BUM eren En indisputable fact that the im- 
portation falls generally far short of the ordinary 
former annual importations from Great Britain, 
and of the actual demand for most species of the 
merchandise imported; and that the goods are 
accordingly generally sold at an advance. greater 
than the usual profits of importers. The differ- 
ence constitutes an extraordinary profit, and isa 
tax levied on the community by the persons who 
have imported the merchandise contrary to law; 
which extra profit or tax is solely due to the non- 
importation act continuing in force with respect 
to all other persons and importations. 

Of the forfeitures accrued, one-half is by law 
yested in the custom-house officers, or informers, 
and the other half in the United States. The 

ower to remit the share of the United States, 
and of all other persons, in whole or in part, and 
on such terms and conditions as may be deemed 
reasonable and just, is by law vested in the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. But, considering the 
magnitude and unforeseen nature of the.case, it 
was thought proper not to exercise that authority 
until Congress had taken the subject into consid- 
eration, and prescribed, if they thought proper, 
the course to be pursued. All the petitions al- 
ready received remain therefore suspended ; and, 
in order to avoid useless expenses, the parties 
have been generally advised to delay making 
their applications in the manner directed by law, 
until the decision of Congress should be ascer- 
tained. 

I have the honor to-be, with great respect, sir, 
your obedient servant, 

ALBERT GALLATIN. 

Hon. Lanapon Cueves, 

Chairman Com. Ways §& Means. 


[Circular] 


"TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Comptroller's Office, May 15, 1812. 


Sin: As it may be supposed that, on a seizure 
under the law of March, 1, 1809, commonly 
called the non-importation law, the claimant has 
a right to the repossession of the property seized, 
by giving bond as pointed out by the 89th section 
of the collection law, it is deemed proper to sub- 
mit to you, respectfully, the views taken of this 
subject at this Department. If such be a correct 
construction of it, it is plain that it will go far 
towards defeating the ends contemplated by its 
passage. 

The policy and intention of this act evidently 
was to shut the door as effectually as possible 
against the introduction of British manufactures, 
The motive of taking bond from a claimant un- 
der the 89th section of the collection law, as in 
all similar or analogous cases, unquestionably is, 
not that it may be received in lieu of the thing 


surrendered, but to compel or insure the forth- 
coming of the thing itself. But, the state of 
things existing, and always liable to exist, under 
the non-importation act, would hinder the opera- 
tion of this obvious principle. The enhanced 
value of the British commodity, arising from a 
general scarcity, may make it, in most cases, the 
interest of the illicit importer to forfeit his bond, 
the penalty being regulated by the nominal or 
invoice price of the goods, or a sufficient inter- 
mediate rise taking place before the trial, al- 
though the penalty was fixed according to the 
market value at the time of seizure. The act,in 
its foundation, its objects, and entire scope, aims 
at the total exclusion from the country of all 
British goods. If thwarted in that object, its 
next is to transfer them, when unlawfully intro- 
duced, to the hands of the Government. To suf- 
fer them, when seized for an apparent breach of 
this law, to pass to the immediate and virtual 
ownership of the claimant, and be subject to his 
disposition, would, in.a great degree, have the 
effect to turn it aside from all its original intend- 
ments. 

As the design of the act would thus be liable 
to frustration, it inay beasked where the authority 
is found for this alleged right in the importer? 
Its allowance, if it would endanger the primary 
objects of the Legislature, should rest on express 
words, or implication as imperious. The 18th 
section of the act of the first of March, 1809, 
in referring to the collection law as the rule of 
proceeding, does so, it is apprehended, only in re- 
lation to the distribution of the forfeitures. The 
first clause of that section stands as an integral 
provision, relying upon no other law for its sup- 
port, and capable of being executed as to all the 
purposes of a civil or criminal suit, merely on its 
own footing, with the aid, indeed, of the inciden- 
tal powers of the court. It is not seen that this 
general or resulting power, often inherent in 
courts, to order the repossession of a thing claimed 
on stipulation, or caution being given, either 
where it was for the benefit of all concerned, or 
where the thing itself was perishable, or where 
hardships was feared to an innocent owner, would 
be applicable under this law. But, if this be the 
ground of the importer’s claim, it, of course, 
leaves out of sight, in every relation to the point, 
the 89th section of the collection law. If he can- 
not, then, stand upon the faith of any imperative 
injunction put upon the court, it will follow that 
his application must be addressed to its discre- 
tion; and you are, in such case, requested to re- 
sist the application, as opposed to the demonstra- 
ble policy of every part of the act. That a re- 
delivery to the party should have been made to 
take place, by special provision, under the collec- 
tion law, is reconcileable with the system of 
which it is a part, which looks only at a deriva- 
tive offence against the revenue, without any- 
where contemplating an original exclusion of the 
article seized. But, a similar course must be 
essentially repugnant to the spirit of a law which 
addresses itself to the interests of a foreign Pow- 
er, declaring that that Power shall be debarred 
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all benefit of transporting her wares to the Uni- 
ted’ States, and seeks to close, with penal sanc- 
tions, the very threshold to their entrance. The 
concluding part of the eighth section of the law 
further distinguishes it from the collection aet, 
and by prohibiting, under a penalty, the purchase 
of.British goods, knowing them to be liable to 
seizure, holds out an intimation that every prac- 
ticábility to their sale should be foreclosed, while 
their liability to condemnation remains unde- 
cided. d 

I beg leave to call your attention to the third 
séction of the act, in pari materia, of the 2d of 
March, 1811. The first proviso of this section, 

. by pointing out a specific case in which British 
goods, unlawfully introduced, may be delivered 
tó the owner upon bond, furnishes, it is conceived, 
an argument of weight, that in no other state of 
things ought it to be done. 

‘These suggestions are respectfully submitted 
fór your consideration and government. You 
will, doubtless, be able to extend them, and will 
superadd such other views in elucidation of the 
meaning ascribed to the law at this Department, 
as your own reflections may supply. Under a 
conviction of its importance to the genuine inten- 
tións of the Government, it is particularly wished 
that you would resist, in every instance, a resto- 
ration to the claimant of the property seized, and 
never part, unless by the express order of the 
court, with the substantial security of a lien for 
the inferior and precarious safeguard of personal 
responsibility. 

- | have the honor to be, with great respect, your 


obedient servant, 
wot RICHARD RUSH. 


- [Circular to District Attorneys.] 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Comptroller's Office, October 5, 1812. 
Sim: Since the circular of the 15th of May, 
‘addressed to you from this office, it appears, from 
information received, that, in some of the dis- 
triets; the courts hold themselves bound to deliver 
ùp the vessel and goods, seized in violation of the 
non-importátion law, on satisfactory bond given 
by the claimant, while, in others, the opposition 
miade to this course by the attorneys of the Uni- 
ted-States, has been found to avail with the court 
to refuse such delivery. 
-It isdesirable that the law in question, what- 
ever views may still be entertained of its original 
intention, should operate equally on the mer- 
chants or other owners of property seized, in 
every part of the Union. 

Seeing, therefore, that a different line of prac- 
tice is found to govern the courts in different dis- 
tríéts, upon this point, and in order to prevent, as 
far as possible, any inconvenience or supposed in- 
justice to individuals, resulting from such differ- 
ence, you are hereby requested to withhold the op- 
position you were requested to make to the delivery 
of the property to the claimant, on his giving bond ; 
the object being, that, as the decisions of the 
€ourts are not to be controlled by this Department, 
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| towards the uniform execution of the law. . 


you may. thus lend your aid, negatively at least, 
You 
will be pleased, however, to consider this relaxa- 
tion as extended to property owned by American 
citizens only, and to urge, in all cases, a true and 
adequate appraisement. 

I have the honor to be, &c. E 

à RICHARD RUSH. 
—— —, Attorney of the U. S. for ——. 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, Nov. 23, 1812. 

Sir: I had already transmitted an answer to 
your letter of the 18th instant, when Ihad the 
honor to receive that of the 20th, requesting, in 
addition to the statement of facts, such further 
aud other views of the subject of the late impor- 
tations of British manufactures, as I might think 
proper, and particularly, whether, in my opinion, 
their importation has not been actually and ma- 
terially advantageous to the Government. 

Having, in the answer already transmitted, 
stated all the important facts within my know- 
ledge, I cannot present the subject in any new or 
other view than that exhibited by those facts. 

The payment of five millions of dollars for du- 
ties on those importations, had been stated, and 
is, advantageous to Government. Indirect aid 
may also, perhaps, have been derived from the 
increase of supplies, and from the return of Ameri- 
can' capital, produced by that event. But these 
advantages, whatever they may be, have been 
forced upon Government, and cannot be urged as 
a service rendered by these importers. Had those 
advantages been supposed sufficient to outweigh 
other political considerations, the importations 
might have been, and still might be, permit- 
ted and regulated by law. In the case of the 
Calcutta vessels, whose cargoes (for the land- 
ing of which in the United States bond had 
been given in India) have, by the act of 5th of 
July last, been admitted to entry, this was done 
on the express condition of the merchandise be- 
ing warehoused, and remaining subject to the fu- 
ture disposition of Government—thus reserving 
the power to fix the terms on which those cargoes 
should be restored to the owners and their sale be 
permitted. In the case now under consideration, 
the persons who have imported contrary to law, 
do not seem entitled to more advantageous terms 
than would probably have been imposed, had a 
previous permission been granted. 

Upon the whole, I continue in the opinion, sub- 
mitted with great deference to the committee, 
that the one half of the forfeitures, which would 
otherwise fall to the share of collectors, ought to 
be remitted; but that, with respect to the one- 
half belonging to the United States, justice to the 
community requires that, when remitted, at least 
an equivalent may be secured to the public for 
extra profit beyond that on common importations, 
which arises from the continuance of the non-im- 
portation act. 

I have the honor to be, &c. . 

ALBERT GALLATIN. 

Hon. Lanevon Cueves, Chairman, dc. 
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Examination of Committees of Merchants, $c. 

Several committees of the petitioners and other 
merchants interested in these importations, at- 
tended your committee: these were, John .G. 
Coster, John Mason, Washington Irving, and 
Abraham R. Laurence, from New York; Nathan 
Appleton, from Boston; Caleb Cresson, ‘junior, 
William Schlatter, and Samuel Harvey, from 
Philadelphia; and Luke Tiernan, Philip E. Tho- 
mas, and Evan Thomas, from Baltimore. 

The statements made by these gentlemen, who 
are men of character and respectability, were de- 
livered, apparently, with such fairness and can- 
dor, as induced your committee to give much 
credit to them. The statements made by the 
committee from New York have been corrobo- 
rated and confirmed by declarations made on 
oath, by persons disinterested, as well as those in- 
terested in these importations. 


New Yonx.— The committee from New York 
stated, that the current reports of enormous ad- 
vances obtained by them, were not well founded; 
that some of them were entirely unfounded; that 
they had, for example, heard it stated that three 
hundred per cent. had been obtained in New 
York; that a local mode of selling English goods 
in New York, must have laid the foundation of 
this misstatement; that it is usual in that city to 
demand and obtain three for one, in the sale of 
such goods: which means £3 New York curren- 
cy for £1 sterling, which really yields but sixty- 
eight and two-thirds per cent. advance on the 
prime cost. They admitted that particular arti- 
cles had been sold for very high prices; that these 
prices, however, were not exacted from a desire 
or determination to include in them the penalties 
which might be enforced by the Government, but 
from the great competition which existed in the 
market for the articles; that, for these articles, 
there was, to use the words of Mr. Irving, one of 
the committee, “a ravenous demand ;” that it 
was understood that there were three army con- 
tractors, at one time, bidding upon each other; 
that these articles were few in number, and 
formed but a small part of the amount imported; 
that they did not exceed one-eighth part of that 
amount; that there were none of them in the in- 
voices of some importers; that Mr. Coster, one 
of the petitioners, had imported to the amount of 
nearly £20,000 sterling, prime cost, and had not 
received an article of this description; that the 
goods which commanded such high prices con- 
sisted, principally, of blankets and coarse wool- 
lens; that these were bulky articles, and paid a 
high freight; that the same circumstance made 
them liable to an extraordinary portion of other 
charges; that the very high prices which were 
obtained, were often received by second and third 
purchasers, and not by the importers; that there 
are three descriptions of dealers in these goods 
in New York: 1st. The large importers. 2dly. 
Large purchasers, who have money at command, 
who are well acquainted with the state of the 
market for every article, and, when there is a 
scarcity of a particular article, monopolize it and 


raise the price—these are called jobbers. And, 
3dly. The retailers; and they stated, that the 
very high prices alluded to had frequently been 
received by the second, and, sometimes, by the 
last description of persons, and not by the peti- 
tioners. Hardware, cotton goods, glass ware, and 
fine goods, generally, have not been sold at high 
prices. Some goods have become unsaleable, 
from change of fashions; some come into disad- 
vantageous competition with American manu- 
factures, which have grown up or increased in 
quantity, while these goods have been lying in 
England; some are not worth cost and charges. 
Goods for the Southern markets (South Carolina 
and Georgia, for example) are unsaleable, from 
the expense or impracticability of land carriage, 
the risk of water conveyance, from the cruisers 
of the enemy, and other circumstances of war. 
The occurrence of peace and free intercourse 
would make the importers great losers on many 
of thoseimportations. The following were stated. 
as the ordinary charges: four per cent. export 
duty; two per cent. inland charges on valuable 
fine dry goods; the same charges on coarse goods 
are much greater; one per cent. for packing, 
wrappers, &c.; one per cent. for insurance and 
storage against tire till shipped; two per cent. 
freight on the average of fine goods; ten per cent. 
on coarse goods; on crockery, from two hundred 
to three hundred per cent. insuranee against sea 
risk, &c ; three per cent. on the aggregate amount 
of value as usually calculated in policies; com- 
mission for purchasing, from two and a half to 
five per cent.; one per cent. for receiving and 
paying over the remittance. "The average of the 
lowest duties, as calculated at the custom-house, 
amounts to thirty-three and one-third per cent. 
on the prime cost; on erockery and glass ware, 
hardware, plated ware, silks, millinery, &c., fifty 
per cent. The duty is calculated by adding ten 
per cent. on the prime cost, and on all charges 
which precede the shipment, except commission 
and outside packages. 

The following werc stated as extraordinary 
charges and losses: One and a half per cent. for 
extra storage and insurance against fire. Many 
of the goods lay in store for more than eighteen 
months: average storage twelve months; seven 
per cent. (the legal interest of the State of New 
York) for the average detention of one year on 
the purchase money. Thegoods which have been 
disposed of, were sold on a credit, without inter- 
est, of from six to twelve months; average seven 
to eight months. A great portion of the goods 
will remain long on hand; all Spring goods, at 
leasttill the Spring. Greatchargesand embarass- 
ments have been incurred from capture by Ameri- 
can privateers. Cargoes have been carried into 
and delivered in ports distant from those in which 
they were owned, and to which they were des- 
tined. Importers have sustained grievous court 
charges under the prosecutions directed by the 
Government, In New York, the courts have 
authorized a separate libel against the property of 
every importer, on each of which the costs have 
been $50 25, though the property may not have 
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consisted of more than a single package. The 
gross charges will average sixty per cent. on fine 

oods, and on coarse, they. will be greater. They 
admit that, if the penalties and forfeitures be re- 
mitted, the petitioners will have a handsome profit, 
not much, however, exceeding the usual profits 
of ordinary trade, and it will be the whole profit 
of two or three years of embarrassed, and otherwise 
losing commerce. If the bonds be exacted, it 
will greatly distress all the importers. Many, it 
will ruin. The petitioners had given no orders 
which authorized the shipment of their goods 
under the actual circumstances which attend their 
shipment. It was an error of judgment in their 
agents, though it was a very general error, and 
one which ought not to prejudice the importer. 
Tt was confidently believed in England, that the 
importation would be permitted, and deemed legal. 
A printed paper, of which a copy is annexed, was 
circulated among all those engaged in the Ameri- 
can trade, as proof that there was no danger in 
these shipments. The petitioners knew so little 
of the actual state of the fact, that they were, at 
first, greatly afraid of British capture. Those 
who shipped after the existence of the war was 
known, did it to get the property out of the hands of 
the enemy, choosing to rely rather on the justice 
and the moderation of their own Government, 
than the forbearance of a foreign Government and ! 
anenemy.^ If the property had lain in England to 
the end of the war, it would have been ruinous 
to the owners. A portion of their property was 
originally invested in British manufactures, be- 
cause they had no means of getting it home with- 
out great sacrifices, and on account of the actual 
and growing depreciation of the paper credit of 
Great Britain at the time. 

The petitioners have never violated any of the 
laws of the country, while their particular inter- 
ests have often been injuriously and deeply af- 
fected by them. 

Some of the petitioners might, by a compromise, 
which was offered to them by the American pri- 
vateers, which had captured their property, have 
obtained it by the payment of only two and a half 
per cent.; and though this would not have given 
them any legal security, it might have enabled 
them actually to evade the operation of the law, 
as they believe some persons, dealing less fairly, 
have done by the same means. These petitioners, 
incapable of such an act, have relied on the jus- 
tice of their own Governament. They did not be- 
lieve—the citizens of New York, generally, had 
no idea, that, under the hard circumstances of 
their case, their own Government would either 
forfeit their property, or mulet them where they: 
intended no violation of the laws of the country. 


[Copy of the printed paper referred to in the foregoing 
statement. ] 
Extract from the present non-tmportation act of the 
United States. 

8 Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That, in 
case Great Britain shall so revoke or modify her 
edicts, as that they shall cease to violate the 
neutral commerce of the United States, the Presi. 


dent of the United States shall declare the fact 
by proelamation, and such proclamation shall be 
admitted as evidence, and no other evidence shall 
be admitted of such revocation or modification, 
in any suit or prosecution, which may be insti- 
tuted under the fourth section of the act to which 
this is a supplement. And the restrictions im- 
posed, or which may be imposed, by virtue of 
the said act, shall, from the date of such procla- 
mation, cease and be discontinued.” 


Extract of a letter from Mr. Monroe, the American 
Secretary of State, to His Majesty’s Minister, Mr. 
Foster, dated 

Wasuineron, July 26, 1811. 

5 Tt is in the power of the British Government, 
atthis time, to enable the President to set the 
non-importation aside, by rendering to the United 
States an act of justice. If Great Britain will 
cease to violate their neutral rights, by revoking 
her Orders in Council, on which event alone the 
President has the power, lam instructed to in- 
form you, that he will, without delay, exercise it, 
by terminating the operation of this law.” 


Boston.—The gentleman who attended on the 
part of the merchants of Boston, made a state- 
ment, in all important particulars the same as the 
foregoing statement of the committee from New 
York, except so far as the following particulars 
may distinguish them: 

He stated that he was in England from June, 
1810, to May, 1811. That large quantities of 
goods were purchased and prepared for shipment, 
before 2d F'ebruary, 1811, on account of the mer- 
chants of Boston, which arrived at the shipping 
ports too late to be shipped before the day last 
mentioned. A portion of these were shipped in 
the ensuing Spring and Summer to Halifax and 
Montreal, and the greater part of those thus 
shipped, have been introduced into the United 
States since the war. 

The remainder of the goods, purchased before 
the 2d February, 1811, forms part of those which 
have been lately imported into the United States, 
directly from Great Britain. Considerable por- 
tions of the goods thus imported, were purchased 
subsequently to the 2d February, 1811, and be- 
fore the revocation of the British Orders in 
Council, by those who had funds in England 
which they could not bring home; and there was 
a very considerable portion of these importations 
purchased immediately after the revocation of 
the Orders in Council. The last deseription of 
goods was shipped in pursuance of specific orders 
previously given, which were to be executed 
when the shipment of them should be deemed 
legal, or by confidential agents in England, act- 
ing under general powers. "The general orders 
relative to the shipment of the goods on hand, or 
those ordered, were, to ship when it should be 
legal to do so. 

The goods purchased before 2d F'ebruary, 1811, 
were purchased on the usual credit of three and 
six months. Those purchased between that date 
and the revoeation of the Orders in Council, 
were almost exclusively purchased with cash, as 
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the only object of the purchase was. to invest the 
money of. the purchasers. The greater part of 
those purchased at the moment of the revocation 
was. purchased with cash which had been placed 
in England for the purpose. f 

Àt the period of the declaration of war, the 
exchange was at twenty per cent. discount, Af- 
terwards, it was difficult to negotiate exchange 
at all, and it was thrown something under that 
depreciation. Since the late importations, it has 
risen, and is now at from fourteen to fifteen per 
cent. discount. 

` The goods which were purchased after the 
2d February, 1811, aud before the revocation of 
the Orders in Council, were purchased at a lower 
than the usual rate. In six months after 2d, Feb- 
ruary, 1811, cotton goods suffered a depression 
equal to fifteen per cent. After the revocation, 
there was a small advance. 

Generally, the importers of British goods were 
-not the shippers of American produce to the 
Peninsula. or elsewhere. There are exceptions ; 
many houses, much engaged in the shipments to 
the Peninsula, are among the late importers. A 
_very large portion of the goods lately imported 
on account of the merchants of Boston, were im- 
ported by those engaged in the exportations to 
.the Peninsula, who never imported British goods 
before. Probably three-fourths of the importa- 
tions into Boston have been sold. The extraor- 
dinary profit beyond that of peace and free inter- 
: course, is about from five to ten per cent. The 
late importations are less than the usual Fall im- 
portations. 

PutrapELPHIA.—The committee from Philadel- 
phia confirmed, in all important particulars, as 
applicable to that city, the statement of the com- 
mittee from New York, and added the following 
particulars: The merchants of Philadelphia send 
off their orders for English manufactures from 
nine to twelve months before the period at which 
they expect the arrival of the goods. A consid- 
erable portion of the late importations, which 
have been made on account of the merchants of 
Philadelphia, were prepared for shipment by De- 
cember, 1810. A considerable portion was pur- 
chased between February, 1811, and the revoca- 
tion of the Orders in Council, and a few were 
purchased immediately after the revocation. Or- 
ders were given, in the Summer of 1810, for the 
bulk of the goods which have been lately imported, 
and the principal part of these orders were ex- 
ecuted by the month of December, 1810; but, 
on the appearance of the President’s proclama- 
tion of the 2d November, 1810, the merchants 
countermanded the shipment of their goods, and 
the further execution of their orders, and gave 
instructions that they should be completed, and 

the shipments made when the Orders in Council 
should be revoked, and their importation into the 
United States become legal. A great portion of 
these goods was paid for at the time they were 
put up; some of them bought upon the usual 
credit, but paid for long before the revocation of 
the Orders in Council. 

Dry goods, which were put up prior to 2d Feb- 


ruary, 1811, and those which were purchased 
after the revocation of the Orders in Council, 
were laid in at about the usual prices. "Those 
purchased in the intervening time, were from 
ten to fifteen per cent. lower. Some articles of 
hardware cost rather an increased price, and 
none were purchased at reduced prices, 

The importers of British manufactures are 
not, in Philadelphia, exporters of produce. The 
trade of that city is divided among two classes 
of merchants; one class imports, and the other 
exports. The importer almost universally makes 
his remittances in bills. The rate of exchange 
in Philadelphia varied, in 1811, from ten to twen- 
ty-two and a half per cent. discount. In 1812, it 
has varied from ten to twenty per cent. discount. 
Two weeks ago, it was at sixteen. In the Fall 
of 1810, it was at about five per cent. discount. 
The merchant does not consider as a part of his 
profit the advantage gained from a temporary 
depression of exchange, because, on other occa- 
sions, he has to pay a corresponding advance. It 
will be found, in twenty years, or other consider- 
able given periods, to be balanced. When it has 
been above par, they have not increased the usual 
advance on their goods, "They have never, be- 
fore late periods, known exchange on England to 
be so low; never knew it, before these periods, 
to be lower than ten per cent. 

Generally speaking, about one-third of thelate 
importations remains on hand. "The profits have 
been rather greater than formerly ; from five to 
ten per cent. greater. Butthe merchants have 
been idle for almost two years, paying house 
rent, and all the other expenses of their establish- 
ments, without any gain, and, considering these 
disadvantages, they will, notwithstanding this 
profit, be losers, not gainers, on their business. 

The quantity imported is nota full importation. 

BarrIMORE.— The committee from Baltimore 
confirmed, as applicable generally to that city, 
the statement of the committee from New York, 
except so far as the following particulars may be 
variant from it: 

They stated that Mr Russell, late Chargé des 
Affaires of the United States at London, had been 
applied to for his opinion and advice, and that 
he did advise these shipments, and gave it as his 
opinion, that the shippers would be safe; that the 
original importers of Baltimore had sold nearly 
alltheir goods; that they have not more than 
one-fifteenth or one-twentieth of their importa- 
tions on hand; they have passed into the hands 
of jobbers and speculators; the average profit 
which the importers have obtained, beyond that 
of ordinary years, is between 5 and 10 per cent. 

The usual practice, under the late restrictions, 
has been to give orders for goods to be executed 
on the contingency of a remission of these re- 
strictions. It is believed that many of the goods 
lately imported, were purchased before the revo- 
cation of the Orders in Council, and many before 
2d February, 1811. The hardware importations 
were all of this description. One of the commit- 
tee, in October and November, 1811, passed 
through the great manufacturing towns in Eng- 
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land; and saw the warehouses full of goods, pack- 
ed.up, which were said to be there on American 
account. Si ; 

A great many: of these goods were paid for be- 
fore their shipment, others were remitted for be- 
fore their arrival, and others have been obtained 
on the usual credit, It has not. been the general 
practice to pay for goods at the time of purchase; 
but merchants have had much more the means 
of paying for the late importations, than they had 
to pay some years ago; this increased ability has 
arisen from the circumstance that this description 
of merchants have done no business. for nearly 
two years past. There will be always some not 
wholly. paid for; but, whether. paid for or not, 
whenever they are out of the warehouse, they are 
considered as on account of the importer. 

The importers of these goods are not the same 
persons who have shipped American produce to 
the Peninsula. Itis usual for these importers to 
place funds in England, in anticipation of their 
orders for the purchase of goods; the usual. op- 
eration is, by the purchase of bills of exchange. 

Dry goods have been purchased lately, at a 
lower rate than formerly, in England; those pur- 
chased in March, April, and May, were obtained 
at.a lower rate than the same goods have been 
purchased at, at any other time. It was only at 
these periods that goods were purchased at an un- 
usually low rate. 

They have not taken: into the calculation. of 
the profit of these importations, theadvantage on 
the purchase of “bills; this is'not included, be- 
cause, if, on an average, the merchant pays no 
more than par for the bills he remits, he is sat- 
isfied, and the experience of merchants proves, 
that no material advantage results to them in a 
course of years. There are cases in which per- 
sons went to England, provided with extensive 
funds, and have speculated on the low prices of 
the last Spring; but the great bulk of the goods 
imported were shipped in consequence of orders 
long before given. The importations have effect- 
ed.the return to this country of so much Amer- 
ican capital. These importations have not ex- 
ceeded the orders given—they have been less. 
Five ships were carried into Norfolk, three of 
which belonged to Baltimore, and one merchant 
gave bonds for nearly the whole of their cargoes, 
which averaged £100,000 sterling each. One ves- 
sel, belonging to Baltimore, the Eliza Ann, was 
carried into Boston; the value of the cargo ex- 
ceeded £100,000 sterling, and one man gave bonds 
for the whole cargo; these bonds were sometimes 
given in the expectation of a commission, without 
any authority from the owners of the property. 

New Yorx.—The committee from New York, 
in a subsequent communication, stated further, 
that the late importations into that city included 
purchases which were made after the revocation 
of the Orders in Council, as well as those which 
were made before the 2d February, 1811, and at 
intervening periods, but that the great mass had 
been purchased, and was on hand, remaining on 
American account, from the latter end of the year 
1810. They did not think, they said, on being 


interrogated to that point, that this was a large 
calculation, notwithstanding the relaxation in- 
troduced by the law of March, 1811; because 
the merchants had asked information of the Sec- 
retary of the T'reasury, before the passage of that 
law, as to the construction of the act of the 1st 
May, 1810, and the Presidenv’s proclamation of 
2d November, 1810, and were informed by that 
officer, that all goods which should not arrive in 
the United States prior to the 2d February, 1811, 
would be liable to forfeiture; that they therefore 
countermanded their orders, and did not enjoy the 
advantage which was granted by the act of March, 
1811. 

Orders, which are to be executed in the Fall, 
are usually given by the first January preced- 
ing, but the merchant frequently revises his or- 
ders in the Spring. 

Some of the goods lately imported have been 
purchased at a low rate, but a great part of them 
has not; as many of them have been long laid 
in, the purchases have been made at lower than 
former prices. 

The importers of British manufactures in New 
York, are a separate class of men from the ship- 
pers of American produce; they had no interest 
in the shipments to the Peninsula; there is scarce 
an exception within the knowledge of the com- 
mittee, except Mr. Coster, one of themselves, 
whose trade was not to the Peninsula, but to the 
North of Europe; not one-half of the American 
property in England, has been brought home; 
there were but twenty days in which to make 
shipments ; 23d June, the Orders in Council were 
revoked. On the 13th July, news of the declara- 
tion of war reached Liverpool, and it is believed 
no licenses were granted afterwards. The late 
importations are not equal to one-half of the 
usual supply, perhaps not one-third. 

There has been an advantage obtained by the 
shippers to the Peninsula, by the depreciation of 
exchange in England; when they took bills, they 
were obliged to take bills. The exportation of 
specie was not generally permitted, and where 
not specially permitted, the attempt to export, if 
discovered, was coupled with forfeiture. 

The course of trade practised by importers of 
British manufactures, as to payments, has been 
changed ; formerly, the shipments were made on 
credit; the purchases are made with cash; the 
merchant who wants goods, and has not money, 
obtains his credit here, instead of obtaining it in 
England, as formerly ; this country is, and has 
been for some time, the creditor of England; those 
who have imported on credit, for some time past, 
have been ruined. It is believed that the greater 
part of the goods, the orders for which were exe- 
cuted in the Fall of 1810, was paid at the time 
of purchase. There are, itis believed, cases in 
which the goods have been shipped to order, and 
were deliverable on contingencies to the American 
merchant, but they are probably few in number, 
because it cannot be presumed that, in the hos- 
tile attitude which the countries have presented, 
many men would be found who were disposed 
to place their property in a situation so precarious. 
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Mr. Russell stated, that, after the revocation 
of the Orders in Council, many of the American 
merchants did apply to him to obtain his opinion, 
whether they could ship British manufactures to 
the United States with safety or not? That, 
before the revocation of the orders, upon consid- 
ering the whole circumstances of the case, ex- 
amining the words of the law, and perceiving 
that its operation depended solely on the revoca- 
tion of the Orders in Council—considering the | 
evident bearing of the examinations in Parlia- i 
ment, and the ground on which the opposition 
contended for the revocation of the orders, which 
was not so much an act of justice to the United 
States as the advantage that was promised to 
their own manufacturers, he thought it his duty 
to countenance the idea that shipments made 
after the revocation of the orders, would be ad- 
mitted into the United States; that this ground 
was taken by the advocates of a revocation of | 
the orders, who declared that they would advise 
their friends to ship, as they believed shipments, | 
in the event of a revocation, might be made with | 
safety, and that he thought good policy required 
him to countenance the idea, in order to co-oper- 
ate as far as possible, with the advocates of the 
revocation of the orders. 

That, after the revocation of the orders, he 
continued to declare,and did declare, to the mer- 
chants who applied to him, as his opinion, that 
they might make shipments with safety. This 
opinion applied only to the cases where shipments 
were made before war. After a knowledge of | 
the war had reached England, he declared dis- | 
tinctly to the merchants, that the ground of a | 
proce annulment of the non-importation act, | 

y the Government of the United States, had 
ceased. | 

Mr. Russell stated, however, that, after the | 
knowledge of the declaration of war had reached 
England, he did still advise the American mer- 
chants to ship, because, if the property remained 
in England during the war, it would be ruinous 
to the holders. Many persons, after the revoca- 
tion of the orders, and hefore the news of war 
arrived, had made purchases. He would not be 
understood to say that he advised the merchants 
that, in case the law should not be repealed, they 
would be permitted to enjoy the advantages of a 
monopoly, and the consequent ordinary profits, | 
but merely that the property would not be confis- | 
cated. This, however, le said, was not at alla 
subject of conversation. His opinion that ship- 
ments might be made with safety, was founded 
as well on a presumption that the law would be 
annulled, as that the shippers would, in any event 
he placed, as nearly as possible, on the footing on 
which they would have stood had the law been 
annulled. That, if the law should not be annul- 
led, the special circumstances under which the 
shipments were made would entitle them to an 
exemption from its penalties. He believed that, 
before the revocation of the orders, and after the 
interdiction, purchases were made under an ex- 
pectation of a revocation, and these were made 
at reduced prices. The depression was not very 


material. After the revocation there was a rise, 
but they remained, throughout, lower than in com- 
mon times, when the trade was assuredly free. 
He did not, however, pretend to be very conver- 
sant in these matters. 

Some of the goods were purchased before the 
2d February, 1811; but, he would suppose they 
formed a very small portion of the importations. 
In the period intervening between that date and 
the revocation of the orders, there had been more 
considerable investments, but he believed the 


| greatest portion were purchased after the revoca- 


tion. There was then great activity in invest- 
ments, but he thinks it probable they were pur- 
chased with funds which had been remaining 
there for the purpose, and which were appropria- 
ted agreeably to orders which had been previous- 
ly given, to be executed in the event of the revo- 
cation of the Orders in Council. 

The knowledge of the declaration of war 
reached England about the 25th or 26th of July. 
Official information was not so soon received, and 
therefore the embargo which was laid by the Brit- 
ish Government was not imposed till the 20th 
July. The order, subsequently issued, permitting 
the departure of licensed vessels, but limiting 
their departure to the 15th of ——, was extended 
in some special cases, but not generally. 


The following affidavits and letters are selected. from 
a number reported by the Committee as part of 
their report; those which are not printed are of a 
like tenor. l : 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, È oo 

City of New York, ' 

By this public instrument, be it known to all 
whom this doth or may concern, that I, John. T. 
Irving, a public notary in and for the State of New 
York, by letters patent under the great seal of the 
said State, duly commissioned and sworn, and in. 
and by the said letters patent invested ^ with full 
power and authority to attest deeds, wills, testa- 
ments, codicils, agreements, and other instruments 
in writing, and to administer any oath or oaths, 
to any person or persons,” do hereby certify, that, 
personally appeared before me, Charles Osborne, 
Cornelius Heyer, H. Van Wagenin, John Stout- 
enburgh, William Irving, Nathaniel Richards, 
John Dodgson, John Mowatt, jr, Eliphalet Wil- 
liams, Robert C. Cornell, John B. Dash, Benja- 
min W. Dwight, John R. Willis, Isaac Carow, 
Joseph Cornell, William W. Mott, James Jenkins, 
Francis B. Winthrop, jr., Moses Judah, Garret 
B. Abeel, Edward Lyde, George Newbold, Sea- 
bury Tredwell, Leonard Kip, James J. Roosevelt, 
Charles Smith, jr., Rohert Lee, Ebenezer Irving, 
James S. Bailey, Joseph Curtis, and Henry King, 
all merchants, of the city of New York, and well 
known to me, who severally subscribed their 
names to the within deposition, and, being by me 
severally sworn and affirmed, respectively deposed 
and affirmed to the truth of its contents. 

In testimony whereof, I, the said notary, have 
subscribed these presents, and I have hereunto 
affixed my seal of office, the sixteenth day of No- 
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vember, in the year one thousand eight hundred 

and twelve, and of the independence of the Uni- 

ted States of America the thirty-seventh. — 
JOHN T. IRVING, Notary Public. 


Stats or New York, 

City of New York,- d$. 

The subscribers, importers of hardware, in the 
city and county of New York. and merchants 
there resident, being severally duly sworn and 
affirmed, severally say: 

That they have severally received importations 
of British manufactures, in their line, since the 
revocation of the Orders in Council by Great 
Britain; that, of these importations, they believe 
not more than one-third have been sold; that 
sales by the package, or wholesale, have been 
made at an average advance of about ninety 
per centum on the invoice; that the average 
charges of inland carriage, export duty, ship- 
ping commissions, insurance, freight, duties of 
import, &c., amount to sixty-five per centum, of 
course not leaving a profit on their investments 
of more than sixteen per cent., or of twenty-five 
per cent.on the invoice cost, exclusive of any ac- 
cidental benefit arising from exchange ; that this 
benefit has been much less than would appear, 
by reason of many of the importers having remit- 


ted their funds, twelve, eighteen, and even twenty- | 


four months ago, at which period exchange was 
not more than from six to ten per cent. under par; 
and against whatever gain may have been so 
made the loss. of interest, with the expense of 
storage, insurance from fire, &c., in England, 
may be considered as nearly a counterbalance. 
And these deponents and affirmants severally 
further say, that the said sales that have been 
effected by the package have been of the articles 
"most in demand, and therefore most profitable ; 
that the residue consists of many articles less 
saleable, and some of which, owing to the in- 
crease of the manufactures of this country, have 
been supplanted, and must be sold at little or no 
profit, such as nails, spades and shovels, planes, 
hollowware, whip thongs, webbings, mill saws, 
brushes of most descriptions, &c. 
Charles Osborne, James Jenkins, 
Cornelius Heyer, F.B. Winthrop,jr., 
H.Van Wagenin, Moses Judah, 
John Stoutenburg, Garret B. Abeel, 
William Irving, Edward Lyde, 
Nathan’l Richards, George Newbold, 
John Dodgson, Seabury Tredwell, 
John Mowatt, jr. ^ Leonard Kipp, 


E. Williams, J. J. Roosevelt, 
Robert C. Cornell, Charles Smith, jr., 
John B. Dash, Robert Lee, 


Benj. W. Dwight, 
John R. Willis, 
Isaac Carow, 
Joseph Cornell, 
Wm. W. Moti, 


I, David Dunham, of the city of New York, 
auctioneer, do hereby certify and declare, that I 
am in daily practice of vending, at publie sale, 


Ebenezer Irving, 
James S. Bailey, 
Joseph Curtis, 
Henry King. 


goods of the late importations from Great Brit- 
ain, &c.; that my sales embrace almost a gen- 
eral assortment of British manufactures, and that, 
for the present week alone, I have sold to the 
amount of nearly forty thousand dollars ; that, 
with very few exceptions, the said goods have 
not brought above seventy to eighty per cent. 
upon the original costs; that the few instances 
where they have brought above that advance, it 
has more frequently occurred that they have not 
brought cost and charges, and, in some instances, 
that there has been from ten to twenty per cent. 
loss on goods. And I do further certify and de- 
clare, that, in the importations of goods, in which 
I have been interested, I have found a number of 
packages that it has been with difficulty that 
more than cost and charges have been obtained ; 
and that I have now on hand an entire importa- 
tion, that (owing to the long detention of said 
goods at New London, at whieh port they have 
been wrongfully detained) I am willing to sell 
for cost and charges; aud further, that, when the 
whole of the goods now under detention, shall be 
brought into market, that the prospect is, that 
they will be considerably lower. And I do fur- 
ther declare, that I have been interested (under 
the firm of Dunham and Randolph) in the pur- 
chase of a very largeamount of British manufac- 
tured goods, associated with three or four other 
houses, say upwards of halfa million of dollars, 
and a great proportion of which have been pur- 
chased at a bare mercantile profit, after deduct- 
ing all the contingent expenses attending the 
same ; and lastly, that, in speaking of the cost 
and charges of all goods, the several penal bonds 
to the United States are never taken into caleu- 
lation as composing any part thereof. To all 
these facts I subscribe, and stand ready to testify 
with my corporeal oath, if necessary. 
DAVID DUNHAM. 
I, Matthias B. Edgar, a partner in trade with 
Mr. Dunham, the annexed named J. Valentine 
Van De Water, and I, Edward D. Burke, clerks 
in the employ of the said David Dunham, are 
privy to the facts set forth in his certificate, so 
far as relates to his auction sales, and the goods 
imported by him, and of those now on hand; of 
the facts relating to the goods in which lie has 
had an interest, with J. F. Randolph, under the 
firm of Dunham and Randolph, we believe to be 
true. 
MATTHIAS B. EDGAR. 
VAL. VAN DE WATER. 
EDWD. D. BURKE. 


New York November 16, 1812. 


The subscribers, commission merchants, and 
auctioneers, of the city of New York, do certify, 
that they have sold, both at private and at public 
sale, large quantities of British manufactured 
goods, which have been imported here in vessels 
which left Great Britain subsequently to the Or- 
der in Council of the 23d of June last; that, in 
almost all instances, they had the original in- 
voices of the said goods, and that they are of 
opinion, from various calculations they have made, 
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the said goods have, upon an average, afforded a 
profit to the importers, beyond the cost and 
charges, of about, but not exceeding, twenty per 
cent. They further certify, that they have sold 
several separate invoices of goods, which did not 
produce as much as the cost and charges. 
BOGGS, LIVINGSTON, & Co. 

New Yon, ss. 

On this 16th day of November, in the year one 
thousand eight hundred and twelve, before me, 
B. Livingston, an associate Justice of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, personally appeared 
James Boggs, one of the mercantile firm of Boggs, 
Livingston, & Co., of the said city, who, being 
duly sworn, deposeth and saith, that the facts 
stated in the foregoing certificate are, to the best 
of his knowledge and belief, substantially true. 

JAMES BOGGS. 

Sworn the 16th November, 1812, before me. 

B. LIVINGSTON. 


Jabez Harrison, of the city of New York, mer- 
chant maketh oath that he has imported, during 
the present fall, since the repeal of the Orders in 
Council, about two hundred and thirty packages 
of dry goods, consisting of what is usually termed 
a general assortment; that, from those goods, he 
has sold several packages at less than cost and 
charges; that he has now on hand about twenty 
packages, for which, on an average, he is not of- 
fered more than the costs and charges; that up- 
wards of one hundred packages of the foregoing 
have been sold at an advance varying from sixty 
to eighty-two and a half per cent., and not ex- 


ceeding the latter. 
J. HARRISON. 


. Sworn before me, the 17th November, 1812. 
WM. BLEECKER, Notary Public. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
City of New York, 

By this public instrument, be it known, to all 
to whom the:same doth or may concern, that I, 
John T. Irving, a public notary in and for tbe 
State of New York, by letters patent under the 
great seal of the said State, duly commissioned 
and sworn, and in aud by the said letters patent 
invested “with full power and authority to at- 
test deeds, wills, testaments, codicils, agreements, 
and other instruments of writing, and to admin- 
ister any oath or oaths, to any person or persons,” 
do hereby certify, that, personally appeared be- 
fore me, Daniel Hawxhurst, of the city of New 
York, merchant, known to me, who, in my pres- 
ence, subscribed his name to the within deposi- 
tion, and, being by me duly affirmed, deposed to 
the truth of its contents. 

In testimony whereof, I, the said notary, have 
hereunto affixed my seal of office, the sixteenth 
day of November, in the year one thousand eight 
hundred and twelve, and of the independence of 
the United States of America the thirty-seventh. 

J. T. IRVING, Notary Public. 
Unitep STATES OF AMERICA, 
District of New York, 

Daniel Hawxhurst, of the city of New York, 

merchant, being duly affirmed, saith, that he is 


ss. 


$8.. 


well acquainted with the value of hardware; that, 
within forty days past, he has purchased the best 
and scarcest articles, and those which yield as 
much profit as any others, at twenty-five per cent. 
advance on the net amount of the invoice, ata 
credit of four months, and the discounts allowed 


in England were allowed to him; and that he 


knows the charges which have to be paid out of 


this advance of seventy-five per cent., in export 


duty, shipping expenses, insurance, commissions, 
freight, duties on imports, &c., amount to from 
sixty to seventy per cent., and that the importer 


receives no more than a fair mercantile profit on 


the articles of this kind. 


DANIEL HAWXHURST. 
Affirmed to, this 16th of November, 1812, be- 


JNO. T. IRVING, Notary Publie. 
UNITED STATES or AMERICA, 


` District of New York, t e 

Leonard Kipp, of the city of New York, mer- 
chant, being duly sworn, deposeth and saith, that 
he is well acquainted with the value of hard- 
ware; that, within ten days last past, he has pur- 
chased the best and scarcest articles, and those 
which yield the largest profit, at ninety per cent. 
advance, on six months credit; and that he knows 
the charges which have to be paid out of this ad- 
vance of ninety per cent, viz: export duty, ship- 
ping commissions, insurance, freights, duties of 
import, &c., amount to from sixty to seventy per 
cent., and that the importer receives no more thaù 
a fair mercantile profit for articles of this kind. 
And this deponent further saith, that he has now 
on hand a large quantity of nails, spades, and 
shovels, which, in consequence of the high duties 
and extra charges, he is willing to sell for the 
first eost, together with the double duties and in- 
voice expenses, &c., to which the same are sub- 
ject. LEONARD KIPP. 


S worn the 14th November, 1812, before 


B. LIVINGSTON. 
UNITED STATES or AMERICA, 
District of New York, T 


Asa Hoyt, of the city of New York, merchant, 
being duly sworn, deposeth and saith, that he is 
well acquainted with the value of hardware; 
that, within forty days last past, he has purchased 
the best and scarcest articles, and those which 
yield the greatest profits, at ninety per cent. cash, 
and one hundred per cent. at four and six months 
credit, by the package, and he knows the charges 
which have to be paid out of this advance of 
ninety to one hundred per cent., viz: export duty, 
shipping commissions, insurance, freight, duties 
of import, &c., amount to from sixty to seventy 
per cent., and, after taking from the list of impor- 
tations, low-priced cutlery, butt-hinges, and a 
few other light articles, the residue will not, under 
the double duties, bear a future importation, ex- 
cepting in quite limited quantities, particularly 
brass, hollow ware, shovels, &c., which now form 
a considerable part of the importations, and do 


fore me, 
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not, excepting at retail..pay any profit, and that 
the importer receives no more than a fair mer- 


eantile profit.on the whole. 


ASA HOYT. 


Sworn this 10th day of November, 1812, be- 


C. BOSTWICK, 
Notary Public, New York. 


fore me, 


New York, November 14, 1812. 

Dear Sir: Some of. my friends and neighbors 
feel a great interest on a subject now before Con- 
gress, in which, having personally but little.inter- 
est, my views of the subject may perhaps be use- 
ful to you, when your attention shall be drawn 
to its consideration; at any rate, I presume on 
your: friendship. to receive with candor: the ideas 
Ishall communicate. ; 

-Many of our importers of British..goods are 
under immense responsibilities to the Govern- 
ment, for themselves and their friends ; the course 
ofimy. business would, at almost any-other-season, 
have placed me under similar circumstances ; but 
not expecting, myself, the repeal of the Orders in 
Council, I had withdrawn my brother from Eng- 
land.Jast. year, and having no other there to act 
foris, we have not imported.a cent.on our ac- 
count this season, although wè have pretty-large 
funds there, arising from shipments made a long 
time since. We haveonly bonded for three-thou- 
sand seven. hundred and fifty dollars, amount of 
a small shipment made to us.by an American 
citizen; in which we have no interest. 

I am fully persuaded that Government wish 
to.act with perfect fairness in relation to these 
bonds, and that the merchants have only to make 
out:their case, as entitled to relief, to receive the 
full measure of it. 

"That those American merchants who happened 
toibe in England, or had partners or agents there, 
on the repeal of the Orders in Council, should 
venture to make shipments, I presume can sur- 
prise no one, who has attended to the.correspond- 
ence which has passed between the two Govern- 
ments; at least, am ready to say that, not know- 
ing or expecting war, I should certainly have done 
so-freely, had 1 been there. The only objection 
of. any weight, to cancelling the bonds, that I 
have heard, is the large profits the merchants have 
realized ; it is true, that some of those who were 
fortunate enough to have their vessels arrive early 
in the season, without the interruption of pri- 
vate or public cruisers, and who sold off their 
goods immediately, have secured. unusually large 
profits.on some descriptions-of goods, say low- 
priced woollens, &c. These prices have been 
obtained in consequence of the previous scarcity, 
and a belief that, in consequence of the war, fur- 
ther supplies were precarious, and not from any 
idea of indemnity against the risk of the penal 
bonds to Government. In all our large cities, 
there are a class of dealers who buy by the pack- 
age from the importers, and sell by the piece to 
the country traders; this class of people have 
probably felt rather unfriendly to the importers, 
to whom they gave any extra profit, and many 


of them have-represented the importers’ profits as 
extravagant, in order to cover their own extor- 
tions on the country merchants. If, however, for 
this single season, the importers’ profits should be 
unusually large, isit anything more than the fair 
chance of trade, or an indemnity against the losses 
of former periods, arising out of the course of 
measures pursued by the Government for the 
general good, but which have borne with great 
severity on the importing dry good and hardware 
merchants? I do assure you that, although I 
have conducted my business with my usual in- 


dustry and judgment, that, for the last three 


years, I have not made my current expenses ; and 
this I know to be the case with many others; 
therefore, although I do not share with them the 
handsome profits of this season, I feel that they 
are entitled to it, and do not envy them. Thus 
far, I have only viewed the bright side of the 
subject; there is, however, probably, a majority 
of those who have given bonds, who will only 
make a fair mercantile profit, in consequence of 
the expenses on,. and delay in, the receipt of their 
goods, arising from detention by the cruisers, who 
have, in many instances, sent in the merchant 
ships.to distant ports from where they were hound, 
and thus obliged the consigners of the goods to 
incur heavy expenses in procuring the release. 
Under these circumstances, the delay in getting 
possession of the property, has, in most instances, 
deprived the merchant of the greater part of his 
expected profit; and, it is within my own knowl- 
edge, that now, when goods have fallen in price, 
so as to afford, in most instances, little more than 
the usual small profits, and, in some instances, no 
profit, many of the importers are but just getting 
possession of a great portion of their goods, and 
many. are not yet released. We have, ourselves, 
a ship in the freighting business, which was pro- 
ceeding from Scotland to this port, with. a valu- 
able cargo of dry goods, on account of various’ 
merchants in this city; she was captured in Au- 
gust last by a privateer, and carried into Bristol, 
Rhode Island. The ship is released on bond, but 
nearly the whole of the carga is this day in store 
in Bristol, under charge of the marshal or collect- 
or—the privateer (the Yankee) refusing to con- 
sent to their releaseon bond. Are not these cases 
of hardship? Iam, with much respect, &c. 
JAS. HEARD. 


Lewis ConpicT, Esq. 


BarriMOoRE, Nov. 17, 1812. 


My Dzan Sin: In consequence of the death 
of our mutual and respectable friend, Mr David 
Armour of this city, as his particular friend, and 
administrator of his estate, the duty has devolved 
upon me of stating particularly the transaction as 
it occurred, and the circumstances under which 
the goods lately imported by Armour and Jen- 
kins arrived. This subject, [ observe, being re- 
ferred to a committee of the House of Represent- 
atives, to make report on, imposes an obligation 
on me stating such facts and circumstances, re- 
lating to this business, as I conceive may be use- 
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ful. ThisIshould have done at an earlier period, | follow, that, if the Government exacted the bonds 
but was prevented by the want of the documents taken, Armour & Jenkins would lose $10,935 03} ; 
from Norfolk, which came to hand the night be- | this results from the following facts: 

fore last only. For many years past, as will no | The amount of penal bond, per Tom Hazard, in 


doubt appear, by referring to tbe Treasury De- Norfolk, is B - - $12,807 88 
partment, Armour & Jenkins, (saddlers of this | The amount of penal bond, per brig 

city.) were in the practice of importing, every Ann. in Baltimore - - S - 64033 
Spring and Fall, a small quantity of saddlery. i mL I eos 
Pursuing their customary plan, on the 30th of $13448 21 


enr 1810, hey pee the pon Md From this sum, deduct the net profits 
ately arrived, the subject whieh is now before 3- . 
the committee. Shortly after this period, Mr. | made, as per statement No. 3 eee 17} 
D. Armour was taken sick, and died on the 11th | A psolute loss of Armour & Jenkins $10,935 034 
of November following, leaving a widow and six : 
children. During the time between the 30th of 
June, 1810, and his death, part of the money for; Lam aware that something may be said about 
those goods was paid ; the balance, Mr. Jenkins, | the rate of exchange; on this head, I shall adopt 
the surviving partner, paid, by great exertions, in | the language of Mr. Russell on a late occasion. 
the latter end of March, 1811, having obtained | I have nothing to disguise. The advantage of 
the money, in part, from the Union Bank of | bills, upon the whole of this transaction, has been 
Maryland, on loan, to effect this object. The in- | about 14 per cent.; but have we not, without any 
ducements to those exertions were, that Messrs. | fault of ours, been subjected to great trouble, 
William Walker & Co., of Philadelphia, who | anxiety, and alarm? Yes, more than any man 
were the agents of the Messrs. Walkers in Eng-|in his senses would be willing to undergo for 
land, of whom the goods were ordered, gave him | such an advantage. 
a discount of 7} per cent. for prompt payment.; Having, as I conceive, made a fair and honest 
You will please to observe, that, when this money | statement of this business, I would ask, what will 
was paid, the goods were expected in a very Government be likely to do? In coming to this 
short time ; this opinion was induced by the let- | determination, there will be but one o jeet in 
ter of William Walker & Co., of Philadelphia, | view—this object is justice. You know me too 
dated 13th March, 1811, an extract from which is | well to suppose 1 would not be among the very 
herewith enclosed. The circular from the Treas- | first to step forward to punish any violation of 
ury Department, it is presumed, which reached | the laws of our own Government ; but it is surely 
England in the interim, stopped their shipment. | a sound maxim to say, that, where there was no 
as, by that instrument, no goods were allowed to | intention to transgress, there can be no crime; 
be landed in this country, which should arrive | and where there has been no crime, | am quite 
after the 2d of February ; although it so turned | sure, an honest Government like ours will never 
out, that, had they been shipped, by a subsequent { punish. You may ask how a discrimination can 
law of Congress they would have been legally | be made. To this I would say. that, if the col- 
imported, as the law admitted all goods that | lected wisdom of the United States cannot de- 
should leave England before the 2d of February. | vise means to punish the guilty, without involv- 
In the midst of those difficulties, and believing, | ing the innocent, let the whole escape. Adopt 
from the declaration of our Government, that the | the common declaration of law—it is better for 
non-importation act would be repealed, as soon | ninety-nine guilty persons to escape, than to pun- 
as the British Government should revoke their ‘ish one innocently. Having been thus lengthy, 
Orders in Council, Mr. Jenkins, the surviving | I shall conclude by giving you permission to make 
partner, with, I believe, almost every other im- | what use you please of this letter, and the accom- 
porter, ordered the goods shipped as soon as the | panying documents. I remain, yours, very re- 
Orders in Council should be removed. This | spectfully, JOHN HILLEN. 
event having taken place, and the shippers in į Adm’r estate of D. Armour. 
England not knowing of war being declared by |} Avexanper McKim, Esq. 
this Government, shipped them under the former ; 
orders they had received. Ishould have mention- | 
ed that the goods sold, as heretofore mentioned, | Extract of a letter from William Walker & Co., dated 
by order of the Orphan’s Court, were sold on aj Philadelphia, 13th March, 1811, to Messrs. Armour 
credit of six months, which time, added to that and Jenkins. 
already elapsed since the money was paid, makes | * GeNTLEMEN: We have yours of the 11th ; the 
twenty-five months’ interest due, or 123 per cent.; | last accounts we have from our friends in Eng- 
from which, deduct the 74 per cent. allowed for jland, are of the 22d December, at which time 
prompt payment, and 5 per cent. stands, of course, | they intended shipping all they could get on board 
a proper item in the price of the goods, which | by 2d February. They mention particularly, 
would, on the money paid in England, amount to | that the Baltimore orders, having been received 
about $720. From the foregoing, which is found- | early. were ina great state of forwardness, and 
ae not upon speculative suppositions, but upon | would be ready for the first vessels. We have, 
eee absolute in themselves, the documents of | therefore, no doubt, but the greatest part of your 
ich can be exhibited, if necessary, it would | goods will be in the Diana.” 
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SINKING FUND. 


[Communicated to the Senate, February 8, 1813.] 


. Wasuineton, February 6, 1813. 
. The Commissioners of the Sinking Fund re- 
spectfully report.to Congress as follows: 


That the measures which have been authorized 
by the Board subsequent to their last report, of 
the 5th February, 1812, so far as the same have 
been. completed, are fully detailed in the report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury to this Board, 
dated the 5th day of the present month, and in the 
statements therein referred to, which are herewith 
transmitted, and prayed to be received as part of 
this report. - 

W. H. CRAWFORD, Pres. Sen., p. tem. 
.J. MARSHALL, Chief Justice, U. States. 
JAMES MONROE, Secretary of State. 
ALBERT GALLATIN, Sec'y Treas'y. 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, Feb. 5,1813. 

The Secretary of the Treasury respectfully re- 
ports to the Commissioners of the Sinking Fund: 
That the balance of moneys advanced on account of 
the public debt, remaining unexpended at the close 
of the year 1810, and applicable to payments falling 
due after that year; which balance, as appears hy 
the statement B, annexed to the last annual report, 
amounted to - -. - - + $493,174.17 
Together with the sums disbursed from 
the Treasury during the year 1811, 
on account of the principal and inter- 
est of the public debt; which sums, as 
appears by the statement C, annexed 
to last annual report, amounted to - 
Together with a further sum arising 
from profit in exchange on remittan- 
ces. from America to Europe, pur- 
chased during the year 1811, amount- 
ing, as appears by the statement D, 
annexed to the last annual report, to 
And, with the further sum of £4,900 
sterling, in bills taken in payment of 
the principal of an equal sum of pro- 
tested bills, as appears by the same 
statement D, and equal, at par, to - 


8,148,095 00 


56,726 14 


21,777 78 


And amounting, together, to - $8,719,773 09 
Have been accounted for in the following manner: 

I. There was repaid into the T'reasury, during the year 
1811, on account of the principal of moneys hereto- 
fore advanced for the payment of the public debt, 
including the amount of sundry bills of exchange 
received in lieu of others previously purchased, which 
had been protested, as appears by the statement E, 
annexed to the last annual report - $168,444 45 

II. The sums actually applied, during 
the same year, to the payment of the 
principal and interest of the publie 
debt, as ascertained by accounts ren- 
dered to the Treasury Department, 
amounted, as will appear by the state- 
ment A, to eight millions forty-eight 
thousand eight hundred and fourteen 
dollars and seventy-nine cents, viz: 


1. Paid in reimbursem’t 
of the principal of the 
public debt ~ - $5,543,606 39 
2. Paid on account of in- 
terest and charges on 
the same - - 2,505,208 40 
8,048,814 79 


III. The balance remaining unexpend- 
ed at the close of the year 1811, and 
applicable to payments falling due 
after that year, as ascertained by ac- 
counts rendered to the Treasury De- 
partment, amounted, as will appear 


by the statement B, to - - - 502,513 85 


Total - - - - - - $8,719,773 09 


That, during the year 1812, the following disburse- 
ments were made out of the Treasury, on account of 
the principal and interest of the public debt, viz : 

I. On account of the interest and reim- 

bursement of domestic funded debt - $3,845,117 34 

II. On account of the domestic 


unfunded debt - - - $945 04 
And of the debt due to foreign 
officers - - - - 1,444 17 


—— 2,989 21 
III. On account of the interest on Lou- 
isiana stock, and on converted stock, 
payable in Europe - - - - 627,051 64 


Amounting, together, as will appear by 
annexed list of warrants, marked C, to $4,474,558 19 


Which disbursements were made out of the follow- 
ing funds, viz : 
I. From the funds constituting the annual sppropria- 
tion of eight millions dollars, for the year 1812, viz ; 
From the fund arising from the interest ’ 
on the debt transferred to the Com- 
missioners of the Sinking Fund, per 
statement I - - - - E 
From the fund arising from the sale of 
public lands, being the amount re- 
ceived into the Treasury, from the Ist 
October, 1811, to the 30th Septem- 
ber, 1812, per statement K - - 
From tho proceeds of duties on goods, 
wares, and merchandise, imported, 
and on the tonnage of vessels - - 


$1,899,125 22 


822,599 64 


1,727,908 03 


Amounting, together, to - - $4,449,630 89 


Which sum of $4,449,630 89, being 
deducted from the annual appropriation 
of $8,000,000, leaves an unexpended 
balance of $3,550,369 11,to be applied 
during the year 1813, in addition to the 
appropriation for that year. 

II. From repayments into the "Treasu- 
ry, on account of moneys heretofore 
advanced for the payment of divi- 
dends on the domestic funded and 
unfunded debt, as will appear by the 
statement E. - - - - - 24,927 30 


Making together - - - - $4,474,558 19 
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That the above-mentioned disbursem’ts, 
together with the above-stated bal- 
ance, which remained unexpended at 
the close of the year 1811, of - - 

And, together with a further sum, aris- 
ing from profits on remittances from 

` America to Europe, purchased dur- 
ing the ycar 1812, and amounting, as 
will appear by the statement D, to - 


502,513 85 


91,532 B8 


Making together - >= - $85,068,604 92 


Will be accounted for in the next annual report, in 
conformity with the accounts which shall then have 
been rendered to the Treasury Department. 

That, in the meanwhile, the manner in which the 
said sum has been applied, is estimated as follows: 


I. The payments into the Treasury, on acount of the 
principal of moneys advanced for the payment of div- 
idends on the domestic funded and unfunded debt, 
have during the year 1812 amounted, as by the above- 
mentioned statement E, to - - . $24,927 30 


IL. The sums actually applied, during 
the year 1812, to the principal and in- 
terest of the public debt, are estimated 
as follows: 

J. Paid in reimbursem’t 
of the interest of the 
public debt — - - $2,262,690 01 

2. Paid on account ofin- 
terest and charges on 


the public debt - 2,422,060 14 


-$4,684,750 15 
„As will appear by the estimate F. 


IH. The balance which remained unex- 
pended at the close of the year 1812, 
&nd applicable to payments falling 
due after that year, is estimated, per 
estimate G, at - - - - 358,927 47. 


Making together - +  - $5,068,604 92 


That, in conformity with the resolution of the 


Commissioners of the Sinking Fund, of the 19th 
June, 1812—a copy whereof is hereunto annexed, 
marked M—the residue of the.converted stock was 
reimbursed at the close of the year 1812; and, 
that, in conformity with the resolution of the said 
Commissioners, of the 6th July, 1812—a copy of 
which is annexed, marked N—$179,300 of Lou- 
isiana domestic six per cent. stock, $14,000 (nom- 
inal) of deferred six per cent. stock, and $57,000 
of six per cent. stock, of 1812, have been purchased 
previous to the 31st December, 1812, having cost, 
together, $242,847 39, as will more particularly 
appear in the statement marked L. 

And that the statement H exhibits the amount 
of stock transferred to the Commissioners of the, 
Sinking Fund, and to the Treasurer of the United. 
States, in trust for said States, and standing on 
the books of the Treasury on the 31st December, 
1812; no stock having been transferred, in pay- 
ment for lands, during the year 1812. 

All which is respectfully submitted. 


ALBERT GALLATIN. 


INCREASE OF REVENUE. 
[Communicated to the House, February 15, 1813.) 
CommiTree Room, Feb. 11, 1813. 


‘Sir: The Committee of Ways and Means are 
of opinion that it is expedient to raise an internal 


| revenue for the service of the year 1814; but that 


it is altogether impracticable, within the present 
session, to pass the necessary laws for that pur- 
pose; they have, therefore, directed me to inquire 
of you, at what time, in your opinion, it will be 
necessary that such laws should be enacted, in 
order to raise a revenue, which may be collected 
in time for the service of that year. 
. lam also directed to bring to your attention 
the last paragraph of your letter to the Chairman 
of this Committee, of the 10th of June, 1812, and 
to ask whether the opinion. therein given is appli- 
cable-to-the present state.of things, and to the 
probable exigencies of the Government, in the 
year 1814? 

As early an answer as shall be consistent with 
your convenience is requested. ; 

Iam, with great respect, &c. 

LANGDON CHEVES. 
Hon. ALBERT GALLATIN, Sec'y Treasury. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Feb. 12, 1813. 


Sır: In answer to your letter of yesterday, I 
have the honor to state that I still believe it prac- 
ticable to organize the taxes within three or four 
months after the passing of the Jaws in the shape 
reported. This, however, is only matter of opi- 
nion, in which I may be mistaken; and it would 


.| certainly be desirable, if other considerations do 


not oppose it, to prevent the danger of disappoint- 
ment, by allowing more time for the selection of 
officers, preparing and transmitting the forms and 
instruetions, and taking all other steps necessary 


‘for the organization of a difficult and novel sys- 
‘| tem, which must. pervade every part of the exten- 
.sive territory of the United States. 


The selec- 
tion of officers, including the time necessary to 
ascertain whether they will accept, is perhaps the 
operation most likely to-produce delay. 
I have the honor to be, respectfully, &c. 
ALBERT GALLATIN. 
Hon. Lanapon Cueves, Chairman, 4c. 


GommiTrer Room, June 9, 1812. 


Sin: I am directed, by the Committee of Ways 
and Means, to request you to inform them, whe- 


ther, in your opinion, the non-importation act 


may not be so modified, or partially suspended, as 
to afford a revenue equivalent to the estimated 
amount of the proposed internal taxes, additional 
tonnage duty, and diminution of drawbacks; and, 
in such event, whether the last mentioned objects 
of ene may not, for the present, be dispensed 
with. 
Tam, sir, with great respect, &c. 
LANGDON CHEVES. 


Hon. ALBERT GarLaTIN, Sec’y Treasury. 
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TREASURY DEPARTMENT, June 10, 1812. 


Sir: I had the honor to receive your letter of 
yesterday, asking Whether, in my opinion, the 


non-importation act may not be so modified, or.|' 


partially suspended, as to afford a revenue equiv- 
alent to the estimated amount of the internal tax- 
es, additional tonnage duty, and diminution of 
drawbacks; and, in such event, whether the last 
mentioned objects of revenue may not, for the 
present, be dispensed with ? 

„All the estimates of revenue, which have been 
transmitted during this session, having necessari- 
ly been made in conformity with the existing 
laws, were predicated on the supposed absolute 


rohibition of British produce and manufactures. | 


hese, in ordinary times, amounted to more than 
one-half of the foreign merchandise consumed in 
the United States. The actual exclusion of the 
greater part of ‘the articles of our own growth 
from France, Holland, and Germany, the conse- 
quent nullity of our commerce with those coun- 
tries, and the conquest by Great Britain of their 
colonies, still more lessens the proportion of for- 
eign articles which may be imported from other 
countries than the British dominions, 

^ Tt is, therefore, evident, that the amount of du- 

. ties on importations will be more than doubled 
in the event of a suspension of the non-importa- 
tion, and that they will, whilst that suspension 
continues, afford a revenue, at least equivalent 
‘to the estimated amount of the proposed direct tax, 
internal duties, additional tonnage, and diminu- 
tion of drawbacks. ` AIl these may be dispensed 
with, so long as the suspension continues, provi- 
ded that the contemplated increase of one hun- 
dred per cent. on the duties on importations shall 
take place. 

It is not believed that the result would be ma- 
terially affected by a modification, or partially, 
instead of an absolute, suspension of the non-im- 
portation : for the amount of importations would 
be principally regulated by the amount of Amer- 
ican funds already in England, and by the sub- 
sequent consumption of American produce in 
Great Britain, Spain, and Portugal, and the Brit- 
ish West Indies, respectively. If a discrimination 
be thought eligible, it would seem that the arti- 
cles entitled to preference are colonial produce, 
particularly rum, coarse woollens, middle price 
cotton goods, Irish linens, earthen and glassware, 
hardware and manufactures of steel, tin, brass, 
and copper, finecloths, muslins, plain cotton goods, 
manufactures of silk, hemp, flax, (with the above 
exception) and leather, paper, hats, shoes, and mil- 
linery, may either be altogether supplied by do- 
mestic manufactures or dispensed with. 

The annual importations of British colonial 
and domestic produce and manufactures could 
not be estimated at less than thirty-five millions 
of dollars. Supposing (on the same grounds on 
which the other estimates of duties on importa- 
tion in time of war were made) that the war and 
other restrictions should reduce the amount to 
one-half, the proposed double duties collected on 
the revenue would produce a net revenue of at 
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least five millions of dollars, and greater, there. 
fore, than all the proposed internal taxes and du- 
ties and additional tonnage duty. 

Permit me; however, to observe, with respect 
to this last duty, that, so far as relates to foreign 
vessels, the proposed addition appears necessary, 
and i$ hardly sufficient to compensate the great 
advantages which war will give them over Amet- 


| iean vessels, in the American commerce. 


Itis proper to add, that all the bills for laying 
and collecting the direct tax and internal duties 
have been prepared in conformity with the for- 
mer request of the Committee, so that the whole 
subject may be taken up at this, or any other 
time, without any delay on the part of the Trea- 
sury. The only detail on which the information 
is not as complete as might be desired, is that of 
the quotas of the direct tax intended to be laid 
on the several counties in each State. It is also 
believed that the system has been prepared in 
such manner that it may be organized, and all 
the taxes be in full operation, in the month of 
April next, provided the laws are enacted before 


the commencement of the year 1813. 


I have the honor to be, &c. 


ALBERT GALLATIN. 
Hon. Lanapon Cuzvzs, Chairman, $c. 


FINES, PENALTIES, AND FORFEITURES. 


[Communicated to the House, February 27, 1813. 
Mr. QuiNcv made the following report: 


The Committee appointed to inquire into the 
principles and praetice adopted by the Treasury 
Department in relation to the revenue laws, and 
to the mitigating or remitting the fines, penalties, 
and forfeitures, accruing under the same, having, 
in pursuance of that appointment, had an inter- 
view with the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
examined such papers as they deemed necessary. 
for the due execution of their trust, addressed to 
him a letter, marked A, and received from him, 
in reply, the letter marked B, with the accompany- 
ing document. All which are annexed to this 
report. . 

It appears to your committee, as far as they are 
enabled to judge, that the remitting and mitiga- 
ting powers, exercised by the Treasury Depart- 
ment, have been used in a manner liberal and 
just. Your Committee have not deemed it their 
duty, from the terms of their authority, to enter 
into the consideration of the expediency of reliev- 
ing the Treasury Department from the burden of 
exercising this discretion. In some commercial 
communities, a similar discretion is vested in a 
board of commissioners, whose members form a 
check upon each other, and the publicity of whose 
proceedings preserve their decisions, under the 
scrutiny of the public eye, and the wholesome 
control of public opinion. 

Your Committee report to the House the an- 
nexed papers, as the result of their inquiry. 
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A. 
House oF REPRESENTATIVES, 

January, 22, 1813. 

Sır: The Committee appointed to inquire into 
the principles and practice adopted ,by the Trea- 
sury Department in relation to the revenue laws, 
and to the mitigating or remitting the fines, 
penalties, and forfeitures, accruing under the same, 
have directed me to request such an elucidation of 
the general construction given by that Depart- 
ment, of its powers in relation to that subject, as 
may indicate the principles by which it has been 
regulated. "They particularly have authorized 
me to desire an answer to the following inquiries: 

Whether, in cases of “intention of fraud” ex- 
isting, the Department deems itself authorized 
either to remit, or mitigate ? 

' Whether, in cases of “ wilful negligence” exist- 
ing, the Department deems itself authorized either 
to remit, or mitigate? 

Whether, in cases where neither one nor the 
other exists, the Department deems itself at lib- 
ay to inflict the whole penalty, or any part of 
it ; 

If the Department has deemed itself at liberty, 
in cases where no “wilful negligence” and no 
* fraud” has existed, to inflict the whole penalty, 
or forfeitures, or any part of either, then the Com- 
mittee have directed me to inquire by what gene- 
ral principles its decision, in such cases, has been 
regulated ? 

Particularly, whether the Department has 
deemed itself confined, in relation to such eases, 
to such a mitigation of the penalty, or forfeiture, 
as might include the mere incidents of the pros- 
ecution, and the “terms and conditions” on 
which, having reference to such incidents, it 
should be made to cease; or, whether, in relation 
to such cases, it has deemed itself at liberty to 
take into consideration other circumstances, such 
as the profits of the Treasury, the gains of the 
individual, the like or other considerations, in 
estimating the amount of the penalty or forfei- 
ture to be exacted. 

The Committee having perceived that, in cer- 
tain cases, where “wilful negligence and fraud” 
were stated not to exist, the condition of release 
has been on the payment of “ costs and charges, 
and a certain per centage, for the use of the Uni- 
ted States, in addition to the duty established by 
law,” they have directed me to inquire by what 
principles this levy has been regulated? To 
what cases it has been applied? And what has 
been the gain to the United States by such pay- 
ments of per centage. 

The Committee also requests a general state- 
ment of the fines, penalties, and forfeitures, re- 
ceived by the Treasury Department since the 
date of the establishment, and the expenses which 
have occurred on prosecutions for them. 

The Committee will be happy to receive any 
elucidation which the above inquiries, or any 
other considerations connected with the subject, 
may suggest. Iam, sir, respectfully, &c. 

JOSIAH QUINCY. 

Hon. Ausert Garrat. 


B. 
Treasury DEPARTMENT, Feb. 12, 1812. 

Sir: The pressure of current business has pre- 
vented an earlier answer to your letter of 22d 
ultimo. The tenor of some of the queries therein 
contained, renders it necessary to premise some 
observations on the object and obvious construc- 
tion of the law, which authorizes remisssions or 
mitigations of fines, penalties, and forfeitures. 

In almost every penal code, the law fixes the 
maximum of the fine which may be inflicted for 
offences made punishable by the payment of . 
money, and leaves it discretionary with the 
court to prescribe, in every case, according to its 
circumstances, the sum, not exceeding that max- 
imum, which shall be paid by the offender. In 
the revenue and restrictive laws of the United 
States, the fines, or forfeitures, which may be 
incurred by reason of any infraction of those 
laws, are made absolute ; and the power to miti- 
gate, and even to remit the whole amount, has, 
it is presumed, for the sake of uniformity, been 
vested, under certain limitations, in the Secretary 
of the Treasury. It is enacted that he shall have 
power “to mitigate or remit such fine, forfeiture, 
or penalty, (or remove such disability,) or any 
part thereof, if, in his opinion, the same shail 
have been incurred without wilful negligence, or 
any intention of fraud in the person or persons 
incurring the same; and to direct the prosecu- 
tion, if any shall have been instituted for the re- 
covery thereof, to cease and be discontinued, 


' upon such terms and conditions as he may deem 


reasonable and just.” 

Since the Secretary of the "Treasury is not 
authorized to remit, or even to mitigate, unless 
there has been neither intention of fraud, nor 
wilful negligence, it necessarily follows, that, 
by the words, wilful negligence, is meant only 
such flagrant and voluntary infraction of the 
laws as, though not implying fraud, properly so 
called, is, by the statute, considered as tantamount 
to fraud, and therefore precluding any remission, 
or even mitigation of the penalty incurred. 

Since the power to remit in part, or to miti- 
gate, which is precisely the same as a power to 
enforcea part of the penalty, not only may be 
exercised in cases which fall short, in the words 
of the statute, of intention of fraud, or of wilful 
negligence, but is limited to such cases alone; it 
necessarily follows that the statute cuntemplates 
offences implying a certain degree of guilt, and 
requiring a punishment less than the whole 
amount of the penalty incurred, although there 
has been, in persons incurring such penalty, 
neither intention of fraud, nor what is there call- 
ed wilful negligence. 

It is evident, from the tenor of the statute, that 
it describes two classes of offences: 1st, such as 
imply fraud, or (to use the expression) statute 
wilful negligence, and which shall be punished 
by the infliction of the whole amount of the fine, 
penalty, or forfeiture incurred; 2dly, such as im- 
ply neither fraud or statute wilful negligence, to 
which alone the power to remit, or to mitigate, 
can be applied. 
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That the last class embraces two species of in- 
fractions: such as, falling short of the highest de- 
gree of offence, which precludes even a mitigation, 
must, however, render the party liable to a partial 
payment of the penalty incurred; 2dly, such as, 
from involuntary and unimportant omissions, have 
made the party legally liable to the penalty, but 
where such penalty should, in equity, and may, 
without weakening the execution of the laws, be 
altogether remitted; and that the authority vest- 
ed in the Secretary of the Treasury is applicable 
only to that class of offences, which imply neither 
fraud nor statute wilful negligence, and consists 
in graduating the amount of penalty which it may 
still be proper and necessary to enforce, or in grant- 
ing an unqualified remission, according to the na- 
ture of the case. s 

This exposition of the law-affords a ready an- 
swer to the general queries proposed by the com- 
mittee, and was thought necessary, because it was 
apprehended that some erroneous view of the sub- 
ject and meaning of the law might result, from 
not particularly attending to the restricted sense 
affixed to the words “wilful negligence,’ by the 
statute. 

: It was apprehended that, on a first impression, 
the position may have been assumed, either, that 
the power to enforce a part only of the penalty 
did not exist, although that power be expressly 
implied in that of mitigating, and remitting in 
part, or that it could be exercised in cases where 
there was neither fraud, or statute wilful negli- 
gence, although this authority be, by the statute, 
expressly confined to such eases alone. 

To the three first queries of the committee, it 
is, therefore, answered : 

1. That the Secretary of the Treasury does not 
consider himself authorized, either to remit or to 
mitigate, in cases where, in his opinion, there has 
been neither intention of fraud, or (statute) wilful 
negligence. 

2. That he does not consider himself author- 
ized to inflict the whole penalty, in cases where, 
in his opinion, there has been neither intention of 
fraud, or (statute) wilful negligence. 

3. 'That he does consider himself authorized, 
when, in his opinion, necessary and proper, to en- 
force a part of the penalty in some, and require 
the payment of costs in all cases where, in his 
opinion, there has been neither intention of fraud, 
or (statute) wilful negligence. 

T'he fourth query of the committee is to the fol- 
lowiog effect: i " 

By what general principles has the decision of 
the Treasury been regulated in cases where, there 
being no fraud or (statute) wilful negligence, a 
part of the penalty or forfeiture has nevertheless 
been enforced? "Particularly: Whether the 
Department has deemed itself confined, in such 
cases, to such a mitigation of the penalty, or for- 
feiture, as might include the mere incidents of the 
proseeution, and the ‘terms and conditions’ on 
which, having reference to such incidents, it 
should be made to cease; or, whether, in relation 
to such cases, it has deemed itself at liberty to 
take into consideration other circumstances, such 


as the profits of the Treasury, the gains of the in- 
dividual the like or other considerations, in es- 
timating the amount of the penalty, or forfeiture, 
to be exacted.” — . 

From what has already been stated, it follows, 
that, if, by “incidents of prosecution,” and terms 
and conditions connected therewith, the payment 
of costs only be meant, the Treasury (with the 
exception of a few cases of great hardship) has 
required such payment in all cases of remission 
or mitigation, and has not deemed itself confined 
to such payment in those cases where it appeared 
necessary and proper to enforce a part of the 
penalty or forfeiture. Thestatute grants, in that 
respect, two distinct powers—that of prescribing 
the terms and conditions on which prosecutions 
shall be discontinued: which, of course, embraces 
the payment of costs and other incidents of prose- 
cution, and that of mitigating or remitting, only 
in part, the penalty. Which last authority would 
be nugatory, and would not therefore have been 
given, had the law intended to confine the effect 
of that authority to the costs, or other similar in- 
cidents of prosecution; these being embraced by 
another part cf the enacting clause. 

In deciding on those cases to which the power 
of remitting, in whole or in part, does apply, and 
in graduating the amount of penalty enforced, in 
those where it appeared improper to grant an 
unqualified remission, the Treasury has been 
invariably governed by three principles : 

Ist. Enforcing laws. 2dly. Reducing the pen- 
alty to that amount, and requiring only that por- 
tion which appeared sufficient for the purpose of 
preventing infractions. 3dly. Uniform rules of 
decision, so far as the diversity of cases rendered 
them practicable. In the application of those 
principles to: individual cases, several circum- 
stances have naturally been taken into consider- 
ation, such as the degree of negligence manifested 
by the party; the importance, for the safety of 
the revenue, of the particular provision which 
had been infringed; the encouragement due to 
the vigilance of the officers; and, when neces- 
sary, for the purpose of checking illegal importa- 
tions, the profit derived from the transaction. 

The gain of the Treasury never had any influ- 
ence on any decision, or has even been thought of. 
The portion of a mitigated penalty sometimes 
happens to be paid into the Treasury, because 
the law had made one-half payable there, if not 
mitigated. The decisions of the Treasury never 
can add anything to the amount actually for- 
feited, and otherwise legally payable; and when- 
ever a mitigation takes place, it operates as a de- 
duction from such payment. If it ever should 
be attempted to draw a revenue from forfeitures 
and penalties, it will be done by giving to the 
statute a construction precisely the reverse of that 
now adopted. Instead of restricting the words 
* wilful negligence” to flagrant infractions, tanta- 
mount to fraud, as is now done, in conformity 
with the obvious meaning of the statute, let those 
expressions receive that construction of which, in 
common parlance, they are susceptible ; let every 
negligence, however unimportant, provided it be 
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accompanied with an act of the will, be called 
“wilful negligence,” and every penalty which 
bas been mitigated, together with many of those 
which have been remitted in full, will fall in the 
class of those on which no remission can be 
granted. With that construction, instead of the 
trifling amount which has been paid into the 
Treasury for the share of the United States, in 
mitigated penalties, which have been enforced 
in part, not less, probably, than two millions of 
dollars, remitted by those decisions, would have 
been legally exacted. The exposition of the law, 
and the preceding arguments, have been adduced 
only in proof of the correctness of the principles 
which have been adopted in mitigating penalties: 
for, in point of fact, the portion which has been 
paid on that account, in.the Treasury, is so in- 
considerable, that, if known, it never could have 
been supposed that what is called the gain of 
the Treasury had the smallest effect on the 
decisions. 

The whole number of decisions, since the pres- 
ent Secretary of the Treasury has filled that of- 
fice, viz: from the 14th of May, 1801, to the 14th 
of December, 1812, amounts to 1,297. In ninety- 
two of these cases, there being, in the opinion of 
the Treasury, intent of fraud, or (statute) wilful 
negligence, no remission could be granted. Of 
the 1,205 other cases, to which the power of re- 
mittting in whole, or in part, applied, there have 
been 888 in which an absolute remission has been 

ranted, generally on payment of costs; and 317 

ave been mitigated. In about two-thirds of 
these, nothing more has been inflicted than the 
payment of sums, generally inconsiderable, to 
the use of the custom-house officers. Of the 
residue, there are 27, consisting of three embargo 
cases, and of 24 cases of illegal importations, 
principally from Amelia Island, or in vessels at 


sea when war was declared, in which the deci- | were also forfeited by the law. | 
sion has been, that, from the net proceeds of | ty-seven cases of this description. 


sales, the costs, and (in the cases of importation) 
the duties in force when the decisions took place, 
should be deducted ; that the residue, if not ex- 
ceeding the prime cost, freight, insurance, and 
other charges, should be paid to the claimants, 
and that the surplus, if any, should be distributed 
in the same manner as the whole forfeiture, if 
enforced, would have been. In one of those 
eases, one hundred and fifty dollars have been 
paid into the Treasury. It is ascertained that, 
in many of them, there is no surplus; and the 
same result is anticipated in most others. In 67 
other cases, hereafter stated, in answer to the last 
query of the committee, the whole amount paid 
into the Treasury falls short of four thousand 
dollars. There may be eight or ten more cases 
of mitigations, in which some payments have 
been, or may be, made into the Treasury, and 
which, not being sufficiently designated in the 
register of decisions, could not be ascertained 
without a critical examination of all the original 
papers. The amount of penalties and forfeitures 
actually paid into the Treasury, and which is 
hereafter stated, arises, almost exclusively, from 
cases of fraudulent infractions of the laws, on 


| 


which no remission whatever could take place, 
and, in most of which, no application has, of 
course, been made to the Treasury. 

The last query of the committee relates to the 
principles and amount of mitigations where a 
certain per centage has, in addition to the duties 
established by law, been required for the use of 
the United States. 

In cases where a fine is mitigated, it is always 
done by fixing a sum of money less than the fine. 
When a forfeiture is mitigated, it is more con- 
sistent with the spirit of the law that the reduced 
payment which is required should still be in pro- 
portion to the value of the whole forfeiture in- 
curred. This principle has been adopted in those 
cases designated as having been mitigated, by re- 
quiring the payment of a per centage. All those 
which have been ascertained amount to sixty- 
seven, as already stated, and consist of two classes. 

1. The first partial non-importation act took 
effect on the first day of July, 1808. The follow- 
ing rules were adopted with respect to subse- 
quent importations, not fraudulent, and suscepti- 
ble of remission or mitigation. An absolute re- 
mission was granted on all importations in ves- 
sels which had sailed from a British port, prior 
to the Ist of June, 1808, on the ground thatthere 
was a possibility of their arrival prior to the time 
when the law took effect. The forfeiture was 
mitigated in the subsequent cases, and no greater 
portion required than what appeared absolutely 
necessary to prevent continual infractions. For 
that purpose the forfeiture was reduced to the 
payment of a sum equal to double the amount of 
the legal duties, to be divided as the forfeiture it- 
self, if enforced, would have been. But that 
sum was levied only on the articles actually pro- 
hibited, and not on those otherwise admissible, 
and belonging to the same owners, though they 
There were thir- 
It bas been 
ascertained that the sum paid in the Treasury on 
thirty of them, amounts to $1,646 44. The sum 
paid on the seven other cases is blended in the 
collector’s accounts, with the ordinary duties, 
but, from the value of the merchandise, is esti- 
mated to have been less than nine hundred and 
sixty dollars. The forfeitures remitted by those 
same decisions are believed to have exceeded 
half a million of dollars in value. 

2. The importation of spirits, porter, and re- 
fined sugar, is prohibited in vessels or casks, of a 
size less than is prescribed by law. In the first 
decisions made on those cases, the condition of 
the remission was, that the articles imported con- 
trary to law should be re-exported, without giv- 
ing any other option to the owners. The only 
exception, while that rule prevailed, is Gillespie’s 
case, where the spirits had been sold by order of 
court, prior to the application for a remission 
being made. The condition of paying one-fourth 
part of the proceeds was substituted to that of 
re-exportation, which had become impracticable. 
The share of the United States, contrary to what 
was intended, did not, in that case, cover the 
legal duties. It being, from experience, ascer- 
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tained that the condition of an absolute re-ex- 
portation was sometimes impracticable, and in 
most cases, more severe than was required for 
the purpose of preventing infractions of the law, 
an alternative was added to that condition, by 
leaving it optional with the claimants, if they 
did not re-export, to pay a certain sum which, 
after some variations, was fixed at the rate of 
five cents per gallon of spirits, for the use of the 
United States, in addition to the legal duties. 
But, in all the cases, two only excepted, where 
the admission arose from inadrertence in filing 
the decisions, the condition of the re-exporta- 
tion has always been preserved, and the payment 
aforesaid imposed only in case of not complying 
with that condition. "The cases of this descrip- 
tion, in which any money may have been paid 
in the Treasury, amount to thirty. The actual 
payments being blended with the accounts of 
duties, cannot be ascertained. But the amount 
of spirits, porter, and sugar, embraced by those 
cases, have been ascertained from the applica- 
tions for remission; and it appears that, if no 
part has been re-exported, and if, im every in- 
stance, the parties have preferred to pay the sum 
to which the forfeiture was reduced, the whole 
amount paid in the Treasury cannot have ex- 
ceeded $1,400, and may, therefore, have been less. 

A general statement of all the fines, penalties, 
and forfeitures, paid by the collectors into the 
"Treasury, from the Lst of January, 1794, to the 
31st of December, 1811, and amounting to $253,- 
508 05, is enclosed. The expenses of prosecu- 
tion in those cases, as paid by the marshals, can- 
not be discriminated from. the general expenses 
paid generally for jurors, witnesses, and all other 
expenses incident to the prosecutions of every 
species of offences against the United States, in- 
cluding the safe-keeping of prisoners. The ag- 
gregate of all these amounts for the same period, 
as appears by the annexed statement, to $857,- 
206 69. There can be no doubt that the portion 
expended in prosecuting for the offences against 
the revenue and restrictive laws under which 
the abovementioned fines, penalties, and forfeit- 
ures, have been incurred and paid, considerably 
exceeds the amount actually recovered and paid 
in the Treasury; and that those penalties have 
never been a source of revenue, nor been suffi- 
cient to defray the expenses of prosecution: for 
which object they are exclusively appropriated 
by law. Ihave the honor, &c. 

ALBERT GALLATIN. 
Hon. Jostas Quincy, Chairman. 


OWNERS OF PRIVATEERS. 


[Communicated to the House, November 23, 1812.] 

To the honorable the Senate and House of Represen- 
tatives of the United States in Congress assembled, 
the memorial of the undersigned, of the city of Bal- 
timore, merchants and owners of private armed com- 
missioned vessels of war, respectfully represents : 


That your memorialists have, since the declar- 
ation of war, at a heavy charge and cost, pur- 


chased, equipped, and fitted for. offensive opera- 
tions, numerous strong and well appointed eruis- 
ers; which have done the publie enemy immense 
injury, by the capture of many of her merchant 
vessels laden with valuable cargoes, and the. de- 
struction of at least ten thousand tons of her 
shipping ; that the cruisers of your memorialists 
have captured and made prisoners of war seven 
hundred of the seamen of the enemy, who have 
been exchanged for an equal number of Ameri- 
can prisoners, who have thus, through the in- 
strumentality and at the charge of your memo- 
rialists, been rescued from captivity; that, trusting 
to what they deemed the fair construction of the 
14th section of the act “concerning letters of 
marque, prizes, and prize goods,” and, supposing 
from the general and comprehensive expressions 
of the commissions which had been granted to 
them by the President of the United States, that 
enemy’s property, whether taken bound to the 
United States or elsewhere, on the high seas, or 
within our own waters, was lawful prize, your 
memorialists were greatly induced by this confi- 
dence to make larger and more immediate outfits, 
calculating upon the known course of trade be- 
tween this country and Great Britain, in which 
it has been so usual to cover British interests ia 
American names, and knowing that it would be 
in their power, when armed with the authority 
of a national commission, to detect and bring to 
light the belligerent. interest; that, in many in- 
stances, your memorialists have succeeded in 
capturing and bringing in for adjudication pro- 
perty so circumstanced, that they had proceed- 
ed against it as prize of war, and a general 
sentiment appeared to prevail among those expe- 
rienced in the law that, under the fair construc- 
tion of the prize act, and according to the mani- 
fest intention of the Legislature, the captors 
having incurred the expense of the outfit, having 
encountered the peril of capture, and having de- 
tected the enemy interest, which must otherwise 
have remained concealed, were entitled, in law, 
as well as in point of justice, to the benefit of the 
capture; that, after proceedings had been insti- 
tuted at their instance, and ata heavy expense, 
against such property in different districts, your 
memorialists, who never anticipated any inter- 
ference on the part of the Government of the 
United States with their just claims, on the 
ground of an act of Congress pre-existing the 
declaration of war, and whose operation they be- 
lieved to be suspended, as related to prize goods, 
by the 14th section of the prize act above referred 
to, now find themselves called upon to defend 
their rights as well against the pretensions of the 
Treasury Department as against the shufflings, 
evasions, and legal subterfuges of fictitious claim- 
ants, anxious to screen, because having a com- 
mon interest in the property of the belligerent. 
Your memorialists are persuaded that it could 
not have been the intention of the Legislature 
to appropriate the proceeds of individual enter- 
prise, exertion, and hazard against the enemy to 
the exclusive advantage of the public Treasury; 
and that, if such can, by any possibility, be the 
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legal exposition of their acts, it must have been 
a mere legislative omission, of which your me- 
ynorialists confidently hope the injurious conse- 
quences will be prevented by an explanatory law. 
Y our memorialists would further beg leave to 
submit to the wisdom of Congress the propriety 
of diminishing, on behalf of the captors, the very 
heavy duties imposed upon prize goods. "They 
do not require an indiseriminate abatement of 
duty upon all prize goods, but they would humbly 
represent that, on various articles, principally 
intended for exportation, and not consumed with- 
in the country, the impost equals, and, on some, 
exceeds their value in the market; so that it may 
happen that the captor, instead of being benefited, 
may have incurred his risk and expense in some 
jnstances, without any profit from, and in others 
at a positive loss by, his prize. Your memorial- 
ists would suggest that it is not in consonance to 
the just principles of revenue that the Govern- 
ment, under the, pretence of duty, should take the 
whole proceeds of the exertions and hazards of 
the captor, but that there should, in all cases, be 
a just proportion between the value of the article 
captured and the claim of the Government there- 
on, by way of impost. In such cases, therefore, 
your memorialists would humbly pray a diminu- 
tion of duty, or that, with respect to prize goods, 
afair ratio be established, by law, between the 
value in-market and the impost on the article. 
Your memorialists would respectfully call the 
attention of the Legislature to the embarrass- 
ments, difficulties, and delays which they labor 
under in the determination of prize causes in the 
different courts of the United States, under the 
present very imperfect system, even in cases 
where the enemy interest is incontestably shown, 
where no claim is interposed, and where, there- 
fore, the proceedings ought to be conducted with 
the expedition characteristic of Courts of Admi- 
ralty. In several such instances a procrastination 
of many months has taken place, to the extreme in- 
jury of the captors, without any reasonable cause 
of delay, and the hardy seaman who hazarded 


interested. That courts belonging to the same 
country, and exercising, in different districts, pre- 
cisely the same jurisdiction and power, should 
be bound by some rules common to them all, in 
matters of prize, and that the rights of the citi- 
zen should not be different before tribunals simi- 
larly organized, according to the district in which 
such rights are to be exercised, would appear to 
be positions too plain for argument; but that, 
from the want of the necessary provisions, the 
rights of war speedily administered -in one dis- 
trict, should, in another, be subject to the most 
vexatious delays, appears to be an evil of such 
magnitude that your memorialists are persuaded 
that it is only necessary to show its existence to 
Congress to secure its prompt legislative redress. 

Your memorialists would further submit to. 
Congress some considerations which, although of 
minor importance, in a national point of view, 
are of serious moment to them, as owners of pri- 
yate armed vessels of war. Great inconveniences. 
are experienced by them in consequence of that 
provision of the prize act which renders it in- 
cumbent on the captors to proceed against the 
prize in the first district to which such prize may 
be brought—a provision which appears to your 
memorialists to operate exclusively to the benefit 
of the officers of the customs and of the courts, 
who claim the possession and benefit of prizes 
taking refuge in port, as their rights—a pro- 
vision which, in many instances, may expose 
the prize to re-capture by the enemy, which de- 
prives the privateer owners of all control over 
that in which they are the most interested, sub- 
jects them to the loss of a bad market, and com- 
pels them to submit to a distant and expensive 
agency, and to frequent detriment from careless- 
ness and mismanagement, which would not have 
been incurred, if the prize could have been law- 
fully taken from the district where she first casu- 
ally arrived, to the district in which the captor 
resides, and to which the capturing vessel belongs. 
As to any substantial object of justice, they can 
discover none which is so gratified by the pro- 


his life ‘in the public cause, finds himself at last | vision in question, as to render a compliance with 
obliged, by necessity, to sacrifice, for a trifle, his | the interests and wishes of the captor, in this 
share in the just compensation of his perils, to| particular, inexpedient; the question in contro- 


which, as the right is certain, so the remedy 
ought to be immediate. 

While there are numerous acts of Parliament 
in Great Britain, prescribing to the Courts of 
Admiralty the mode of proceeding, and insuring 
to captors a safe and speedy ascertainment of 
their rights, whereby the private armed service 
is much encouraged, your memorialists, and 
others in the like circumstances in the United 
States, are exposed to the inconvenience of this 
matter being left entirely open to the discretion 
of the judges, with the exception of a few words 
in the prize act. In consequence of which omis- 
sion, every court has, according to the several 
impressions of its judges, adopted a mode of pro- 
ceeding peculiar to itself; and while in one dis- 
trict the remedy of the captor is speedy, in others 
the determination for a considerable time is sus- 
pended, to the great vexation and injury of the 


versy can be as justly decided in one district as 
another, in which respect no preference can be 
presumed in law, and none can be justly given ;. 
and the inconvenience from the present arrange- 
ment is so sensibly felt, that it will frequently 
| happen that prizes will incur the risk of re-capture, 
from a longer voyage, rather than put into a 
near American port, at which the rights of the 
officers of the customs and of the court may com- 
pel her to remain, although it may be to the in- 
terest of all concerned that she should proceed to 
another port. Your memorialists, therefore, pray 
that captors be permitted, by law, to take their 
prizes from one port of the United States to 
another, under such precautions and limitations 
as to the wisdom of Congess may appear ex- 
pedient. 

Your memorialists would further submit to 
the consideration of Congress the propriety of a 
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legal provision that the agents of the captors 
should, in cases where the prize is sold on a 
credit, be entitled to receive the notes or other 
securities which have been received upon such 
sales by the respective marshals of districts, pre- 
viously securing to the officers their fees and 
commissions ; such a provision, enabling the per- 
son specially appointed by the captors to receive 
the proceeds, would put it in his power in most 
instances to pay off the officers and seamen be- 
fore the terms of credit expired, and thus prevent 
the inconvenience and loss arising from the delay. 
And as the agents of the owners are in general 
the agents of the officers and crew, there can be 
no just exception to the law at once intrusting 
them with the possession of those funds which 
must finally come into their hands, through the 
medium of the clerks of the courts. . Your me- 
morialists would likewise suggest that the mar- 
shal’s commission on the sale of prize goods, 
which is charged upon the gross amount of sales, 
is peculiarly burdensome to the captor, in all 
cases where the United States receive the greater 
part of the proceeds by way of duties, as such 
commissions come entirely out of the pocket of 
the captors, and not unfrequently amount to five 
or six per centum on the sum which they are 
entitled to receive, after the deduction of duties. 
Your memorialists conceive that in justice they 
shouid only be chargeable with marshal’s com- 
mission on the sum by them actually received. 
Wherefore your memorialists pray that Con- 
gress, taking into consideration the various griev- 
ances of which:they have herein complained, 
will pass a law or laws giving them such relief 
in the premises as to the justice and the fair de- 
, mands of your memorialists may be due. 
‘Robert Patterson, John Snyder, 
Jeremiah Sullivan, P. A. Karthaus, 
C. Deshon, Thomas Sheppard, 
Thomas Tenant, James Ramsey, 
Lemuel Taylor, Thomas Hutchins, Jr. 
A. Clopper, Wm. F. Graham, 
Thorndick Chase, Charles Gwinn, & Co. 
J. W. Patterson, Christian Keller, 
William Price, Francis Forman, 
William Hollins, Briscoe & Partridge, 
Ch. F. Kalkman, George Stiles, 
F. & A. Schwartz, John Diffenderffer, 
John M’Kim, Jr. John W. Glenn, 
Hollins & M’Blair, Charles Diffenderffer, 
Archd. Kerr, Jacob Boyer. 


RE-ORGANIZATION OF THE NAVY DEPART- 
MENT, &c. 


[Communicated to the House, February 6, 1813.] 
Navy DEPARTMENT, Feb. 2, 1813. 


Sin: Permit me to revive the suggestions I 
had the honor to make to you in conversation 
relative to the better organization of the Navy 
Department ; and though it would be premature 
in me to offer any general system of improve- 
ment, yet,in my view, there are some prominent 


defects in the establishment, which are suscepti- 
ble of a simple remedy, similar to that of which 
necessity urged the adoption in relation to the 
War. Department. mE 

The vital error appears to me to consist in load- 
ing the Chief of the Department with the cogni- 
zance of details,and with the execution of duties 
which divert his attention from the sound direc- 
tion of the great and efficient objects of the es- 
tablishment ;.or the inevitable alternative is to 
submit the execution of those duties to subordi- 
nate agents, whose responsibility does not afford 
a sufficient guarantee to the public for the judi- 
cious and faithful discharge of the trust. Of 
this nature is the duty of forming contracts, mak- 
ing purchases, and the effective control and ac- 
countability of navy agents, now spread over the 
interior as well as the Atlantic coast, and which 
I conceive would employ to great publie advan- 
tage a distinet department, directed by a re- 
sponsible and able head. If, in the present state 
of our .Navy, this view of the subject is in any 
degree correct, the increase, as now provided for 
by law, must render it indispensable. 

I would therefore respectfully suggest the idea 
of a Naval Purveyor's department, with depu- 
ties, as many as may be necessary, to be nomi- 
nated by the President to the Senate. The Pur- 
veyor to reside in some of our central seaport 
towns, where the state of the market, and the in- 
formation necessary to form contracts to advan- 
tage, can be best known, and effected with the 
best security; the Secretary of the Navy retain- 
ing the control and general direction of all im- 
portant contraets to be formed by the Purveyor. 

Permit me also to ask of you to consider the 
propriety of increasing theappropriation for clerks 
in the Navy Department, so as to admit of the 
addition of two able clerks to the number now 
employed. I would also suggest the propriety cf 
providing for the appointment of an additional 
number of captains, in anticipation of those au- 
thorized by the act for building the seventy-fours. 
There is not now a single vacancy; and, unless 
a captain is taken from one of the navy yards, 
there is no commander for the Macedonian, al- 
though a distinguished master cominandant has 
been designated forthat promotion and command ; 
indeed, we have none to provide for casualties, or 
the fate of battle. : 

I would also draw your attention to a species 
of force of vast importance for short coasting 
convoys, as well as for the annoyance of the en- 
emy. I mean corvettes, such as the Hornet, or 
rather larger, (such as the enemy employ.) of 
this valuable class of vessels we are almost des- 
titute. I think six vessels of this class would be 
desirable; they can be built by contract on fa- 
vorable terms, and in service in four months. 
Orders have been given to construct and equip 
two corvettes at Erie, and one at Sackett’s Har- 
bor, with a view to the complete command of 
the whole of the lakes. J think, sir, the publie 
could be ampfy remunerated for the additional 
six corvettes, by a reduction of the number of 
gunboats now in service, and the officers and 
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admitting of such diminution. I have, &c. 
: WILLIAM JONES. 
Hon. BURWELL BASSETT. 


Navy Deparrment, Feb. 3, 1813. 

Sır: With reference to the note I had the honor 
to address to you on the instant, permit me 
to add that the authority to increase the number 
of captains is equally applicable to the cireum- 
stances of the Adams frigate, intended for Cap- 
tain Morris, who is not yet appointed, and for 
whom there is no vacancy. 

Ialso pray your attention to a subject which 
menaces the service with serious inconvenience. 
Offences committed on board privateers are to be 
tried by naval courts martial; two have been 
called for and ordered since I have been in office. 
It is at all times inconvenient and expensive to 
institute these tribunals, and. in many cases, may 
be impracticable ; meanwhile, the accused may 
be suffering the rigors of an unjust imprisonment, 
and the frequency of offences or charges may 
create very serious evils. Indeed, a case has al- 
ready occurred, in which an individual has suf- 
fered several months’ close confinement, waiting 
trial. Cannot some other tribunal be substituted ? 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

WILLIAM JONES. 


Navy Department, Feb. 4, 1813. 
Sir: Upon more mature reflection and inves- 
tigation, Lam induced to believe that it will for 
this session be best to postpone the creation of 
the Purveyor's office, lest it should militate with 
some of the arrangements necessary to be made 
at an early period ; and during the recess, I shall 
have an opportunity of testing the utility of the 
plan, as well as of suggesting some improvements 
of the system. All that will be necessary at pres- 
ent, will be to provide for two additional clerks 
in this Department, and I believe they are really 
necessary. I would propose to embrace in the 
appropriation for building and equipping thesloops 
of war, the whole number which may be neces- 
sary both on the lakes and the sea, by a section 
authorizing the building —— sloops of war, (say 
ten of the largest class,) and a section appropria- 
ting, for the building and equipping the said 
sloops of war, including $200,000 for expenses 
incurred in the purchase and building of vessels 
on the lakes, dollars. 
I am, respectfully, sir, your obedient servant, 
WILLIAM JONES. 
Hon. B. Basserr, Chairman, $c. 


REFUSAL TO FURNISH MILITIA. 


[Communicated to Congress, November 6, 1812.] 
To the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States : 
I transmit to Congress copies of the correspon- 
dence between the Department of War and the 


crews of those that may be retained, in situations | Governors of Massachusetts and Connecticut, re- 


ferred to in my Message of the fourth instant. 


JAMES MADISON. 
NovEMBER 6, 1812. 


[Circular.] 


War DEPARTMENT, April 15, 1812, ` 

Sin: I am instructed by the President of the 
United States to call upon the Executives of the 
several States to take effectual measures to organ- 
ize, arm, and equip according to law, and hold in 
readiness to march at a moments warning, their 
respective proportions of one hundred thousand 
militia, officers included, by virtue of an act of 
Congress, passed the 10th instant, entitled * An 
act to authorize a detachment from the militia 
of the United States.” 

This, therefore, is to require your Excelleney 
to take effectual measures for having ten thou- 
sand of the militia of Massachusetts (being her 
quota) detached, and duly organized in compan- 
ies, battalions, regiments, brigades, and divisions, 
within the shortest period that cireumstances will 
permit, and, as nearly as possible, in the follow- 
ing proportions of artillery, cavalry, and infantry, 
viz: One-twentieth part of artillery, one-twen- 
tieth part of cavalry, and the residue infantry. 
There will, however. be no objection, on the part 
of the President of the United States, to the ad- 
mission ofa proportion of riflemen, duly organized 
in distinct corps, and not exceeding one-tenth 
part of the whole quota of the States, respect- 
ively, Each corps should be properly armed 
and equipped for actual service. 

When the detachment and organization shall 
have been effected, the respective corps will be 
exercised under the officers set over them, but 
will not remain embodied, or be considered as in 
actual service, until, by subsequent orders, they 
shall be directed to take the field. — . 

Your Excellency will please to direct that cor- 
rect muster rolls and inspection returns be made 
of the several corps, and that copies thereof be 
transmitted to this Department, as early as pos- 
sible. 

Ihave the honor to be, &c., 
W. EUSTIS. 

His Excellency the 

Governor of Massachusetts. 
[A similar letter was addressed to the Govern- 


ors of Connecticut, Rhode Island, and New 
Hampshire.] 


Wan DEPARTMENT, June 12, 1812. 
Sir: I am directed by the President to request 
your Excellency to order into the service of the 
United States, on the requisition of Major General 
Dearborn, such part of the quota of militia from 
the State of Massachusetts, detached conformably 
to the act of April 10th, 1812, as he may deem 
necessary for the defence of the seacoast. 
I have the honor to be, &c. 
. W. EUSTIS. 
His Excellency CALER Strona, 
Governor of Massachusetts. 
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Heap Quarters, Boston, June 22, 1812. . .  Bosron, June 26, 1812. 


Sin: I have received instructions from the |. Sir: I have received our letter, of tbi 
President of the United States to call on your | in which you request safobmanion of emesis 
Excellency for such part of the quota of militia | which have been taken for calling the militia into 
from the State of Massachusetts, detached con- | the service of the United States. 
formably to the act of Congress of April 10th, | I find that Governor Gerry, on the 25th April 
1812, as I may deem necessary for the defence of | last, ordered that ten thousand men should be de- 
the seacoast; and I now have the honor ofre- | tached from the militia of this State; but, lam 
questing your Excellency to order fourteen com- | informed by the Adjutent General, that the re- 
panies of artillery, and twenty-seven companies | turns of those detachments have not come.to hand 
of infantry, into the service of the United States, | except in a very few instances. í 
for the defence of the ports and harbors in this| Iam, sir, with great respect your most obedi- 
State, and the harbor of Newport. ent servant, |j 
. The companies are intended for the follow- CALEB STRONG. 
ing ports and harbors, viz: Passamaquoddy, onc! To Major General DEARBORN. 
company of artillery, and four companies of in- 
fantry, with a full complement of officers, to be 
commanded by a major; Marblehead, Salem, 
Cape Ann, and Newburyport, two companies of 
artillery and two companies of infantry ; Boston, 
four companies of artillery and eight companies 
of infantry, with one lieutenant colonel comman- 
dant and one major ; and eight companies of in- 
fantry for the defence of Rhode Island. 

Having received official information that war 
has been declared by Congress against Great Brit- 
ain, your Excellency will perceive the expediency 
of giving facility to such measures as the crisis 
demands; and, as the defence of the seacoast of 
New England is, at present, confided to my direc- 
tion, I shall, with confidence, rely on all the aid 
and support that the respective Governors can 
afford, and more especially on that of the Gov- 
ernor of the important State of Massachusetts ; 
and I shall, at al diues receive, with the greatest 
pleasure, any advice or information that your 
Excellency may be pleased to communicate. 

With respectful consideration. I am, sir, your 
obedient servant, H. DEARBORN. 

His Ex'cy CALEB STRONG, 

Governor of Massachusetts. 
Omitted in the above :—Machias, one company 
` of artillery ; Penobscot, one company of artillery 
and two companies of infantry. to be commanded 
by a major; Wiscasset and Damariscotta, two 
companies of artillery, one each; Kennebunk, 
one company of artillery; Portland, two com- 
panies of artillery and three companies of infan- 

try, to be commanded by a major. 


. War Department, July 21, 1812. 

Sir: By information received from Major 
General Dearborn, it appears that the detach- 
ments from the militia of Massachusetts, for the 
defence of the maritime frontier, required by him 
under the authority of the President, by virtue of 
the act of the 10th of April, 1812, have not been 
marched to the several stations assigned them. 

Inasmuch as longer delay may be followed 
with distress to a certain portion of our fellow- 
citizens, and with injurious consequences to our 
country, Iam commanded, by the President, to 
inform your Excellency, that this arrangement 
of the militia was preparatory to the march of 
the regular troops to the Northern frontier. The 
exigencies of the service have required, and or- 
ders have accordingly been given to Major Gen- 
eral Dearborn, to move the regular troops to 
that frontier, leaving a sufficient number to man 
the guns in the garrisons on the seaboard. The 
execution of this order increases, as your Excel- 
lency cannot fail to observe, the necessity of 
hastening the detached militia to their several 
posts, as assigned by General Dearborn, in which 
case, they will, of course, be considered in the ac- 
tual service and pay of the United States. 

The danger of invasion, which existed at the 
time of issuing the order of the President, in- 
creases, and I am specially directed by the Presi- 
dent to urge the consideration to your Excel- 
lency, as requiring the necessary order to begiven 
for the immediate march of the several detach- 
ments specified by General Dearborn, to their 


respective posts. I have the honor to be, &c. 
W. EUSTIS. 


————— M À———M M MÀ—  À— aaa € À——— 


Boston, June 26, 1812. 

Sir: Not having received any notice from 
your Excellency, or the Adjutant General, of 
what measures have been taken for calling into 
the service of the United States, for the defence 
of our seacoast, the companies of detached mili- 
tia, proposed in a note I had the honor of address- 
ing to your Excellency, on the 22d instant, a 
sense of duty compels me to solicit such infor- : f 
mation on the subject as the urgency of the case | apprehension of an invasion ; several towns, in- 
demands; and I am persuaded that no unneces- | deed, on the seacoast, soon after the declaration 
sary delay will disappoint my anxious desire for | of war, applied to the Governor and Council for 
as early information as circumstances will admit. | arms and ammunition, similar to the articles of 
With respect, &c. H. DEARBORN. | that kind which had been delivered to them by 
His Exc’y Caras STRONG, &c. the State, in the course of the last war; and, in 


His Exe’y CALEB STRONG, 
Governor of Massachusetis. 


Boston, August 5, 1812. 


I received your letter of the 21st July, when at 
Northampton, and the next day came to Boston. 
The people of this State appear to be under no 
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some instances, they were supplied accordingly. 
But they expressed no desire that any part of the 
militia should be called out for their defence, and, 
in some cases, we were assured such a measure 
would be disagreeable to them. 

You observe, in your last letter, that the danger 
of invasion which existed at the time of issuing 
the order of the President, increases. It would 
be difficult to infer from this expression, that, in 
your opinion, that danger is now very consider- 
able, as the Presidents order must have been is- 
sued before war was declared, your former letter 
being dated the 12th of June, and General Dear- 
born's, who was then at Boston, on the 22d of 
that month ; besides, it can hardly be supposed 
that, if this State had been in great danger of in- 
vasion, the troops would have been called from 
hence to carry on offensive operations in a dis- 
tant Province. However, asit was understood 
that the Governor of Nova Scotia had, by proc- 
lamation, forbid any incursions or depredations 
upon our territories, and as an opinion generally 
prevailed that the Governor had no authority to 
call the militia into actual service, unless one of 
the exigencies contemplated by the Constitution 
exists, 1 thought it expedient to call the Council 
together, and, having laid before them your letter, 
and those I had received from General Dearborn, 
I requested their advice on the subject of them. 

The Council advised, that they are unable. from 
a view of the Constitution of the United States, 
and the letters aforesaid, to perceive that any ex- 
igeney exists, which can render it advisable to 
comply with the said requisition. But as, upon 
important questions of law, and upon solemn 
occasions, the Governor and Council have au- 
thority to require the opinion of the Justices of 
the Supreme Judicial Court, it is advisable to 
request. the opinion of the Supreme Court upon 
the following questions: 

“Ist. Whether the commanders-in-chief of the 
militia of the several States have a right to de- 
termine whether any of the exigencies contem- 
plated by the Constitution of the United States 
exist, so as to require them to place the militia, or 
any part of it, in the service of the United States, 
at the request of the President, to be commanded 
by him, pursuant to acts of Congress ? 

“2d. Whether, when either of the exigencies 
exist, authorizing the employing of the militia in 
the service of the United States, the militia thus 
employed can be lawfully commanded by any 
officer but of the militia, except by the President 
of the United States ?? 

I enclose a copy of the answers given by the 
judges to these questions. Since the Council 
were called, a person deputed by the towns of 
Eastport and Robinston, on our Eastern bound- 
ary, at Passamaquoddy, applied to me, represent- 
ing that they had no apprehensions of invasion 
by an authorized British force, but that there 
were mauy lawless people on the borders from 
whom they were in danger of predatory incur- 
sions, and requesting that they might be fur- 
nished with some arms and ammunition, and 
hat three companies of militia might be called 
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out for their protection. The Council advised 
that they should be supplied with such arms and 
ammunition as were necessary for their present 
defence, which has been ordered. They also ad- 
vised me to call into the service of the United 
States three companies of the detached militia, 
for the purposes above mentioned. I have this 
day issued an order for calling out three compa- 
nies of the detached militia, to be marched, forth- 
with, to Passamaquoddy, and to be commanded 
by a major. Two of the companies will be sta- 
tioned at Eastport, and one company at Robin- 
ston, until the President shall otherwise direct. 

I have no intention officiously to interfere in 
the measures of the General Government, but if 
the President was fully acquainted with the situ- 
ation of this State, I think he would have no 
wish to call our militia into service in the man- 
ner proposed by General Dearborn. 

It is well known that the enemy will find it 
difficult to spare troops sufficient for the defence 
of their own territory, and predatory incursions 
are not likely to take place in this State: for, at 
every point, except Passamaquoddy, which can 
present no object to those incursions, the people 
are too numerous to be attacked by such parties 
as generally engage in expeditions of that kind. 

General Dearborn proposed that the detached 
militia should be stationed at only a few of the 
ports and places on the coast; from the rest, a part 
of their militia were to be called away. This 
circumstance would increase their danger; it 
would invite the aggressions of the enemy, and 
diminish their power of resistance. 

The whole coast of Cape Cod is exposed, as 
much as any part of the State, to depredations; 
part of the militia must, according to this detach- 
ing order, be marched from their homes; and yet, 
no place in the old colony of Plymouth is assign- 
ed to be the rendezvous of any of the detached 
militia. 

Every harbor or port within the State has a 
compact settlement, and, generally, the country 
around the harborsis populous. The places con- 
templated in General Dearborn’s specification, as 
the rendezvous of the detached militia, excepting 
in one or two instances, contain more of the mili- 
tia than the portion of the detached militia as- 
signed to them. The militia are well organized, 
and would undoubtedly prefer to defend their fire- 
sides, in company with their friends, under their 
own officers, rather than to be marched to some 
distant place, while strangers might be introduced 
to take their places at home. 

In Boston, the militia are well disciplined, and 
could be mustered in an hour upon any signal of 
an approaching enemy, and in six hours the neigh- 
boring towns would pour in a greater force than 
any invading enemy will bring against it. 

The same remark applies to Salem, Marble- 
head, and Newburyport, places whose harbors 
render an invasion next to impossible. In all of 
them, there are, in addition to the common mili- 
tia, independent corps of infantry and artillery, 
well disciplined and equipped, and ready, both in 
disposition and means, to repair to any place 
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where invasion may be threatened, and able to 
repelit, except it should be made by a fleet of 
heavy ships, against which nothing perhaps but 
strong fortifications, garrisoned by regular troops, 
would prove any defence, until the enemy should 
land, when the entire militia would be prepared 
to meet them. 

Kennebunk is unassailable by anything but 
boats, which the numerous armed. population is 
competent to resist. Portland has a militia, and 
independent corps, sufficiently numerous for its 
defence; and the same is the ease with Wiscas- 
set and Castine. 

Against predatory incursions, the militia of 
each place would be able to defend their proper- 
ty, and, in a very short time, they would be aided, 
if necessary, by the militia of the surrounding 
country. In case of a more serious invasion, 
whole brigades or divisions could be collected, 
seasonably, for defence. Indeed, considering tlie 
state of the militia in this Commonwealth, I 
think there can be no doubt that, detaching a part 
of it, and distributing it into small portions, will 
tend to impair the defensive power. 

I have thus freely expressed to you my own 
sentiments, and, so far as I have heard, they are 
the sentiments of the best informed. men. T am 
fully disposed to afford all the aid to the measures 
of the National Government which the Constitu- 
tion requires of me; but I presume it will not be 
expected, or desired, that I shall fail in the duty 
which I owe to the people of this State, who have 
eonfided their interests to my care. 

Iam,sir, &c. CALEB STRONG. 

Hon. W. Eustis, Secretary of War. 


To his Excellency the Governor, and the honorable the 
Council of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts. 
The undersigned, Justices of the Supreme Ju- 

dieial Court, have considered the questions pro- 

posed by your Excellency and Honors for their 
opinion. 

By the Constitution of this State, the author- 
ity of commanding the militia of the Common- 
wealth is vested exclusively in the Governor, 
who has all the powers incident to the office of 
Commander-in-Chief, and is to exercise them 
personally, or by subordinate officers under his 
command, agreeably to the rules and regulations 
of the Constitution and the laws of the land. 

While the Governor of the Commonwealth re- 
mained in the exercise of these powers, the Fed- 
eral Constitution was ratified, by which was 
vested in the Congress a power to provide for 
calling forth the militia to execute the laws of 
the Union, suppress insurrections, and repel in- 
vasions, and to provide for governing such parts 
of them as may be employed in tbe service of the 
United States, reserving to the States, respect- 
ively, the appointment of the officers. 

The F'ederal Constitution further provides tbat 
the President shall be Commander-in-Chief of 
the Army of the United States, and of the mil- 
itia of the several States, when called into the 
actual service of the United States. 


On the construction of the Federal and State 
Constitutions must depend the answers to the 
several questions proposed. As the militia of the 
several States may be employed in the service of 
the United States, for the three specific purposes 
of executing the laws of the Union, of suppress- 
ing insurrections, and of repelling invasions, the 
opinion. of the judges is requested whether the 
commanders-in-chief of the militia of the several 
States have a right to determine whether any of 
the exigencies aforesaid exist, so as to require 
them to place the militia, or any part of it,in the 
service of the United States, at the request of 
the President, to be commanded by him pursuant 
to acts of Congress. 

It is the opinion of the undersigned that this 
right is vested in the commanders-in-chief of the 
militia of the several States. 

The Federal Constitution provides that, when- 
ever either of these exigencies exists, the militia 
may be employed, pursuant to some act of Con- 
gress, in the service of the United States; but no 
power is given, either to the President, or to the 
Congress, to determine that either of the said 
exigencies do in fact exist. As this power is not 
delegated to the United States, by the Federal 
Constitution, nor prohibited by it, to the States, 
it is reserved to the States, respectively ; and, 
from the nature of the power, it must be exer- 
cised by those with whom the States have, re- 
spectively, intrusted the chief command of the 
militia. 

It is the duty of these commanders to execute 
this important trust agreeably to the laws of their 
several States, respectively, without reference to 
the laws, or officers, of the United States, in all 
cases except those specially provided in the Fede- 
ral Constitution. They must, therefore, deter- 
mine when either of the special cases exist oblig- 
ing them to relinquish the execution of this trust, 
and to render themselves, and the militia, subject 
to the command of the President. A different 
construction, giving to Congress the right to de- 
termine when these special cases exist, author- 
izing them to call forth the whole of the militia, 
and taking them from the commanders-in-chief 
of the several States, and subjecting them to the 


| command of the President, would place all the 


militía, in effect, at the will of Congress, and 
produce a military consolidation of the States, 
withoutany Constitutional remedy, against the 
intentions of the people when ratifying the Con- 
stitution. Indeed, since passing the act of Con- 
gress, of February 28th, 1795, c. 101, vesting in 
the President the power of calling forth the mil- 
itia, when the exigencies mentioned in the Con- 
stitution shall exist, if the President has the 
power of determining when those exigencies ex- 
ist, the militia of the several States is in effect 
at his command and subject to his control. 

No inconveniences can reasonably be presumed 
to result from the construction, which vests in 
the commanders-in-chief of the militia of the 
several States, the right of determining when the 
exigencies exist, obliging them to place the mil- 
itia in the service of the United States. These 
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— 
exigencies are of such a nature that the existence 
of them can be easily ascertained by, or made 
known to, the commander-in-chief of the militia, 
and when ascertained, the public interest will pro- 
duce prompt obedience to the acts of Congress. 

Another question proposed to the consideration 
of the judges, is, whether, when either of the exi- 
gencies exist authorizing the employing of the 
militia in the service of the United States, the 
militia thus employed can be lawfully command- 
ed by any officer but of the militia, except by the 
President of the United States? 

The Federal Constitution declares that the 
President shall be Commander-in-Chief of the 
Army of the United States. 
ly exercise this command by officers of the Army 
of the United States, by him commissioned ac- 
cording to law. The President is also declared 
to be the Commander-in-Chief of the militia of 
the several States, when called into the actual 
service of the United States. "The officers of the 
militia are to be appointed by the States, and the 
President may exercise his command of tbe mili- 
tia by officers of the militia duly appointed. 

But we know of no Constitutional provision 
authorizing any officer of the Army of the Uni- 
ted States to command the militia, or authorizing 
any officer of the militia to command the Army 
of the United States. The Congress may pro- 
vide laws for the government of the militia, when 
in actual service, but to extend this power to the 
placing them under the command of an officer 
not of the militia, except the President, would 
render nugatory the provision, that the militia are 
to have officers appointed by the States. 

The union of the militia in the actual service 
of the United States with troops of the United 
States, so far as to form one army, seems to be a 
case not provided for, or contemplated, in the 
Constitution. Itis, therefore, not within our de- 
partment to determine on whom the command 
would devolve, on such an emergency, in the ab- 
sence of the President; whether one officer, either 
of the militia, or of the Army of the United 
States, to be settled according to military rank, 
should command the whole; whether the corps 
must be commanded by their respective officers, 
acting in concert as allied forces; or what other 
expedient should be adopted, are questions to be 
answered by others. 

The undersigned regret thatthe distance of the 
other Justices of the Supreme Judicial Court ren- 
ders it impracticable to obtain their opinions, sea- 
sonably, upon the questions submitted. 

THEOPHILUS PARSONS, 
SAMUEL SEWALL, 
ISAAC PARKER. 


Boston, August 21, 1812. 
Sin: I mentioned in my letter to you of the 
5th of August, that I had that day issued an or- 
der for calling out three companies of the detach- 
ed militia, to be marched immediately to Passa- 
maquoddy, for the defence of that frontier, and to 
be commanded by a major. In my instructions 


He may undoubted-- 


to Major General Sewall, to be communicated to 
the major to be designated by him, I directed that 
two of the companies should be stationed at East- 
port, and one company at Robinston, until the 
President should direct otherwise, unless, in the 
mean time, the major, with the advice of Briga- 
dier General Brewer, who lives at Robinston, and 
to whom I wrote on the subject, should think a 
different disposition of the companies would be 
more advantageous. 


I have this day received a letter from General 


Sewall, dated the 17th instant, in which he says 
that he had designated the detached company in 
the neighborhood of Eastport, under the com- 
mand of Captain Thomas Vose, junior, of Rob- 
inston. 
neighborhood of Penobscot river, under the com- 
mand of Captain Joshua Chamberlain, of Orring- 
ton, and the detached company in the same neigh- 
borhood, under the command of Captain Thomas 
George, of Brewer, to form a battalion, to be 
commanded by Major Nathan Low, of Deer Isle, 
and directed them to march immediately to East- 
port, and that they would probably march the 
next day. j 
Low, and direct him to conform to the above in- 
structions, in disposing of the companies, until 
the President of the United States shall other- 
wise direct. 


The detached company in the interior 


I shall immediately write to Major 


I am, sir, with respect, 
CALEB STRONG. 
Hon. Wm. Eustis, Secretary of War. 


NonTHAMPTON, Sept. 10, 1812. 
Sin: I received this morning a letter from Ma- 


jor General Sewall, dated the first of this month, 
in which he mentioned that the detached troops, 
from the neighborhood of Penobscot, had marched 
to Eastport, five or six days before that time, 


with their adjutant and quartermaster, but that 


Major Low, who was appointed to command 


them, had been released from that service on ac- 
count of bodily infirmity, and that Major Jacob 
Ulmer, of Lincolnville, was appointed in his room. 
and had been notified to proceed immediately to 
Eastport. 

General Sewall observes that application had 
been made to him for the appointment of a com- 
missary and surgeon, for the post at Eastport, 
and if those appointments, or either of them, are 
thought necessary, he proposes Mr. Chevy, an 
officer of the artillery, for the former, and Doctor 
Bastow, a surgeon in the militia, for the latter, 
both inhabitants of Eastport. 

I am, sir, with sentiments of respect, your most 
obedient servant, 

CALEB STRONG. 

Hon. Wm. Eustis, Secretary of War. 


Lyme, April 20, 1812. 


Sin: I had the honor this morning to receive 
your letter of the 15th instant, containing the 


directions of the President of the United States 
for detaching three thousand of the militia of 


1305 


APPENDIX. 


1306 


Refusal to furnish Militia. 


this State, agreeably to the provisions of the act 
of Congress of the 10th instant. The act itself 
has not been received, and it will be very satis- 
factory to me to-receive a copy of it by the next 
mail from your department. In the meantime 
every preparation will be made for detaching the 
officers and men, agreeably to the directions al- 
ready received. I have the honor to be, &c. 
: ROGER GRISWOLD. 
Hon. Secretary or Wan. 


Wan DEPARTMENT, June 12, 1812. 

Sin: [am directed by the President to request 
your Excellency to order into the service of the 
United States, on the requisition of Major Gen- 
eral Dearborn, such part of the quota of militia 
from the State of Connecticut, detached con- 
formably to the act of April 10, 1812, as he may 
deem necessary for the defence of the seacoast. 

I have the honor to be, &c. © 

W. EUSTIS. 


His Ex’cy Rocer GRISWOLD, 
Governor of Connecticut. 


Lyng, June 17, 1812. 

Sm: I have had the honor this afternoon to 
receive your letter of the 12th instant, communi- 
eating to me the request of the President that I 
would order into the service of the United States, 
on the requisition of Major General Dearborn, 
such part of the quota of militia from the State 
of Connecticut, detached conformably to the act 
of Congress of April 10th, 1812, as he may deem 
necessary for the defence of the seacoast. 

In obedience to which request, I shall, on the 
requisition of General Dearborn, execute without 
delay the request of the President. 

With great respect, I have the honor to be, 


your obedient servant, 
ROGER GRISWOLD. 


Hon. Wm. Eustis, Secretary of War. 


SnanoN, (Cr.,) July 2, 1812. 

Sin: His Excelleney Governor Griswold has 
received from Major General Henry Dearborn a 
letter, under date of the 22d of last month, re- 
questing that five companies of the militia of 
this State, detached conformably to the act of 
Congress of April 10, 1812, may be ordered into 
the service of the United States, to wit: “Two 
companies of artillery, and two companies of in- 
fantry, to be placed under the command of the 
commanding officer at Fort Trumbull, near New 
London, and one company of artillery, to be sta- 
tioned at the battery at the entrance of the har- 
bor of New Haven.” 

Impressed with the deep importance of the re- 
quisition, and the serious cousideration it in- 
volves, his Excellency deemed it expedient to 
convene the Council at Hartford, on Monday the 
29th ultimo. He has taken their advice upon 
this interesting subject, and has formed his own 
deliberate opinion ; but, as he is under the neces- 
sity of leaving the State, on a journey for the 


recovery of his health, it becomes my duty, as 
Lieutenant Governor, to communicate to you the 
result. i 

The assurance contained in the Governor's let- 
ter of the 17th of June last, in answer to yours of 
the 12th of the same montb, was necessarily given 
in full confidence that no demand would be made 
through General Dearborn, but in strict con- 
formity to the Constitution and laws of the Uni- 
ted States. His Excellency regrets to perceive 
mM the present requisition is supported by nei- 

er. 

The Constitution of the United States has or- 
dained that Congress may provide for calling 
forth the militia to execute the laws of the Union, 
suppress insurrections, and repel invasions. 

Accordingly, the aets of Congress of February, 
1795, and of April, 1812, do provide for calling 
forth the militia in the exigencies above men- 
tioned. The Governor is not informed of any 
declaration made by the President of the United 
States, or of notice by him given, that the militia 
are required “to execute the laws of the Union, 
suppress insurrections, or repel invasions.” As, 
therefore, none of the contingencies enumerated 
in the Constitution, and recognised by the laws, 
are shown to have taken place, his Excellency 
considers that, under existing circumstances, no 
portion of the militia of this State can be with- 
drawn from his authority. Further, if the call 
had been justified by either of the Constitutional 
exigencies already recited, still, in the view of his 
Excellency, an insuperable objection presents it- 
self against placing the men under the immediate 
command of an officer or officers of the army of 
the United States, 

The appointment of the officers of the militia 
is by the Constitution expressly reserved * to the 
States respectively.” In the event of their being 
called into the actual service of the United States, 
in the case above specified, the laws of the Uni- 
ted States provide for their being called forth as 
militia, furnished with proper officers by the 
State. And, sir, it will not escape your notice, 
that the detachment from the militia of this State, 
under the act of Congress of the 10th of April 
last, is regularly organized into. a division, con- 
sisting of brigades, regiments, battalions, and 
companies, and supplied according to law with 
all the necessary officers. His Excellency con- 
ceives, then, that an order to detach a number of 
companies sufficient for the command of a bat- 
talion officer, and place them under the command 
of an officer of the United States, cannot, with 
propriety, be executed, unless he were also pre- 
pared to admit that the privates may be separ- 
ated from their company officers, and transferred 
into the Army of the United States; thus leav- 
ing the officers of the militia without any com- 
mand, except in name; and in effect impairing, 
if not annihilating, the militia itself, so sacredly 
guarantied by the Constitution to the several 
Siates. Under these impressions, the Governor 
has thought proper, by and with the advice of 
the Council, to refuse a compliance with the re- 
quisition of Major General Dearborn. 
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His Excellency is sincerely disposed to com- Lyme, August 13, 1812, 
ply promptly with all the Constitutional requests Sir: His Honor Governor Smith has put into 
of the National Executive; a disposition which | my hands your letter of the 14th of July, and it 
has ever been manifested by the Government of | is with surprise I notice the construction you 
this State; and he laments the occasion which | have put on my letter of the 17th of June. The 
thus compels him to yield obedience to the para- unusual and exceptionable terms, also, in which 
mount authority of the Constitution and laws. | your letter is expressed, have not escaped notice. 
He trusts the General Government will speedily | But a regard to the propriety of my own conduct 
provide an adequate force for the security and | will not allow me to descend to any comments 
protection of the seacoast. In the meantime, | upon its particular expressions, but leave me to 
his Excellency has issued the necessary orders to | perform my duty to the General Government, 
the general officers commanding the militia in | by giving the explanation which appears proper. 
that quarter to be in readiness to repel any inva-| When you communicated the request of the 
sion which may be attempted upon that portion | President that any future requisition from Gene- 
of the State, and to co-operate with such part of | ral Dearborn for a part of the draughted militia, 
the national forces as shall be employed for the | might be complied with, it remained uncertain 


same purpose. whether such a requirement would be made, or, 

With great respect, I have the honor to be, sir, | if made, under what circumstances it might take 
your obedient and very humble servant, place. 

JOHN COTTON SMITH. Confident, however, that the President would 

Hon. Ww. Eustis, Secretary of War. authorize no requisition which was not strictly 


Constitutional, and particularly that the order 
would not exceed the conditions of the act of the 
Wan Derarrment, July 14, 1812. | 10th of April, to which you had referred, I had 
Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge your | no hesitation in giving general assurance that the 
letter of the third instant. requisitions which the President might make 
The absence of His Excellency, Governor | through General Dearborn would be complied 
Griswold, on account of ill health, is seriously to | with. I then thought, as I do still, that decency, 
be regretted, particularly at this important crisis, | and a due respect to the first Magistrate of the 
when his prompt assurances of obeying the requi- | Union, required that my assurance should be gen- 
sition of the President, to call into the service of | eral, and no expression should be used which 
the United States such detachments of militia | might imply a suspicion that the President would 
as might be required, conformably to the act of | violate the Constitution in his orders. I also ex- 
April 10, 1812, through General Dearborn, are | pected that this early and general declaration 
intercepted and suspended by your Honor. would be considered as evidence of a disposition 
The reasons assigned for refusing to execute | which has been uniformly felt in this State, to 
the engagements of his Excellency, Governor | execute every Constitutional requisition from the 
Griswold, appear not less extraordinary than the | General Government. 
act itself. ` In what light, however, my expressions baye 
After a declaration of war against a nation | been viewed, I trust there will be no future mis- 
possessed of a powerful and numerous fleet, a | construction, when I assure you that I neither 
part of which were actually on our coast, bad | intended or expected to be understood, by the 
been promulgated, and officially communicated | general language of my letter, or any expression 
to the Executive of the State, the assertion made | it contained, to give the smallest assurance that 
by your Honor, “that the Governor is not in- | I would execute any order which I judged repug- 
formed that the United States are in imminent | nant to the Constitution, from whatever source 
danger of invasion,” was not to have been ex- | it might emanate. 
pected. To remove all doubts from your mind The light in which I have viewed the order 
on this subject, I am instructed by the President | from General Dearborn has been already com- 
to state to you, that such danger actually exists; | municated by Governor Smith, and it is only 
and to request that the requisition of General | proper to add that my opinion has not changed, 
Dearborn, made by his special authority, for call- | but is confirmed by the unanimous opinions of 
ing into the service of the United States certain | the Council of the State. 
detachments of militia from the State of Con- | The new light in which you have presented 
necticut, be forthwith carried into effect. the subject in your letter to Governor Smith has 
The right of the State to officer the militia is | received every attention, but still my opinion re- 
clearly recognised in the requisition of General| mains the same. The war, which has com- 
Dearborn. The detachments, when marched to | menced, and the cruising of a hostile fleet on our 
the several posts assigned them, with their pro- | coast, is not invasion; and the declaration of the 
per officers, appointed conformably to the laws of | President, that there is imminent danger of inva- 
the State, will command, or be commanded, ac- | sion, is evidently a consequence drawn from the 
cording to the rules and articles of war and the | facts now disclosed, and is not, in my opinion, 


usages of service. Very respectfully, &c. warranted by those facts. If such consequences 
. W. EUSTIS. | were admitted to result from a declaration of war 
His Honor Joun C. Smita, with an European Power, it would follow that 


Governor of Connecticut. every war of that character would throw the 
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militia into the hands of the National Govern- 
ment, and strip the States of the important right 
reserved to them. In addition to the foregoing 
facts, it is proper for me further to observe, that 
I have found it difficult to fix in my mind the 
meaning of the words “imminent danger of inva- 
sion,” used by Congress in the act of the 28th of 
February, 1795, and now repeated in your letter, 
as no such expression is contained in that part of 
the Constitution which authorizes the President 
to call the militia into service. Presuming, how- 
ever, that some definite meaning, thought cpn- 
sistent with the Constitution, was at the time an- 
nexed to the expression, I have rather inferred 
that the Legislature must have intended only to 
include an extreme case, where an enemy had not 
passed the line of the United States, but were 
evidently advancing in force to invade our coun- 
try. Such a case would undoubtedly come with- 


in the spirit of the Constitution, although it 
might not be included in its literal expression. 

But whether the Congress in 1795 were justi- 
fied in the expréssion, or not, is unimportant, 
there being no difficulty in the present case, as 
none of the facts disclosed furnish anything more 
than a slight danger of invasion, which the Con- 
stitution could not contemplate, and which might 
exist even in times of peace. 

While I regret this difference of opinion on a 
question of such importance, I do not doubt that 
the President will do me the justice to believe 
that a sense of duty leaves me no other course to 
pursue, and that every means for the defence of 
the State will be speedily provided for. 

I have the honor to be your most obedient and 


humble servant, 
ROGER GRISWOLD. 
Hon. WirLtAM Eustis, &c. 


PUBLIC ACTS OF CONGRESS; 


PASSED AT THE SECOND SESSION OF THE TWELFTH CONGRESS, BEGUN AND HELD 
AT THE CITY OF WASHINGTON, NOVEMBER 2, 1812. 


An Act to authorize the transportation of certain doc- 
uments free of postage. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and. House of Hep- 
resentatives of the United States of America, in 
Congress assembled, That the members of Con- 
gress, the Secretary of the Senate, andthe Clerk 
of the House of Representatives, be, and they are 
hereby, respectively authorized to transmit, free 
of postage, the Message of the President of the 
United States, of the fourth of November, one 
thousand eight hundred and twelve, and the doc- 
uments accompanying the same, printed by order 
of the Senate, and by order of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, to any post office within the United 
States, and Territories thereof, to which they 
may direct; any law to the contrary notwith- 
standing. 


H. CLAY, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
WM. H. CRAWFORD, 


. President pro tempore of the Senate. 
Approved, November 12, 1812. 
JAMES MADISON. 


— 


An Act further to prolong the continuance of the Mint 
at Philadelphia. 

Be it enacted, $c., That the act, entitled “An 
act concerning the Mint,” approved March the 
third, one thousand eight hundred and one, is 
hereby revived and continued in force and opera- 
tion, for the further term of five years, after the 
fourth day of March, one thousand eight hundred 
and thirteen. 

Approved, December 2, 1812. 


An Act making an appropriation to defray expenses 
incurred, or to be incurred, under an act, entitled 
“An act to authorize a detachment from the militia 
of the United States ;” and the act entitled “An act 
for calling forth the militia to execute the laws of the 
Union, suppress insurrections, and repel invasions, 
and to repeal the act now in force for those pur- 
poses,” passed the twenty-eighth day of February, 
one thousand seven hundred and ninety-five. 

Be it enacted, $c., That the sum of one mil- 
lion of dollars be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated towards defraying any expense incurred, 
or to be incurred, under an act, entitled “An act 
to authorize a detachment from the militia of the 
United States,” passed the tenth day of April, 
one thousand eight hundred and twelve; and, 
also, under an act, entitled “An act for callin 
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forth the militia to execute the laws of the Union, 
suppress insurrections, and repel invasions, and 
to repeal the act now in force for those purposes,” 
passed the twenty-eighth day of February, one 
thousand seven hundred and ninety-five,” to be 
paid out of any moneysin the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated. 
Approved, December 12, 1812.. 


An Act increasing the pay of non-commissioned of- 
ficers, musicians, privates, and others of the Army, 
and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted, &c., That, from and after the 
thirty-first day of December, one thousand eight 
hundred and twelve, the monthly pay of the non- 
commissioned officers, musicians, privates, dri- 
vers, bombardiers, matrosses, sappers, miners, 
artificers, saddlers, farriers, and blacksmiths, who 
have enlisted, or shall hereafter enlist in the ser- 
vice of the United States, shall, during the con- 
tinuance of the war between the United States 
of America and their Territories, and the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland and the 
dependencies thereof, be as follows, to wit: To 
each sergeant major and quartermarter sergeant, 
twelve dollars; to each sergeant and principal 
musician, eleven dollars; to each corporal, ten 
dollars; to each musician, nine dollars; to each 
private, driver, bombardier, matross, sapper, and 
miner, eight dollars; to each artificer, saddler, 
farrier, and blacksmith, not attached to the quar- 
termaster general’s and ordnance department, 
thirteen dollars. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That, during 
the continuance of the war with Great Britain, 
no non-commissioned officer, musician, private, 
driver, bombardier, matross, sapper, miner, arti- 
ficer, saddler, farrier, or blacksmith, enlisted in 
the service of the United States, during his con- 
tinuance in service, shall be arrested, or subject 
to arrest, or to be taken in execution for any debt 
contracted before or after enlistment. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That every 
non-commissioned officer, musician, and private, 
who shall, after the promulgation of this act, be 
recruited in the regular Army of the United 
States, may, at his option, to be made at the 
time of enlistment, engage to serve during the 
present war with Great Britain, instead of the 
term of five years; and shall, in case he makes 
such option, be eutitled to the same bounty in 


g | money and land, and to all other allowances, and 
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be subject to the same rules and regulations, as if 
he had enlisted for the term of five years. 
Approved, December 12, 1812. 


of any moneys in the T'reasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, for the building and equipping of the 
aforesaid ships of war. 

Approved, January 2, 1813. 


An Act concerning the District and T'erritorial Judges 
of the United States. 

Beit enacted, §c., That, hereafter, it shall be 
incumbent upon the distriet and territorial judges 
of the United States, to reside within the dis- 
tricts and territories, respectively, for which they 
are appointed ; and that it shall not be lawful 
for any judge, appointed under the authority of 
the United States, to exercise the profession or 
employment of counsel or attorney, or to be en- 
gaged in the practice of the law. And any per- 
son offending against the injunction or prohibi- 
tion of this act, shall be deemed guilty of a high 
misdemeanor. 

Approved, December 18, 1812. 


An Act directing the Secretary of the Treasury. to 
remit fines, forfeitures, and penalties, in certain 
cases. 

Be it enacted, §c., That in all cases where 
goods, wares, and merchandise, owned by a citi- 
zen or citizens of the United States, have been 
imported into the United States from the United 
Kingdom of Great Britaia and Ireland, which 
goods, wares, and merchandise, were shipped on 
board vessels which departed-therefrom between 
the twenty-third day of June last, and the fif- 
teenth day of September last, and the person or 
persons interested in such goods, wares, or mer- 
chandise, or concerned in the importation thereof, 
have thereby incurred any fine, penalty, and for- 
feiture, under an act, entitled “An act to. inter- 
dict the commercial intercourse between the Uni- 
ted States and Great Britain and France, and 
their dependencies, and for other purposes,” and 
an act, entitled “An act concerning the commer- 
cial intercourse between the United States and 
Great Britain and France, and their dependen- 
cies, and for other purposes,” and the act supple- 
mentary to the act last mentioned, on such per- 
son or persons petitioning for relief, to any judge 
or court proper to hear the same, in pursuance of 
the provisions of the act, entitled “An act to pro- 
vide for mitigating or remitting the fines, forfeit- 
ures, and penalties, in certain cases therein men- 
tioned,” and on the facts being shown, on in- 
quiry had by said judge or court, stated and 
transmitted, as by said act is required, to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury; in all such cases wherein 
it shall be proved to his satisfaction that said 
goods, wares, and merchandise, at the time of 
their shipment, were bona. fide owned by a citi- 
zen or citizens of the United States, and shipped 
and did depart from some port or place in the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 
owned as aforesaid, between the twenty-third 
day of June last, and the fifteenth day of Septem- 
ber last, the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
directed to remit all fines, penalties, and forfeit- 
ures, that may have been incurred under the said 
acts, in consequence of such shipment, importa- 
tion, or importations, upon the costs and charges 
that have arisen or may arise being paid, and on 
payment of the duties which would have been 
payable by law on such goods, wares, and mer- 
chandise, if legally imported; and, also, to direct 
the prosecution or prosecutions, if any shall have 
been instituted for the recovery thereof, to cease 
and be discontinued : Provided, nevertheless, That 
no case in which the purchase of such goods, 
wares, and merchandise was made, after war was 
known to exist between the United Sjates and 
Great Britain, at the port or place where such 
purchase was made, shall be entitled to the ben- 
efits of this act. 

Approved, January 2, 1813. 


An Act to increase the Navy of the United States. 


Be it enacted, §-c., That the President of the 
United States shall be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized, as soon as suitable materials can be procured 
therefor, to cause to be built, equipped, and em- 
ployed, four ships, to rate not less than seventy- 
four guns, and six ships to rate forty-four guns 


each, 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That there 
shall be employed on board each of the said ships 
of seventy-four guns each, one captain, six lieu- 
tenants, one captain, one first lieutenant and one 
second lieutenant of marines, one surgeon, one 
chaplain, one purser, and three surgeons’ mates. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That there 
shall be employed in each of the said ships, car- 
rying seventy-four guns, the following warrant 
officers, who shall be appointed by the President 
of the United States: one master, one second 
master, three masters’ mates, one boatswain, one 
gunner, one carpenter, one sailmaker,and twenty 
midshipmen; and the following petty officers, 
who shall be appointed by the captains of the 
ships, respectively, in which they are to be em- 
ployed, viz: one armorer, six boatswains’ mates, 
three gunners’ mates, two carpenters’ mates, one 
sailmaker’s mate, one cooper, one steward, one 
master at arms, one cook, one coxswain, one boat- 
swain’s yeoman, one gunner’s yeoman, one car- 
penter’s yeoman, ten quarter gunners, eight quar- 
termasters, and one clerk, and one schoolmaster, 
also to be appointed by the captain. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the 
crews of each of the said ships of seventy-four 
guns, shall consist of two hundred able seamen, 
three hundred ordinary seamen and boys, three 
sergeants, three corporals, one drummer, one fifer, 
and sixty marines, 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the 
pay of the schoolmaster shall be twenty-five dol- 
lars per month and two rations per day. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the 
sum of two millions five hundred thousand dol- 
lars be and the same is hereby appropriated, out 
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An Act approving of the report of the Commissioners 
appointed by the Secretary at War, to ascertain and 
settle the exterior line of the public land at West 
Point, in the State of New York. s 
Beit enacted, §c., That the report of the eom- 

missioners appointed by the Secretary at War to 

settle the exterior line of the public land at West 

Point, in the State of New York, with the ad- 

joining proprietor, conformably to an act to au- 

thorize the Seeretary at War to ascertain and 
settle, by the appointment of commissioners, the 
exterior line of the public land at West Point 
with.the adjoining proprietor, be and the same 
is hereby approved. 

Approved, January 5, 1813. 


An Act authorizing the President of the United States 
to establish post routes, in certain cases. 


Be it enacted, &c., That the President of the 
United States, during the existence of the war in 
which the United States are engaged, or of any 
war in which they may be engaged, shall be 
and is hereby authorized to direct the Postmas- 
ter General to send a mail between the head- 
quarters of any army of the United States, and 
such post office as he may think proper; and the 
route or road on which the same shall be con- 
veyed shall, to all intents and purposes, be an 
established post road, so long as the mail shall be 
sent on the same, conformably to the authority 
hereby given. i 

Approved, January 14, 1813. 


An Act providing Navy Pensions, in certain cases. 

Be it enacted, $c., That if any officer of the 
navy or marines shall be killed or die, by reason 
of a wound received in the line of his duty, leav- 
ing a widow, or, if no widow, a child or children, 
under sixteen years of age, such widow, or, if no 
widow, such child or children, shall be entitled 
to receive half ihe monthly pay to which the de- 
ceased was entitled at the time of his death, which 
allowance shall continue for and during the term 
of five years; but in case of the death or inter- 
marriage of such widow, before the expiration of 
the said term of five years, the half pay for the 
remainder shall go to the child or children of the 
said deceased officer: Provided, That such half 
pay shall cease on the death of such child or 
children; and the money required for this pur- 
pose shall be paid out of the navy pension fund, 
under the direction of the commissioners of that 
fund. 

Approved, Jnnuary 20, 1813. 


An Act making certain partial appropriations for the 
year one thousand cight hundred and thirteen. 
Be it enacted, §c., That the sum of one mil- 
lion of dollars be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated towards defraying the expenses of the 
Military Establishment of the United States, 
during the year one thousand eight hundred and 
thirteen ; and that the sum of one million of dol- 
lars be, and the same is hereby, appropriated to- 


wards defraying the expenses of the Navy dur- 
ing the year one thousand eight hundred and 
thirteen. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
following sums be appropriated for the purposes 
herein recited, that is tosay: Towards defraying 
the compensation granted by law to the members 
of the Senate and House of Representatives, 
their officers and attendants, during the year one 
thousand eight hundred and thirteen, fifty thou- 
sand dollars. 

Towards defraying the contingent expenses of 
the House of Representatives, during the year 
one thousand eight hundred and thirteen, ten 
thousand dollars. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the 
several appropriations, hereinbefore made, shall 
be paid and discharged out of any moneys in the 
Treasury, not otherwise appropriated. 

Approved, January 20, 1813. 


An Act supplementary to the act, entitled “An act for 
the more perfect organization of the Army of the 
United States.” 


Be it enacted, ¢c., That the President of the 
United States be and he is hereby authorized, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
to appoint one additional major to the first regi- 
ment of light dragoons, the regiment of light 
artillery, each regiment of infantry, and the rifle 
regiment, in the army of the United States; who 
shall receive the like pay, rations, forage, and 
other emoluments, as officers of the same grade 
and corps of the present military establishment. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That there 
be appointed, in manner aforesaid, one third lieu- 
tenant to each troop or company, in the army of 
the United States, who, if of cavalry or light 
dragoons, shall receive the monthly pay of thirty 
dollars, and of other corps, twenty-three dollars, 
and be allowed the same forage, rations, and other 
emoluments, as second lieutenants of the same 
corps to which they belong. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That there 
be allowed to each troop or company, in the army 
of the United States, one additional sergeant, who 
shall receive the like pay, clothing, rations, and 
other emoluments, as sergeants of the present mil- 
itary establishment. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That*in 
order to complete the present military establish- 
ment to the full number authorized by law, with 
the greatest possible despatch, there shall be paid 
to each effective able-bodied man, who shall be 
duly enlisted into the service of the United States, 
after the first day of February next, to serve for 
the term of five years, or during the war, an ad- 
vance of twenty-four dollars, on account of his 
pay, in addition to the existing bounty; one half 
of such advance to be paid at the enlistment of 
the recruit, and the other half when he shall be 
mustered and have joined some military corps of 
the United States, for service; and a bounty of 
one hundred and sixty acres of land, as hereto- 
fore established by law. 
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Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the 
commissioned officers who shall be employed in 
the recruiting service, shall be entitled to receive 
for every effective able-bodied man, who shall be 
duly enlisted after the first day of February next, 
by them, for the term of five years or during the 
war, and mustered, and between the ages of 
eighteen and forty-five years, the sum of four dol- 
lars: Provided nevertheless, That this regulation, 
so far as respects the age of the recruit, shall not 
extend to musicians, or to those soldiers who may 
re-enlist into the service: And provided also, 
That no person under the age of twenty-one 
years shall be enlisted by any officer, or held in 
the service of the United States, without the con- 
sent, in writing, of his parent, guardian, or mas- 
ter, first had and obtained, if any he have; and 
if any officer shall enlist any person contrary to 
the true intent and meaning of this act, for every 
such offence he shall forfeit and pay the amount 
of the bounty and clothing which the person so 
recruited may have received from the public, to 
‘be deducted out of the pay and emoluments of 
such officer. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be lawful for any person during the time he may 
be performing a tour of militia duty to enlist in 
the regular army of the United States, and the 
reeruiting officers are hereby authorized to enlist 
any such person, in the same manner, and under 
the same regulations, as if he were not perform- 
ing such militia duty ; and every person who 
shall enlist, while performing a tour of militia 
duty as aforesaid, shall be thereby exonerated 
from serving the remainder of said tour; and 
the State to which he may belong shall not be 
required to furnish any other person to serve in 
his stead. 

Approved, January 20, 1813. 


An Act in addition to the act concerning Letters of 
Marque, Prizes, and Prize Goods. 


Be it enacted, §c., That all prizes of vessels 
and property, captured by private armed ships, 
commissioned under the authority of the United 
States, which may be condemned in any district 
or circuitcourt of the United States, shall be sold 
at public auction, by the marshal of the district in 
which the same shall be condemned, within sixty 
days after the condemnation thereof; sufficient 
notice of the time and place, and conditions of 
sale, being first given, on such day or days, on 
such terms of credit, and in such lots or propor- 
tions as may be designated by the owner or own- 
ers, or agent of the owner or owners of the pri- 
vateer which may have captured the same: Pro- 
vided, That the term of such credit shall not 
exceed ninety days; and the said marshal is 
hereby directed to take and receive from the pur- 
chaser of such prize vessel and property the 
money therefor, or his, her, or their promissory 
notes, with endorsers, to be approved by the own- 
er or owners of the privateer, to the amount of 


the purchase, payable according to the terms 
thereof. 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That upon 
all duties, costs, and charges, being paid accord- 
ing to law, the said marshal shall, on demand, 
deliver and pay over to the owner or owners of 
the privateer, or to the agent of such owner or 
owners of the privateer, which may have cap- 
tured such prize vessel and property, a just and 
equal proportion of the funds received on ac- 
count of the sale thereof, and of the promissory 
notes directed to be taken as aforesaid, to which 
the said owner or owners may be entitled, ac- 
cording to the articles of agreement between the 
said owner or owners, and the officers and crew 
of the said privateer; and a just and equal pro- 
portion of the proceeds of the sale as aforesaid, 
shall, on demand, be also paid over by the said 
marshal to the officers and crew of the said pri- 
vateer, or to their agent or agents. And if there 
be no written agreement, it shall be the duty of 
the marshal to pay over, in manner as aforesaid, 
one moiety of the proceeds of the sale of such 
prize vessel and property to the owner or owners, 
agent or agents of the owner or owners of the pri- 
vateer, Which may have captured the same; and 
the other moiety of the said proceeds to the agent 
or agents of the officers and crew of the said pri- 
vateer, to be distributed according to law, or to 
any agreement by them made: Provided, The 
said officers and crew, or their agent or agents, 
shall have first refunded to the owner or owners, 
or to the agent of the owner or owners of the 
privateer aforesaid, the full amount of advances 
which shall have been made by the owner or 
owners of the privateer, to the officers and crew 
thereof. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That for 
the selling prize property, and receiving and pay- 
ing over the proceeds as aforesaid, the marshal 
shall be entitled to a commission of one per cent. 
and no more, first deducting all duties, costs, and 
charges, which may have accrued on said prop- 
erty: Provided, That on no case of condemna- 
tion and sale of any one prize vessel and cargo 
shall the commissions of the marshal exceed two 
hundred and fifty dollars. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of the marshal, within fifteen days 
after any sale of prize property, to file in the 
office of the clerk of the district court, of the 
district wherein such sale may be made, a just and 
true account of the sales of such prize property, 
and of all duties and charges thereon, together 
with a statement thereto annexed of the prom- 
issory notes taken on account thereof, which ac- 
count shall be verified by the oath of the said 
marshal; and if the said marshal shall wilfully 
neglect, or refuse to file such account, he shall 
forfeit and pay the sum of five hundred dollars 
for each omission or refusal as aforesaid, to be 
recovered in an action of debt by any person in- 
terested in such sale, and suing for the said pen- 
alty, on account of the party or parties interested 
in the prize vessel or property sold as aforesaid, 
in any court having cognizance thereof. 

Sze. 5. And be ut further enacted, That the 
Owner or owners of any private armed vessel or 
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vessels, or their agent or agents, may, at any 
time before a libel shall be filed against any cap- 
tured vessel or her cargo, remove the same from 
any port into which such prize vessel or property 

y any other port in the 
United States, to be designated at the time of the 
removal as aforesaid, subject to the same restric- 
tions and complying with the same regulations, 
with respect to the payment of duties, which are 
provided by law, in relation to other vessels ar- 
riving in port with cargoes subject to the pay- 
ment of duties: Provided, That before such re- 
moval the said captured property shall not have 
been attached at the suit of any adverse clàim- 
ant, or à claim against the same have been in- 


may be first brought, to 


terposed in behalf of the United States. 
Approved, January 27, 1813. 


An Act authorizing the admission, under certain cir- 
cumstances, of vessels owned by citizens of the 
United States of America, with their cargoes, from 


British ports beyond the Cape of Good Hope. 


Be it enacted, §c., That in all cases where 
goods, wares, and merchandise, bona Jide the 
property of a citizen or citizens of thé United 


States, have been imported into the United 


States from British ports beyond the Cape of 


Good Hope, for the cargoes of which vessels 


bonds have been required at the port or place of 


shipment from, and have been given by the own- 
ers, agents, consignees, or supercargoes of such 
vessels, that the cargoes thereof shall be deliv- 
ered or landed at some port or place in the Uni- 
ted States; and the person or persons interested 
in such goods, wares, or merchandise, or con- 
cerned in the importation thereof, have incurred 
thereby any fine, penalty, and forfeiture, or have 
delivered the same into the possession or eustody 
of the United States, on such person petitioning 
for relief to any judge or court proper to hear 
the same, in pursuance of the provisions of the 


act, entitled *An act to provide for mitigating 
and remitting the fines, forfeitures, and penalties, 


in certain cases therein mentioned ;” and on the 


facts being shown, on inquiry had by said judge 


or court, stated and transmitted as by said act is 
required to the Secretary of the Treasury ; in 
all such cases wherein it shall be proved to his 
satisfaction that said goods, wares, and merchan- 
dise, at the time of their shipment, were bonu 
fide owned by a citizen or citizens of the United 
States, and for the landing or delivery of which 
at some port or place in the United States bonds 
were required and given as aforesaid, the Seere- 
tary of the "Treasury is hereby directed to remit 
all fines, penalties, and forfeitures, which may 
have been incurred in consequence of such ship- 
ment, importation, or importations, to deliver up 
possession of the said vessels, goods, wares, and 
merchandise to the owner or owners thereof, 
upon the costs or charges that have arisen, or 
may arise, being paid, and the duties payable on 
such goods, wares, and merchandise, or which 
would have been payable if they had been legally 
imported, being paid or secured to be paid ac- 


cording to law, as if the same had been imported 
and entered at' the time of the release thereof ; 
and also to direct the prosecution or prosecu- 
tions, if any shall have been instituted for the 
recovery of such fines, penalties, and forfeitures, 
to cease and be discontinued: Provided, That 
nothing in this act contained shall extend or be 
construed to extend to a remission of or exemp- 
tion from any fine, penalty, or forfeiture, which 
has been or may be incurred for a breach of any 
law or laws of the United States, other than such 
as prohibit the admission into the United States 
of goods, wares, and merchandise, imported as 
aforesaid. 
Approved, January 27, 1813. 


An Act in addition to the act, entitled “An act to raise 
an additional military force,” and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted, §c.. That, in addition to the pres- 
ent Military Establishment of the United States, 
there be raised such number of regiments of in- 
fantry, not exceeding twenty, as in the opinion 
of the President may be necessary for the public 
service, to be enlisted for the term of one year, 
unless sooner discharged. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That each 
of the said regiments shall consist of one colonel, 
one lieutenant colonel, two majors, one adjutant, 
one paymaster, one quartermaster, one surgeon, 
two surgeon’s mates, one sergeant-major, one 
quartermaster-sergeant, two principal musicians, 
and ten companies. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That each 
company shall consist of one captain, one first 
lieutenant, one second lieutenant, one third lieu- 
tenant one ensign, five sergeants, six corporals, 
two musicians, and ninety privates. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That it 
shall be lawful for the President of the United 
States, in the recess of the Senate, to appoint such 
of the officers authorized by this act, as may not 
be appointed during the present session; which 
appointments shall be submitted to the Senate at 
their next session for their advice and consent. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That all the 
officers, non-commissioned officers, musicians, and 
privates, authorized by this act, shall receive the 
like pay, forage, rations, clothing, and other emol- 
uments (the land and bounty excepted) as the 
officers of the same grade and corps, non-com- 
missioned officers, musicians, and privates, of the 
present Military Establishment. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the 
officers, non-commissioned officers, musicians, and 
privates, of the regiments hereby authorized to 
be raised, shall be governed by the rules and arti- 
cles of war, which have been established by the 
United States in Congress assembled, or by such 
rules and articles as may be hereafter by law es- 
tablished. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the 
commissioned officers who shall be employed in 
reeruiting the force authorized by this act, shall 
be entiiled to receive, for every person enlisted by 


them into this service, for the term specified, and 
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approved by the comman 
none and between the ages of eighteen and for- 
ty-five years, the sum of two dollars: Provided 
nevertheless, That this regulation, so far as re- 
spects the age of the recruits, shall not extend to 
musicians, or those soldiers who may re-enlist 
into the service: And provided also, That no per- 
son, under the age of twenty-one years, shall be 
enlisted by any officer, or held in the service of 
the United States, without the consent, in writing, 
of his parent, guardian, or master, first had and 
obtained, if any he have; and ifany officer shall 
enlist any person contrary to the true intent and 
meaning of this act, for every such offence he 
shall forfeit and pay the amount of the bounty 
and clothing, which the persons so recruited may 
have received from the public, to be deducted out 
of the pay and emoluments of such officer. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That there 
shall be allowed and paid to each man, recruited 
as aforesaid, a bounty of sixteen dollars; but the 
payment of eight dollars of the said bounty shall 
be deferred until he shall be mustered, and have 
joined some military corps of the United States. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That the 
said regiments shall be paid in such mgnner, that 
the arrears shall at no time exceed two months, 
unless the circumstances of the case shall render 
it unavoidable. 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That if any 
officer, non-commissioned officer, musician, or pri- 
vate, shall be disabled by wounds or otherwise, 
while in the line of his duty in public service, 
he shall be placed on the list of invalids of the 
United States, at such a rate of pension and un- 
der such regulations as are or may be directed by 
law: Provided always, That the compensation 
to be allowed for such wounds or disabilities, to 
a commissioned officer, shall not exceed, for the 
highest rate of disability, half the monthly pay 
of such officer, at the time of his being disabled 
or wounded; and that no officer shall receive 
more than the half pay of a lieutenant-colonel ; 
and that the rate of compensation to non-com- 
missioned officers, musicians, and privates, shall 
not exceed five dollars per month: And provided 
also, That all inferior disabilities shall entitle the 
person so disabled to receive an allowance pro- 
portionate to the highest disability.: 

Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That if any 
commissioned officer shall, while in the service of 
the United States, die, by reason of any wound 
received in actual service of the United States, 
and leave a widow, or, if no widow, a child or 
children, under sixteen years of age, such widow, 
or, if no widow, such child or children, shall be 
entitled to and receive half the monthly pay to 
which the deceased was entitled at the time of 
his death, for and during the term of five years; 
but in case of the death or intermarriage of such 
widow, before the expiration of the said term of 
five years, the half pay for the remainder of the 
time shall go to the child or children of such de- 
ceased officer: Provided always, That such half 


pay shall cease on the decease of such child or 
children. 


ding officer of the regi- 


Sec. 12. And be it further enacted, That if any 
non-commissioned officer, musician, or private, 
shall desert the service of the United States, he 
‘shall, in addition to the penalties mentioned in 
the rules and articles of war, be liable to serve 
for and during such a period as shall, with the 
time he may have served previous to his desertion, 
amount to the full term of his enlistment; and 
such soldier shall and may be tried by a court 
martial, and punished, although the term of his 
enlistment may have elapsed previous to his be- 
ing apprehended or tried. 

Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That every 
officer, non-commissioned officer, musician, or pri- 
vate, shall take and subscribe the following oath 
or affirmation, to wit: “I, A. B., do solemnly 
swear or affirm (as the case may be) that I will 
bear true faith and allegiance to the United States 
of America; and that I will serve them honestly 
and faithfully against their enemies or opposers 
whomsoever; and that I will observe and obey 
the orders of the President of the United States, 
and the orders of the officers appointed over me, 
according to the rules and articles of war.” 

Sec. 24. And be it further enacted, That where 
any commissioned officer shail be obliged to incur 
any extra expense in travelling and sitting on gen- 
eral eourts martial, he shall be allowed a rea- 
sonable compensation for such extra expense, ac- 
tually ineurred, not exceeding one dollar and 
twenty-five cents per day to officers who are not 
entitled to forage, and not exceeding one dollar 
per day to such as shall be entitled to forage. 

Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, That when- 
ever any officer or soldier shall be discharged 
from the service, except by way of punishment 
for an offence, he shall be allowed his pay and 
rations, or an equivalent in money, for such term 
of time as shall be sufficient for him to travel 
from the place of discharge to the place of his 
residence, computing at the rate of twenty miles 
to a day. 

Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, That there 
shall be appointed to each brigade one chaplain, 
who shall be entitled to the same pay and emolu- 
ments as à major in the infantry. 

Sec. 17. And be tt further enacted, That no 
field or staff officer, who may be appointed by 
virtue of this act, shall be entitled to receive any 
pay or emoluments until he shall be called into 
actual service, nor for any longer time than he 
shall continue therein. 

Sec. 18. And be it further enacted. That the 
act, entitled “An act authorizing the President 
of the United States to accept and organize cer- 
tain volunteer military corps,” and the act, enti- 
tled “An act supplementary to the act, entitled, 
‘An act authorizing the President of the United 
States to accept and organize certain volunteer 
military corps,” be, and the same are hereby re- 
pealed, from and after the first day of February 
next: Provided, That nothing herein contained 
shall be so construed as to deprive the officers 
and men who may have entered the service as 
volunteers, under the said acts, of any rights, im- 
munities, or privileges therein secured, or the 
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United States of the services of such volunteers, 
agreeably to the provisions of the said acts. 
Approved, January 29, 1813. 


An Act giving the right of pre-emption in the purchase 
of lands to certain settlers in the Illinois Territory. 
Be it enacted, $c. That every person, or the 

legal representative of every person, who has 

actually inhabited and cultivated a tract of land 
lying in either of the districts established for the 
sale of public lands, in the Illinois Territory, 
which tract is not rightfully claimed by any other 
person, and who shall not have removed from 
said Territory ; every such person and his legal 
representatives shall be entitled to a preference 
in becoming the purchaser from the United States 
of such tract of land at private sale, at the same 
price, and on the same terms and conditions, in 
every respect, as are or may be provided by law 
for the sale of other lands sold at private sale 
in said Territory, at the time of making such pur- 
chase: Provided, That no more than one quar- 
ter section of land shall be sold to any one indi- 
vidual, in virtue of this act; and the same shall 
be bounded by the sectional and divisional lines 
run, or to be run, under the direction of the Sur- 

and to increase the pay of volunteer and militia corps. | veyor General for the division of the publie lands: 

Be it enacted, $c., That in every case in which | Provided also, That no lands reserved from 

a court martial shall have adjudged and deter- | sale by former acts, or lands which have been di- 

mined a fine against any officer, non-commis- | rected to be sold in town lots, and out lots, shall 

sioned officer, musician, or private, of the militia, | be sold under this act, 

for any of the causes specified in the act to which} Sec. 2. And be it. further enacted, That every 

this act is a supplement, or in the fourth section | person claiminga preference in becoming the pur- 

of an act, entitled “An act to authorize a detach- | chaser of a tract of land, in virtue of this act, shall 
ment from the militia of the United States;" all | make known his claim, by delivering a notice in 
such fines, so assessed, shall be certified to the writing, to the register of the land office, for the 

Comptroller ofthe Treasury of the United States, | district in which theland may lie, wherein he 

in the same manner as the act to which this aet | shall particularly designate the quarter section 

is a supplement directed the same to be certified | he claims; which notice the register shall file in 
to the supervisor of the revenue. his office, on receiving twenty-five cents from the 

Seo. 2. And be it further enacted, That the | person delivering the same. And in every case 
marshals shall pay all fines which have been where it shall appear, to the satisfaction of the 
levied and collected by them or their respective | register and receiver of public moneys of the land 
deputies, under the authority of the acts herein office, that any. person, who has delivered his no- 
referred to,into the Treasury of the United States, | tice of claim, is entitled, according to the ane 
within two months after they shall have received | sion of this act, toa preference in becoming the 
the same, deducting five per centum for their own | purchaser of a quarter section of land, such per- 
trouble; and, in case of failure. it shall be the}son so entitled shall have a nen i enter the 
duty of the Comptroller of the Treasury to give same, with the register of the and office, on aie 

‘notice to the District Attorney of the United | ducing his receipt from the receiver of publie 

States, who shall proceed against the said mar- | moneys for at least sra nc uen y a 
shal in the district court by attachment for the | purchase money, as in case of other PeT ands 
recovery of the same. sold at private sale : Provided, That a ands to 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the| be sold under this act shall be entered with the 
non-commissioned officers, musicians, and pri- | register at least two weeks before the nme of the 
vates of volunteer and militia corps, who, subse- | commencement of the public sales, in the ieiet 
quent to the thirty-first day of December, one | wherein the land lies: and every hen ae 
thousand eight hundred and twelve, shall have |a right of preference in becoming 1 e Suh pus 
been or may hereafter be called out, while in the | of a tract of land, who shall hi P" to make his 
service of the United States, shall, during the | entry with the register, fort he ne Pie ud 
continuance of the present war between the | scribed, his right shall be a elted, an ie a 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, and | by him claimed ea T BE a P Me Ke a 
the dependencies thereof, and the United States of | with the other pu ne an d T b d pé 
America and their territories, be entitled to and | which it belongs.—[ Approved, February 5, e 
receive the same monthly pay, rations, and forage, 
and furnished with the same camp equipage, as 
are or may be provided by law for the non-com- 
missioned officers, musicians, and privates of the 
Army of the United States. 

Approved, February 2, 1813. 


An Act for the relief of the Bible Society of Philadelphia. 
Be it enacted, &c., That the duties arising and 
due to the United States upon certain stereotype 
plates, imported during the last year into the port 
of Philadelphia, on board the ship Brilliant, by 
the Bible Society of Philadelphia, for the purpose 
of printing editions of the Holy Bible, be and 
the same are hereby remitted, on behalf of the 
United States, to thesaid society: and any bond 
or security given for the securing of the pay- 
ment of the said duties shall be cancelled. 
Approved, February 2, 1813. 


An Act supplementary to an act, entitled “An act to 
. provide for calling forth the militia to execute the 
laws, suppress insurrections, and repel invasions,”’ 
and to repeal the act now in force for those purposes, 


An Act authorizing a loan for a sum not exceeding 
sixteen millions of dollars. 

Be it enacted, §c., That the President of the 

United States be, and he is hereby, authorized to 

eae on the credit of the United States, a sum 
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not exceeding sixteen millions of dollars, to be 
applied, in addition to the moneys now in the 
Treasury, or which may be received from other 
sources, to.defray any of the expenses which have 
been, or, during the present session of Congress 
may be authorized by law, and for which appro- 
priations have been, or, during the present session 
of Congress, may be made by law: Provided, 
That no engagement nor contract shall be en- 
tered into, which shall preclude the United States 
from reimbursingany sum or sums thus borrowed 
at any time after the expiration of twelve years, 
from the first day of January next: And it is here- 
by further declared, That it shall be deemed a 
good execution of the said power to borrow, for 
the President of the United States to cause to be 
sold. the whole or any part of the certificates of 
stock issued for the sums to be borrowed by vir- 
tue of this act. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
President of the United States do cause to be laid 
before Congress, on the first Monday in F'ebruary, 
eighteen hundred and fourteen, or so soon there- 
after as Congress may be in session, an account 
of all moneys obtained by the sale of the certifi- 
cates of stock, by virtue of the power given him 
by the proceding section, together with a state- 
ment of the rate at which the same may have 
been sold. 

Seo. 3. And be it further enacted, That the 
Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to employ, with the approbation of 
the President of the United States, an agent or 
agents, for the purpose of obtaining subseriptions 
to the loan authorized by this act, or of selling 
any part of the stock created by virtue thereof. 
À commission not exceeding one quarter of one 
per cent. on the amount thus sold, or for which 
subscriptions shall have been thus obtained, may, 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, be allowed to 
such agent or agents; and a sum not exceeding 
forty thousand dollars, to be paid out of any mon- 
eys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
is hereby appropriated for paying the amount of 
such commission or commissions, as may be thus 
allowed, and also for defraying the expenses of 
printing and issuing the subscription certificates 
and certificates of stock and other expenses inci- 
dent to the receiving of subscriptions, and com- 
pleting the loan authorized by this act. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That so 
much of the funds constituting the annual appro- 
priation of eight millions of dollars, for the pay- 
ment of the principal and interest of the public 
debt of the United States, as may be wanted for 
that purpose, after satisfying the sums necessary 
for the payment of the interest, and such part of 
the principal of said debt, as the United States 
are now pledged annually to pay or reimburse, 
is hereby pledged and appropriated for the pay- 
ment of the interest, and for the reimbursement 
of the principal of the stock which may be cre- 
ated by virtue of this act: it shall accordingly be 
the duty of the Commissioners of the Sinking 
F'und, tocauseto beappliedand paidoutof the said 
fund, yearly, such sum, and sums as may bean- 


nually wanted to discharge the interest aceruing 
on the said stock, and to reimburse the prineipal 
as the same shall become due, and may be dis- 
charged in conformity with the terms of the loan; 
aud they are further authorized to apply, from 
time to time, such sum or sums; out of the said 
fund, as they may think proper, towards redeem- 
ng by purchase, and ata price not above par,the 
principal of the said stock, or any part thereof. 
And the faith of the United States is hereby 
pledged, to establish sufficient revenues for mak- 
ing up any deficiency that may hereafter take 
place in the funds hereby appropriated for paying 
the said interest and principal sums, or any of 
them, in manner aforesaid. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That it 
shall be lawful for any of the banks in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to lend any part of the sum 
authorized to be borrowed by virtue of this act, 
anything in any of their eharters of incorpora- 
tion to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Approved, February 8, 1813. 


Àn Act regulating pensions to persons on board private 
armed ships. 

Be it enacted, §c., That the two per centum 
reserved in the hands of the Collectors and Con- 
suls by the aet of June, eighteen hundred and 
twelve, entitled *An act concerning letters of 
marque, prizes, and prize goods," shall be paid to 
the Treasury, under the like regulations provided 
for other public money and shall constitute a 
fund for the purposes provided for by the seven- 
teenth section of the beforementioned act. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
Secretary of the Navy be authorized and required 
to place on the pension list, under the like regu- 
lations and restrictions as are used in relation to 
the Navy of the United States, any officer, sea- 
man, or marine, who, on board of any private 
armed ship or vessel bearing a commission of 
letter of marque, shall have been wounded or 
otherwise disabled in any engagement with the 
enemy ; allowing to the captain a sum not exceed- 
ing twenty dollars per month; to lieutenants and 
sailing master, a sum not exceeding twelve dol- 
lars each per month; to marine officer, boatswain, 
gunner, carpenter, master’s mate, and prize-mas- 
lers, a sum not exceeding ten dollars each per 
month ; to all other officers a sum not exceeding 
eight dollars each per month, for the highest rate 
of disability, and so in proportion ; and to a sea- 
man, or acting as a marine, the sum of six dollars 
per month, for the highest rate of disability, and 
soin proportion; which several pensions shall 
be paid, by direction of the Secretary of the Navy, 
out of the fund above provided, and from no other. 

Suc. 3. And be it further enacted, That the 
commanding officer of every vessel, having a 
commission, or letters of marque and reprisal, 
shall enter in his journal the name and rank of 
any officer, and the name of any searnan, who, 
during his cruise, shall have been wounded or 
disabled as aforesaid, describing the manner and 
extent, as far as practicable, of such wound or 
disability. i 
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Sec. 4, And be it further enacted, That every 
collector shall transmit quarterly to the Secreta- 
ry of the Navy, a transcript of such journal as 
may have been reported to him, so far as it gives 
a list of the officers and crew; and the description 
of wounds and disabilities, the better to enable 
the Secretary to decide on claims for pensions. 

Approved, February 13, 1813. 


An Act confirming certain claims to lands in the Dis- 
trict of Vincennes. 

Be it enacted, §c., That all the decisions of the 
register and receiver of public moneys for the 
district of Vincennes, made in favor of persons 
claiming donation lands in the said district, as 
entered in a list of claims, which, in the opinion 
of the said register and receiver, ought to be-con- 
firmed in pursuance of the act, entitled “An act 
providing for the sale of certain lands in the In- 
diana Territory, and for other purposes,” passed 
on the thirtieth day of April, one thousand eight 
hundred and ten, which list is a part of their re- 
port to the Secretary of the Treasury, bearing 
date of the twenty-seventh day of May, one 
thousand eight hundred and twelve, be, and the 
same are hereby, confirmed. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
following persons, whose claims, according to the 
aforesaid report, are not embraced. by the provi- 
sions of the above recited act, but which never- 
theless, in the opinion of the register and receiver, 
ought to be confirmed, shall be, and their claims 
are hereby, confirmed, respectively, to the follow- 
ing quantities of land, that is to say: the heirs of 
Francis Peltier, the heirs of Bernice Lefever, and 
the heirs of Jean Btt. Valecour, respectively, 
four hundred acres; Rene Campeau, Francois 
Cardinal, the heirs of Joseph Pancake, the heirs 
of Jacob Howell, the heirs of Alexander Wilson, 
the heirs of Daniel Sullivan, and the heirs of 
Jacob Tevebaugh, respectively, one hundred acres. 

Sec. 3. And be tt further enacted, That the 
several persons whose claims are confirmed by 
this act, are hereby authorized to enter their loca- 
tions witb the register of the land. office at Vin- 
cennes, on any part of the tract set apart for that 
purpose in said distriet, by virtue of the act, en- 
titled “ An act respecting claims to lands in the 
Indiana Territory and State of Ohio," and in 
conformity to the provisions of that act: Provi- 
ded, That such locations shall be made prior to 
the first day of October next; and the right of 
any person who shall neglect to locate prior to 
that day shall become void and forever be barred. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That every 
person, or the legal representative of every per- 
son, whose claim to a tract of land is confirmed 
by this act, shall, whenever his claim shall have 
been located and surveyed, be entitled to receive, 
from the register of the land office at Vincennes, 
a certificate, stating that the claimant is entitled 
to receive a patent for such tract of land by vir- 
tue of this act; for which certificate the register 
shall receive one dollar; and which certificate 
shall entitle the party to a patent for the said 


traet of land, which shall issue, in like manner, 
às is provided by law for the other lands of the 
United States. 

. Approved, February 13, 1813. 


An Act making provision for an additional number of 
General Officers. 

Be it enacted, $c., That the President be, and 
he is hereby, authorized, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, to appoint six major 
generals, in addition to those already authorized 
by law; each of whom shall be allowed two aids- 
de-camp, to be taken from the officers of the line, 
and six brigadier generals, who shall be allowed 


a brigade major, and one aid-de-camp, each to be 


taken also from the officers of the line. 
Sro. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
officers authorized by this act, shall receive the 


same pay. forage, rations, and other emoluments, 
as the officers of the same grade of the present 
Military Establishment. 


Approved, February 24, 1813. 


An Act authorizing the issuing of Treasury notes for 
the service of the year one thousand eight hundred 
and thirteen. 

Be it enacted, §c., That the President of the 


‘United States be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
cause Treasury notes for such sum or sums as he 


may think expedient, but not exceeding in the 
whole the sum of five millions of dollars, to be pre- 
pared, signed, and issued, in the manner herein- 


after provided. 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
President of the United States be, and he is here- 
by, authorized, in addition to the amount author- 
ized by the next preceding section of this act, to 
cause Treasury notes, for such sum or sums as he 
may think expedient, but not exceeding, in the 
whole, the further sum of five millions of dollars, 
to be prepared, signed, and issued. in the manner 
hereinafter provided: Provided, That the amount 
of money borrowed or obtained, by virtue of the 
notes which may be issued by virtue of this sec- 
tion, shall be deemed, and held to be, in part of 
the sum of sixteen millions of dollars, authorized 
to be borrowed by virtue of the act to that effect, 
passed during the present session of Congress. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, 'That the 
said Treasury notes shall be reimbursed by the 
United States, at such places, respectively, as may 
be expressed on the face of the said notes, one 
year, respectively, after the day on which the 
same shall have been issued; from which day 
of issue they shall bear interest, at the rate of 
five and two-fifths per centum a year, payable 
to the owner and owners of such notes, at the 
Treasury, or by the proper commissioner of loans, 
or by the officer designated for that purpose, at 
the places and times respectively designated on 
the face of said notes, for the payment of the 
principal. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the 


said Treasury notes shall be respectively signed, 
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in behalf of the United States, by persons to be 
appointed for that purpose by the President of the 
United States, two of which persons shall sign 
each note, and shall each receive, as a compensa- 
tion for that service, at the rate of one dollar and 
twenty-five cents for every hundred notes thus 
signed by them, respectively ; and the said notes 
shall likewise be countersigned by the commis- 
sioner of loans for that State, where the notes 
may respectively be made payable, or by the Re- 
gister of the Treasury, if made payable in the 
District of Columbia, or by a person to be ap- 
pointed for that purpose by the President of the 
United States, if made payable in a State for 
which there is no commissioner of loans; which 
person or persons thus appointed shall also re- 
ceive, as a compensation for that service, at the 
rate of one dollar and twenty-five cents for every 
hundred notes thus signed by him or them re- 
spectively. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the 
Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized, with the approbation of the President 
of the United States, to cause to be issued such 

ortion of the said Treasury notes as the Presi- 
Tent may think expedient, in payment of supplies, 
or debts due by the United States, to such public 
creditors, or other persons, as may choose to re- 
ceive such notes in payment, as aforesaid, at par: 
and the Secretary of the Treasury is further au- 
thorized, with the approbation of the President of 
the United States, to borrow, from time to time, 
not under par, such sums as the President may 
think expedient on the credit of such notes; or 
to sell, not under par, such portion of the said 
notes as the President may think expedient: and 
it shall be a good execution of this provision to 
pay such notes to such bank or banks, as will fe- 
ceive the same at par, and give credit to the 
Treasury of the United States, for the amount 
thereof, on the day on which the said notes shall 
thus be issued and paid to such bank or banks 
respectively. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the 
Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized, with the approbation of the President 
of the United States, to employ an agent or agents 
for the purpose of selling any portion of the notes 
which may be issued by virtue of this act: a com- 
mission not exceeding one-quarter of one per 
cent., on the amount thus sold, may, by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, be allowed to such agent 
or agents; and a sum not exceeding twenty-five 
thousand dollars, to be paid out of any moneys in 
the Treasury, not otherwise appropriated, is here- 
by appropriated for paying such commission or 
commission as may be thus allowed. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the 
said Treasury notes shall be transferrable by de- 
livery and assignment, endorsed thereon by the 
person to whose order, the same shall, on the face 
thereof, have been made payable. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That the 
said Treasury notes, wherever made payable, 
shall be every where received in payment of ali 
duties and taxes laid by the authority of the Uni- 


ted States, and of all public lands sold by the said 
authority: on every such payment credit shall be 
given for the amount of both the principal and 
the interest, which, on the day of such payment, 
may appear due on the note or notes thus given 
in payment: and the said interest shall, on such 
payments, be computed at the rate of one cent 
and one-half of a cent per day, on every hundred 
dollars of principal, and each month shall be 
computed as containing thirty days. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That any 
person making payment to the United States, in 
the said Treasury notes, into the hands of any 
collector, receiver of public moneys, or other pub- 
lic officer or agent, shall, on books kept according 
to such forms as shall be prescribed by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, give duplicate certificates 
of the number and respective amount of princi- 
pal and interest of each and every Treasury note 
thus paid by such person; and every collector, 
receiver of public moneys, or other public officer 
or agent, who shall thus receive any of the said 
Treasury notes in payment, shall, on payment of 
the same into the Treasury, or into one of the 
banks where the public moneys are, or may be, 
deposited, receive credit both for the prineipal and 
for the interest, computed as aforesaid, which, on 
the day of such Jast mentioned payment, shall 
appear due on the note or notes thus paid in; and 
ne shall be charged’ for the interest accrued on 
such note or notes from the day on which the 
same shall have been received by him in payment 
as aforesaid, to the day on which the same shall 
be paid by him as aforesaid: Previded, always, 
That no such charge or deduction shall be made 
with respect to any bank, into which payments 
as aforesaid, may be made to the United States, 
either by individuals or by collectors, receivers, 
or other public officers, or agents, and which 
shall receive the same as specie, and give credit 
to the Treasurer of the United States for the 
amount thereof, including the interest accrued 
and due on such notes on the day on which the 
same shall have been thus paid into such bank, 
on account of the United States. 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That the 
Commisioners of the Sinking Fund be, and they 
are hereby, authorized and directed to cause to be 
reimbursed and paid the principal and interest of 
the Treasury notes which may be issued by vir- 
tue of this act, at the several time and times when 
the same, according to the provisions of this act, 
should be thus reimbursed and paid; and the 
said commissioners are further authorized to make 
purchases of the said notes, in the same manner as 
of other evidences of the public debt, and ata price 
not exceeding par, for the amount of the principal 
and interest due at the time of purchase of such 
notes, So much of the funds constituting the an- 
nual appropriation of eight millions of dollars, for 
the payment of the principal and interest of the 
public debt of the United States, as may be wanted 
for that purpose, aftersatisfying thesumsnecessary 
for the payment of the interest and such part of the 
principal of the said debt, as the United States are 
now pledged annually to pay and reimburse, inclu- 
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ding therein the interest and principal which may 
become payable upon any loan or loans which may 
be contracted by virtue of any law passed during 
the present session of Congress, is hereby pledged 
and appropriated for the payment of the interest, 
and for the reimbursement or purchase of the 
principal of the said notes; and so much of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropria- 
ted, as may be necessary for that purpose, is here- 
by appropriated for making up any deficiency in 
the funds thus pledged and appropriated, forpaying 
the principal and interest as aforesaid; and that 
the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authori- 
zed and directed for that ‘purpose, to cause to 
be paid to the Commissioners of the Sinking 
Fund such sum or sums of money, and at such 
time and times as will enable the said Commis- 
sioners faithfully and punctually to pay the prin- 
cipal and interest of the said notes. 

Sec. ll. And be it further enacted, That a 


sum of forty thousand dollars, to be paid out of 


any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
ated, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, for 
defraying the expense of preparing, printing, en- 
graving, signing, and otherwise incident to the 
issuing of the Treasury notes authorized by this 
act. 

Sec. 12. And beit further enacted, That ifany 
person shall falsely make, forge, or counterfeit, or 
cause or procure to be falsely made, forged, or 
counterfeited, or willingly aid or assist in falsely 
making, forging, or counterfeiting, any note in 
imitation of, or purporting to be, a Treasury note 
aforesaid ; or shall falsely alter, or cause, or pro- 
cure to be falsely altered, or willingly aid or as- 
sist in falsely altering any Treasury note issued 
as aforesaid; or shall pass, utter, or publish, or 
attempt to pass, utter, or publish, as true, any 
false, forged, or counterfeited note, purporting to 
bea Treasury note as aforesaid, knowing the same 
to be falsely made, forged, or counterfeited; or 
shall pass, utter, or publish, or attempt to pass, 
utter, or publish as true, any falsely altered Trea- 
sury note issued as aforesaid, knowing the same 
to be falsely altered, every such person shall be 
deemed and adjudged guilty of felony, and being 
thereof convicted, by due course of law, shall be 
sentenced to be imprisoned and kept to hard labor 
for a period not less than ‘three years, nor more 
than ten years, and be fined in a sum not excecd- 
ing five thousand dollars. 

Approved, February 25, 1813. 


An Act to impose a duty on the importation of iron 
wire. 

Be it enacted, $c., That iron wire, which, from 
and after the passage of this act, shall be imported 
into the United States and the Territories thereof, 
shall be subject to the same duty as is paid on the 
importation of iron, steel, or brass locks, hinges, 
hoes, anvils, and vices. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That an ad- 
dition of ten per centum shall be made on the 
rate of duty hereby directed to be colleeted on the 
importation of iron wire as aforesaid, in ships or 
vessels not of the United States. 


Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the 
duty laid by-this act shall be levied and collected 
in the same manner, and under the same regula- 
tions and allowances as to drawbacks, mode of 
security, and time of payment, as the duties now 
in force on the articles hereinbefore enumerated. 

Approved, February 25, 1813. i 


An Act to raise ten additional companies of rangers, 


Be it enacted, &c., That the President. of the 
United States be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
raise ten additional companies of rangers, on the 
same provisions, conditions, and restrictions, as 
those authorized to be raised by “An act authori- 
zing the President of the United States to raise 
certain companies of rangers for the protection of 
the frontier of the United States” which said 
companies shall be in lieu of one of the regiments 
authorized to be raised by the act in addition to 
the act entitled “An act to raise an additional 
military force, and for other purposes,” passed the 
twenty-ninth day of January, one thousand eight 
hundred and thirteen. 

‘Approved, February 25, 1813. 


— 


An Act to alter the time for the next meeting of Con- 
d gress. 

Be it enacted, §c., That, after the adjourament 
of the present session, the next meeting of Con- 
gress shall be on the fourth Monday of May next. 

Approved, February 27, 1813. 


— 


An Act directing the Secretary of the Treasury to re- 
mit certain fines, penalties, and forfeitures, therein 
mentioned. 

Be it enacted, §c., That in all cases where 
goods, wares,and merchandise have been imported 
or introduced into the United States (the same 
not having been clandestinely imported or intro- 
duced) from the dependencies of the United King- 
dom of Great Britain and Ireland, since the dec- 
laration of war by the United States against the 
said Kingdom, or which were shipped from the 
said Kingdom prior to the second day of February, 
one thousand eight hundred and eleven, whereby 
the person or persons interested in such goods, 
wares, or merchandise, or concerned in the im- 
portion or introduction thereof, into the United 
States, hath or have incured any fine, penalty or 
forfeiture, under an act, entitled “An act to inter- 
dict the commercial intercourse between the Uni- 
ted States and Great Britain and France, and 
their dependencies, and for other purposes ;” and 
an act, entitled “An act concerning the commer- 
cial intercourse between the United States and 
Great Britain and France, and their dependencies, 
and for other purposes ;” and the act supplemen- 
tary to the act last mentioned, on such person or 
persons petitioning for relief to any judge or court, 
proper to hear the same, in pursuance of the pro- 
visions of the act, entitled “An act to provide for 
mitigating or remitting the forfeitures, penalties, 
and disabilities, accruing in certain cases therein 
mentioned ;” and on the facts being shown, on in- 
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fees of office, receive an annual salary of two 
hundred and fifty dollars, payable quarter-yearly, 
at the Treasury of the United States; and there 
shall also be appointed, in each of said Territories, 


quiry had by the said judge or courts, stated and 
transmitted, as by the said act is required, to the 
Secretary of the Treasury; in all such cases 


wherein it shall be proved, to his satisfaction, that 
the said goods, wares, and merchandise, at the 
time of their importation or introduction into the 
United States were bona fide American property, 
that they were not clandestinely imported or in- 
troduced, and that they were imported or intro- 
duced since the declaration of war aforesaid, the 
Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to 
remit all fines, penalties, and forfeitures that may 
have been incurred under the said acts, in conse- 
quence of such importation or introduction into 
the United States, upon the costs and charges 
that have arisen, or may arise, being paid on pay- 
ment of the duties that would have been payable 
by law, on such goods, wares, and merchandise, 
if legally imported; and also, to direct the prose- 
cution or prosecutions, if any shall have been in- 
stituted, for the recovery of the said fines, penal- 
ties, and forfeitures, to cease and be discontinued. 
Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
duties payable on the goods, wares, and merchan- 
dise, embraced by the provisions of the act, enti- 
tled “An act authorizing the admission, under 
certain circumstances, of vessels owned by citi- 
zens of the United States of America, with their 
cargoes, from British ports beyond the Cape of 
Good Hope,” shall not, in any case, be paid, or 
secured to be paid,in such manner as to postpone 
the payment of such duties beyond the time and 
times at which the said duties should have be- 
come payable, if the goods, wares, and merchan- 
dise had been imported and entered at the time of 
passing this act, anything in the act abovemen- 
tioned to the contrary notwithstanding. 
Approved, February 27, 1813. 


An Act in addition to an act regulating the Post Of- 
fice Establishment. 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Postmaster Gen- 
eral be, and he is hereby, authorized to contract for 
carrying mails of the United States in any steam- 
boat or boats, which are or may be established 
to ply between one post town and another post 
town: Provided, That such contract shall not be 
made for a longer period than four years: And 
provided also, That the pay for such service 
shall not be at a greater rate, taking into consid- 
eration distance, expedition, and frequency, than 
is paid for carrying the mail by stages, on the post 
road or roads, or adjacent to the course of sych 
steamboats, and that such contracts shall secure 
the regular transportation of the mail through- 
out each year. 

Approved, February 27, 1813. 


An Act authorizing the appointment of additional 
officers in the respective Territories of the United 
States. 


. Beit enacted, $.c., That there shall be appointed 
in the respective ‘Territories of the United States 
a person learned in the law, to act as Attorney of 
the United States, who shall, besides the usual 


a Marshal, who shall receive the same fees and 
compensation as is allowed by law to the Mar- 
shal of the district of Kentucky. 


Approved, February 27, 1813. 


An Act to establish certain post roads in the State of 


Louisiana. 


Be it enacted, §c., That the following post 
roads be established: from Natchez, in the Mis- 


sissippi Territory, by Concordia, to Catahoula, 
and from thence, by Rapids, to Nachitoches; from 


St. Francisville, by St. Helenaand St. Tammany, 


to Madisonville. 
Approved, February 27, 1813. 


An Act to encourage Vaccination. 


Be it enacted, §c., That the President of the 
United States be,and heis hereby, authorized to 
appoint an agent to preserve the genuine vaccine 
matter, and to furnish the same to any citizen of 
the United States, whenever it may be applied 
for, through the medium of the post office; and 
such agent shall, previous to his entering upon 
the execution of the duties assigned to him by 
this act, and before he shall be entitled to the 
privilege of franking any letter or package as 
herein allowed, take and subscribe the following 
oath or affirmation, before some magistrate, and 
cause a certificate thereof to be filed in the Gen- 
eral Post Office: “I, A. B.,do swear (or affirm, as 
the case may be) that I will faithfully use my 
best exertions to preserve the genuine vaccine 
matter, and to furnish the same to the citizens of 
the United States ; and also, that I will abstain 
from everything prohibited in relation to the es- 
tablish ment of the post office of the United States.” 
And it shall be the duty of the said agent to trans- 
mit to the several postmasters in the United States 
a copy of this act ; and he shall also forward to 
them a public notice, directing how and where 
all application shall be made to him for vaccine 
matter. 

Suc. 9. And be it further enacted, That all let- 
ters or packages, not exceeding hallan ounce in 
weight, containing vaccine matter, or relating to 
the subject of vaccination, and that alone, shall 
be carried by the United States’ mail free of any 
postage, either to or from the agent who may be 
appointed to carry the provisions of this act into 
effect: Provided always, That the said agent, 
before he delivers any letter for transmission by 
the mail, shall, in his own proper handwriting, 
on the outside thereof, endorse the word “ vac- 
cination,” and thereto subscribe his name, and 
shall previously furnish the postmaster of the of- 
fice where he shall deposite the same with a 
specimen of his signature ; and if said agent shall 
frank any letter or package, in which shall be 
contained anything relative to any subject other 
than vaccination, he shall, on conviction of every 
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such offence, forfeit and pay a fine of fifty dollars, 
to be recovered in the same manner as other fines 
or violations of law establishing the post office: 
Provided also, That the discharge of any agent, 
and the appointment of another in his stead, be 
at the discretion of the President of the United 
States. 
Approved, February 27, 1813. 


An Act giving further time for registering claims to 
lands in the eastern and western districts of the Ter- 
ritory of Orleans, now State of Louisiana. 


Be it enacted, §c., That every person or per- 
sons claiming landsin the eastern or western dis- 
trict of the Territory of Orleans, now State of 
Louisiana, who are actual settlers on the land 
which they claim, and whose claims have not 
been heretofore filed with the register of the land 
office for the distriet wherein the lands lie, shall 
be allowed until the first day of January next, to 
deliver notices in writing, and the written evi- 
dences of their claims, in the said districts, respec- 
tively, to the register of the land office at New 
Orleans and Opelousas ; and the notices and evi- 
dences so delivered, within the time limited by 
this act, shall be recorded in the same manner, 
and on payment of the same fees, as if the same 
had been delivered before the first day of July, 
one thousand eight hundred and eight ; but the 
rights of such persons as shall neglect so doing, 
within the time limited by this act, shall, so far 
as they are derived from, or founded on, any act 
of Congress, ever after be barred and become 
void, and thé evidences of their claims never af- 
ter admitted as evidence in any court of the Uni- 
led States against any grant derived from the 
United States. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That every 
person or persons who had filed his or their no- 
tice of claims to land, lying within either of the 
said distriets with the proper register of the land 
‘office, according to former laws, but have not 
exhibited any testimony or written evidence in 
support of the same, and whose claim has not 
been confirmed by the commissioners appointed 
to ascertain and settle claims to lands in the said 
distriets, shall be allowed until the first day of Jan- 
uary next, to deliver the written evidence or other 
testimony in support of his or their claim, the 
notice of which had been filed as aforesaid, to the 
register of the land office at New Orleans, for 
lands lying in the eastern district, and the regis- 
ter of the land office at Opelousas, for lands lying 
in the western district; and every written evi- 
dence of claim, the notice whereof had been filed 
as aforesaid, for lands lying in the said districts, 
delivered, within the time limited by this section, 
to the said registers, shall, by them, respectively 
be recorded in the same manner as was directed, 
and on receiving the same fees allowed by former 
acts for recording evidence of claim to lands in 
the same districts; and the right of any such per- 
sons neglecting to deliver the evidence of their 
claims as abovementioned, shall become barred 
and void in so far asthe same is derived from 


the United States, and the evidence thereof be 
incapable of being admitted in any court what- 
soever against any grant derived from the United 
‘States. x 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the 
register and receiver of public moneys of the said 
respective land offices at New Orleans and Ope- 
lousas, shall have the same powers and perform 
the same-duties in every respect, in relation to 
the claims that may be filed according to the first 
section of this act, and the claims, notice of which 
had been given under former acts, and the evi- 
dence in support thereof shall have been delivered 
according to the second section of this act, as the 
board of commissioners, for ascertaining and ad- 
justing claims to lands in the same districts, would 
have had or should have performed, if such no- 
tice had been filed, and such evidence delivered, 
before the first day of July, one thousand eight 
hundréd and eight, except, that their decisions 
shall be subject to the revision of Congress. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That itshall 
be the duty of the register and receiver of each of 
the said land offices, respectively, to make, to the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, a re- 
port of all the claims filed with the register as 
aforesaid, with the substance of the evidence in 
support thereof, and of the claims formerly filed, 
in support of which evidence shall have been re- 
ceived, with the substance of such evidence, and 
also their opinion, and such remarks respecting 
the claims as they may think proper to make ; 
which report, together with a list of the claims 
which, in the opinion of the register and receiver, 
ought to be confirmed, shall be laid by the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office before Con- 
gress, at their next session, for their determination 
thereon. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the 
register and receiver of the aforesaid land offices 
shall have power to appointa clerk, whose duties 
shall be the same, in relation to the aforesaid 
claims, as were required of the clerk to the board 
of commissioners for the same districts, and the 
said registers, receivers, and clerks, shall each be 
allowed fifty cents for each claim on which a de- 
cision shall be made, in their respective districts, 
whether such decision be in favor or against the 
claims; which allowance of fifty cents shall be 
in full compensation for their services under this 
act. And a further sum of fifty cents shall be 
allowed on each claim decided as aforesaid, to 
defray the expense of making translations from 
the French and Spanish languages. 

Approved, February 27, 1813. 


An Act to authorize and empower the President and 
Managers of the Washington Turnpike Company 
of the State of Maryland, when organized, to ex- 
tend and make their turnpike road to or from 
Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, through 
the said District, to the line thereof. 

Be it enacted, §c., That the law of the State 

of Maryland, entitled “An act to incorporate a 

company to make a turnpike road from the line 
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of the District of Columbia, where it crosses the 
post road leading from Georgetown to Frederick- 
town, through Montgomery and Frederick coun- 
ties to Fredericktown,” passed in the year one 
thousand eight hundred and five, and the supple- 
ment thereto, be, and they are hereby declared to 
be, in fall foree, within the District of Columbia. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
president and managers of said company, when 
organized according to law, shall be, and they 
are hereby, authorized and empowered to make 
said turnpike road from Georgetown, in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, through Tennallytown, to the 
line of said District, in the same manner, and 
upon the same terms and conditions, as by law 
they are authorized to make the said turnpike, 
within the limits of the State of Maryland. 

Szc. 3. And be it further enacted, That, when 
and so soon as the said turnpike road shall be 
completed from Georgetown, in the District of 
Columbia, to Montgomery court-house, in the 


State of Maryland, it shall and may be lawful. 


for the said president and managers of said com- 
pany to erect a toll-gate on this side of, and near 
to Tennallytown, and there to demand and re- 
ceive such tolls, and on such terms and condi- 
tions, as by the law of the State of Maryland they 
are authorized to demand and receive, at any 
toll-zate erected on said road within the limits of 
the State of Maryland. 

Approved, February 27, 1813. 


An Act to continue in force, for a limited time, the 
first section of the act, entitled “An act further to 
protect the commerce and seamen of the United 
States against the Barbary Powers.” 


Be it enacted, §c., That so much of the act 
passed oa the twenty-fifth day of March, one 
thousand eight hundred and four, entitled “An 
act further to protect the commerce and seamen 
of the United States against the Barbary Pow- 
ers,” as is contained in the first section of the said 
act, and which was continued in force for the 
time therein mentioned, by an act, entitled “An 
act to continue in force for a further time the first 
section of the act, entitled ‘An act further to pro- 
tect the commerce and seamen of the United 
States against the Barbary Powers,” passed on 
the thirty-first day of January, one thousand eight 
hundred and twelve, be, and the same is hereby, 
continued in force until the first day of April, one 
thousand eight hundred and fourteen, and thence 
to the end of the next ensuing session of Con- 
gress: Provided, however, That the additional 
duty laid by said section shall be collected on all 
such goods, wares, and merchandise, liable to pay 
the same, as shall have been imported previous 
to the end of that session of Congress. 

Approved, February 27, 1813. 


An Act for the regulation of seamen on board the pub- 
lic and private vessels of the United States. 

Be it enacted, §c., That, from and after the 

termination of the war in which the United 

States are now engaged with Great Britain, it 


shall not be lawful to employ on board any of the 
public or private vessels of the United States any 
person or persons except citizens of the United 
States, or persons of color, natives of the United 
States. 

Sec, 2. And be it further enacted, That, from 
and after the time when this act shall take effect, 
it shall not be lawful to employ as aforesaid any 
naturalized citizen of the United States, unless 
such citizen shall produce to the commander of 
the public vessel, if to be employed on board such 
vessel, or 0 a collector of the customs, a certified _ 
copy of the act by which he shall have been nat- 
uralized, setting forth such naturalization and the 
time thereof. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That, in all 
cases of private vessels of the United States sail- 
ing from a port in the United States to a foreign 
port, the list of the erew, made as heretofore di- 
rected by law, shall be examined by tbe collector 
for the distriet from which the vessel shall elear 
out, and, if approved of by him, shall be certified 
accordingly. And no person shall be admitted 
or employed as aforesaid, on board of any vessel 
aforesaid, unless his name shall have been en- 
tered in the list of the erew, approved and certi- 
fied by the collector for the distriet from which 
the vessel shall elear out as aforesaid. And the 
said collector, before he delivers the list of the 
crew, approved and certified as aforesaid, to the 
captain, master, or proper officer of the vessel to 
which the same belongs, shall cause the same to 
be recorded in a book by him for that purpose to 
be provided, and that the said record shall be open 
for the inspection of all persons, and a certified 
copy thereof shall be admitted in evidence in any 
court in which any qnestion may arise, under 
any of the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the 
President of the United States be, and he hereby 
is, authorized from time to time to make such fur- 
ther regulations, and to give such directions to 
the several commanders of public vessels, and. to 
the several collectors, as may be proper and ne- 
cessary respecting the proofs of citizenship, to be 
exhibited to the commanders or collectors afore- 
said: Provided, That nothing contained in such 
regulations or directions shall be repugnant to 
any of the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That, from 
and after the time when this act shall take effect, 
no seaman or other seafaring man, not being a 
citizen of the United States, shall be admitted or 
received as a passenger on board of any public or 
private vessel of the United States, in a foreigu 
port, without permission in writing from the 
proper officers of the country of which such sea- 
man or seafaring man may be a subject or cit- 
izen. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That, from 
and after the time when this act shall take effect, 
the Consuls or commercial agents of any nation 
at peace with the United States shall be admit- 
ted (under such regulations as may be prescribed 
by the President of the United States) to state 
their objections, to the proper commander or col- 
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lector as aforesaid, against the employment of 
any: seaman or seafaring man on board of any 
publie or private vessel of the United States, on 
account of his beinga native subject or eitizen of 
such nation, and not embraced within the descrip- 
tion of persons who may be, lawfully employed, 
according to the provisions of this act; and the. 
said Consuls or commercial agents shall also be 
admitted; under the said regulations, to be present 
at the time when the proofs of citizenship of the 
persons against whom such objections may have 
been made, shall be investigated by such com- 
mander or collector. : 

Seç.. 7. And be it further enacted, That if 
any commander of a public vessel:of the United 
States shall knowingly employ, or permit to be 
employed, or shall admit or receive, or permit to 
be admitted or received, on board his vessel, any 
person whose employment or admission is pro- 
hibited by the provisions of this act, he shall on 
conviction thereof forfeit and pay the sum of one 
thousand dollars for each person thus unlawfully 
employed or admitted on board such vessel. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That if 
, any person shall, contrary to the prohibitions of 
this act, be employed, or be received on board of 
any private vessel, the master or commander, and 
thé owner or owners of such vessel, knowing 
thereof, shall respectively forfeit and pay five 
hundred dollars for each person thus unlawfull 
employed or received in any one voyage; whic 
sum or sums shall be recovered, although such 
seaman or person shall have been admitted and 
entered in the certified list of the crew aforesaid, 
by the collector for the district to which the ves- 
sel may belong ; and all penalties and forfeitures 
arising under or ineurred by virtue of this aet, 
may be sued for, prosecuted, and recovered, with 
costs of suit, by action of debt, and shall acerue 
and be one moiety thereof to the use of the per- 
son who shall sue for the same, and the other 
moiety thereof to the use of the United States. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That no- 
thing in this act contained shall be construed to 
prohibit any commander or master of a public or 
private vessel of the United States, whilst in a 
foreign port or place, from receiving any Ameri- 
can seaman in conformity to law, or supplying 
any deficieney of seamen on board of such vessel, 
by employing American seamen, or subjects of 
such foreign country, the employment of whom 
shall not be prohibited by the laws thereof. 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That the 
provisions of this act shall have no effect or op- 
eration with respect to the employment, as sea- 
men, of the subjects or citizens of any foreign 
nation which shall not, by treaty or special con- 
vention with the Government of the United 
States, have prohibited, on board of her public 
and private vessels, the employment of native 
citizens of the United States, who have not be- 
come a citizen or subject of such nation. 

Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That no- 
thing in this act contained shall be so construed 
as to prevent any arrangement between the Uni- 
ted States and any foreign nation, which may 


take place under any treaty or convention, made 
and ratified in the manner prescribed by the 
Constitution.of the United States. IPRC 

Suc. 12. And be it further enacted, That no 
person who shall arrive in the United States, 
from and after the time when this act shall take 
effect, shall be admitted to become a citizen of 
the United States, who shall not, for the con- 
tinued term of five years next preceding his ad- 
mission as aforesaid, have resided within the 
United States, without being, at any time during 
the said five years, out of the territory of the 
United States. » i 

Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That if 
any person shall falsely make; forge, or counter- 
feit, or cause or procure to be falsely made, forged, 
or counterfeited, any certificate or evidence of 
eitizenship referred to in this act ; or shall pass, 
utter, or use as true, any false, forged, or coun- 
terfeited certificate of citizenship, or shall make 
sale or dispose of any certificate.of citizenship 
to any person other than the person for whom it 
was originally issued, and to whom it may of 
right belong, every such person shall be deemed 
and adjudged guilty of felony; and, on being 
thereof convicted by due course of law, shall be 
sentenced to be imprisoned and kept to hard 
labor for a period not less than three or more 
than five years, or be fined in a sum not less than 
five hundred dollars, nor more than one thou- 
sand dollars, at the discretion of the court taking 
cognizance thereof. 

Sec. 14. And be it further enacted, That no 
suit shall be brought for any forfciture or penalty 
incurred under the provisions of this act, unless 
the suit be commenced within three years from 
the time of the forfeiture. 

Approved, March 3, 1813. 


An Act giving further time to purchasers of public 
lands to complete their payments. 


Be it enacted, §c., That every person who, 
prior to the first day of April, one thousand 
eight hundred and nine, had purchased any tract 
or tracts of land of the United States, not ex- 
ceeding in the whole six hundred and forty acres, 
unless the tract purchased be a fractional section 
or sections, or fractional sections classed with an 
entire section, at any of the land offices estab- 
lished for the disposal of the public lands, and 
whose lands have not already been actually sold, 
or reverted to the United States for non-pay- 
ment of part of the purchase money, shall be al- 
lowed the further term of three years, from and 
after the expiration of the period already given 
by law, for completing the payment of the said 
purchase money; which further term of three 
years shall be allowed only on condition: first, 
that all arrears of interest on the purchase mo- 
ney shall have been paid on or before the time 
shall have expired, according to furmer laws, for 
completing the payment of the purchase money: 
Provided, That in all cases in which the time 
for completing the payment of the purchase 
money may have expired, or shall expire, before 
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the first day of June next, the interest may be 
paid on or before: that day : second, that the res- 
idue of the sum, due on aecount of the principal 
of such purchase, shall be paid, with interest 
thereon, in three equal annual payments, viz: 
one-third of the said residue, with interest which 
may then be due thereon, within one year; ano- 
ther third of said residue, with interest, within two 
years, and theremaining third of said residue, with 
interest, within three years after the expiration of 
the time for completing the paymenton account of 
such purchase, according to former laws; and in 
ease of failure in paying either the arrears or 10- 
terest, or any of three instalments of principal 
with the accruing ‘interest, at the time and times 
abovementioned, the tract of land shalt be forth- 
with advertised and offered for sale, in the man- 
ner and on the terms directed by law, in case of 
lands not paid for within the limited term, and 
shall revert in like manner, if the sum due, with 
interest, be not at such sale bidden and paid: 
Provided, That the benefit of this act shall not 
extend to any person or persons, on account of 
any purchase of any tract or tracts of land, made 
at any of the land offices northwest of the river 
Ohio prior to the first day of April, one thousand 
eight hundred and eight. 
‘Approved, March 3, 1813. 


An Act allowing further time for delivering the evi- 
dence in support of claims to land in the Territory 
of Missouri, and for regulating the donation grants 
therein. 

Be it enacted, §c., That every person or per- 
sons who had filed a notice of claim to any tract 
of land lying within the district of Louisiana 
{now Territory of Missouri) with the recorder 
of land titles, according to law, and have not 
exhibited any testimony or written evidence in 
support of the same, and whose claim has not 
already been confirmed, shall be allowed until 
the first of January next, to deliver to the re- 
corder of land titles for said Territory the writ- 
ten evidence, or produce other testimony, in sup- 
port of his or their claim, notice whereof had 
been filed as aforesaid; and the written evidence 
delivered to the said recorder within the time 
limited by this section, in support of claims filed 
as aforesaid, shall be by him recorded in the same 
manner, and on receiving the same fees allowed 
by former acts for recording written evidence of 
claims to lands in the said district; and the rights 
of any such person neglecting to deliver the evi- 
dence of their claims within the time abovemen- 
tioned shall become barred and void, in so far as 
the same was derived from the United States 
and the evidence thereof be incapable of being 
admitted in any court whatsoever. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
recorder of land titles for the said Territory shall 
have the same powers, and perform the same 
duties in every respect, in relation to the claims 
whereof notice had been filed as aforesaid, and 
the written evidence in support thereof shall have 
been delivered, or other testimony produced with- 


in the time limited by this act, as the board of 
commissioners for ascertaining the rights of per- 
sons claiming lands in said district would have 
had or should have performed if the evidence of 
such claims had been delivered before the first 
day of July, one thousand eight hundred and 
eight, except that his decision shall be subject to 
the revision of Congress. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of the said recorder to make, to the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, a re- 
port of all the claims which had been filed, and 
in support of which evidence shall be received 
as aforesaid, with the substance of such evidence, 
together with his opinion, and such remarks as 
he may think proper, which report, together with 
a list of the claims which, in the opinion of the 
said recorder, ought to be confirmed, shall be laid 
before Congress at their next session for their 
determination thereon. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That every 
person whose claim to a donation of a tract of 
land in said district has been confirmed by the 
board of commissioners appointed for ascertain- 
ing the rights of persons claiming lands in said 
district, and is embraced in their report trans- 
mitted to the Secretary of the Treasury, or which 
has been confirmed by the recorder of land titles, 
under the third section of the act, entitled “An 
aet making further provision for settling the 
claims toland in the Territory of Missouri," ap- 
proved on the thirteenth of June, one thousand 
eight hundred and twelve, shall be entitled to a 
grant for six hundred and forty acres, notwith- 
standing a less quantity shall have been allowed 
to him by the decision of thesaid commissioners, 
or recorder of land titles: Provided, That in no 
ease shall the grant be for more land than was 
claimed by the party in his notice of claim, nor 
for moreland than is contained within the ac- 
knowledged and ascertained boundaries of the 
tract claimed. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the 
principal deputy surveyor for the said Territory 
shall survey or cause to be surveyed, under the 
direction of the surveyor general, a tract of six 
hundred and forty acres of land, to each claim- 
ant of a donation tract, whose claim has been 
confirmed as aforesaid, except as provided by the 
last preceding section, where the quantity claimed 
by the party was less than six hundred and forty 
acres, and where the ascertained boundaries of 
the tract claimed does not include six hundred 
and forty acres, in which cases the survey shal) 
contain only the land claimed; and the tracts 
thus to be surveyed shall consist of unappropria- 
ted lands, and shall in every case contain the im- 
proved lands, by virtue of the settlement on, and 
cultivation of, which the claimant’s right to a 
donation has been confirmed; and in all cases 
where, by reason of adjacent prior claims, or 
the contiguity of the improvements of the per- 
sons entitled to donation grants, each claimant 
cannot obtain a tract of six hundred and forty 
acres, the vacant lands applicable to the object 
shall be divided between the claimants, in such 
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manner as Shall appear to the principal deputy 
surveyor most equitable ; and whenever plats of 
the surveys shall have been returned by the prin- 
eipal deputy surveyor to the office of the recorder 
of. land titles, it shall be the duty of the recorder 
to issue for each tract, according to the survey 
returned to him, a certificate in favor of the party 
to each person entitled thereto, which shall be 
transmitted to the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office ; and if it shall appear to the satis- 
faction of the said Commissioner that such cer- 
tificate was fairly obtained, according to the true 
intent and meaning of this act, then in that case 
patents shall be granted in like manner as is pro- 
vided by law for other lands of the United States. 

Sec. 6. And be tt further enacted, That the said 
recorder of land titles, in addition to his salary 
as fixed by law, shall be allowed fifty cents on 
each claim which had been filed, and in support 
of which evidence shall have been received, ac- 
cording to the first section of this act, and on 
which he shall make a decision, whether such 
decision bé in favor of, or against, theclaim ; and 
a further allowance of five hundred dollars, which 
shall be paid after he shall have made his report 
to the Commissioner of the General Land Office; 
which allowance of fifty cents for each claim 
decided on, and five hundred dollars on the com- 
pletion of the business, shall be in full compen- 
sation for his services, including clerk hire, re- 
specting the claims to be decided on according to 
this act. : 

Approved, March 3, 1813. 


An Act to alter the times of holding the District Court 
in the respective districts of New York and. Massa- 
cliusetts. '' 

Be it enacted, §c., That, instead of the first 

. Tuesdays of April and October, the district court 
for the district of New York, directed by law to 
be holden at Utica, shall be holden on the second 

Tuesday of May, and the fourth Tuesday of 

September, yearly. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That all 
actions, suits, process, and proceedings, com- 
menced, or to be commenced, or now pending in 
said distriet court, and liable to be discontinued, 
or suffer prejudice from the foregoing alterations, 
may be returned to, and shall be continued to the 
distriet court, to be holden in pursuance of this 
act, in such manner as that the same shall suffer 
no discontinuanceor prejudice by virtue of this act. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the 
respective terms of the district court of Massa- 
chusetts district, which are now required by law 
to be holden at Salem, within said district, shall 
hereafter. be holden at Boston, within said dis- 
trict, at the respective times now prescribed by 
law ; and that all writs and processes, of whatso- 
ever nature or kind, that have been or may be 
issued, and made returnable to the said court at 
Salem, shall be returnable and returned to the 
said court at Boston, anything in any formerlaw 
to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Approved, March 3, 1813. 

12th Con. 2d Szss.—43 


An Act to encourage. the destruction of the. armed 
vessels of war of the enemy. d 

Be it enacted, §c., That, during the present 
war with Great Britain, it shall be lawful for any 
person or persons to burn,sink, or destroy, any 
British armed vessel of war, except vessels com- 
ing as cartels or flags of truce ; and for that purpose 
to use torpedoes, submarine instruments, or any 
other destructive machine whatever: anda bounty 
of one-half the value of the armed vessel so burnt, 
sunk, or destroyed, and also one-half the value of 
her guns, cargo, tackle, and apparel, shall be paid 
out of the Treasury of the United States to such 
person or persons who shall effect the same, other- 
wise than by the armed or commissioned vessels 
of the United States, 

Approved, March 3, 1813. 


An Act the better to provide for the supplies of the 
Army of the United States, and for the accounta- 
bility of persons intrusted with the same. 

Be it enacted, §c., That the third section of 
the act, entitled “An act to provide for the erect- 
ing and repairing of arsenals and magazines, and 
for other purposes.” passed on the second day of 
April, one thousand seven hundred and ninety- 
four, be, and the same is hereby, repealed, from 
and after the tbirty-first-day of March, one thou- 
sand eight hundred and thirteen. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That there 
shall bea superintendent general of military sup- 
plies, who shall resideat the seat of Government, 
and receive an annual salary of three thousand 
dollars; and whose duty it shall be, under the 
direction of the Secretary for the War Depart- 
ment, to keep proper accounts of all the military 
stores and supplies of every description, pur- 
chased or distributed for the use of the Army of 
the United States, and of the volunteers and mil- 
itia in their service ; to prescribe the forms of all 
the returns and accounts of such stores and sup- 
plies purchased, on hand, distributed, used, or 
sold, to be rendered by the commissary of ord- 
nance and officers in his department, by the com- 
missary general of purchases and his deputies, 
by the several officers in the quartermaster gen- 
eral’s department, by the regimental quartermas- 
ters, by the hospital surgeons and other officers 
belonging to the hospital and medical depart- 
ment, and by all other officers, agents, or persons 
who shall have received, distributed, or been in- 
trusted with such stores and supplies as afore- 
said; to call to aecount all such persons; to audit 
and settle all such accounts, and, in case of de- 
linquency, to transmit the account, and to state 
the value of the articles unaccounted for by such 
delinquency, to the accounting officers of the 
Treasury, for final settlement and recovery of 
such value; to transmitall such orders, and gen- 
erally to perfurm all such other duties respecting 
the general superintendence of the purchase, 
transportation, safe-keeping, and accountability 
of military supplies and stores, as aforesaid, as 
may be prescribed by the Secretary for the War 
Department. 
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Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the 
commissary general of purchases and his depu- 
ties, the several officers in the quartermaster's 
department, the regimental quartermasters, the 
commissary of ordnance, his assistant and depu- 
ties, the principal hospital surgeons and officers 
belonging to the hospital.and medical depart- 
ments, and ail other officers, agents, or persons 
who shall have received, or may be intrusted 
with, any stores or supplies, of any description 
whatever, for the use of the Army of the United 
States, and of the volunteers or militia in their 
service, shall render quarterly accounts of the 
disposition and state of all such stores and sup- 
plies to the superintendent aforesaid, and shall 
also make such other returns respecting the same, 
and at such other times as the Secretary for the 
War Department may prescribe: Provided, how- 
ever, That the accounts and returns thus rendered 
shall relate to the articles of supply only, which 
may have been received and disposed of, or as 
may remain on hand, and shall not embrace the 
specie accounts for moneys disbursed by such 
officers, agents, or other persons; which specie 
accounts shall be rendered, as heretofore, to the 
Accountant for the War Department. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the 
officers, agents, or other persons, who may re- 
ceive moneys in advance from the War Depart- 
ment, shall render quarterly accounts to the Ac- 
countant of the said Department, of their specie 
receipts and disbursements, and shall moreover 
make such other monthly summary statements 
thereof, to the Secretary forthe said Department, 
as he may prescribe. And the quarterly accounts 
of supplies, or of moneys, rendered as aforesaid, 
shall be respectively settled by the superintendent 
general of military supplies, and by the Account- 
ant of the War Department, according to their 
respective authorities, within three months after 
the time when such accounts shall have respec- 
tively been rendered to them. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the 
Secretary of the War Department shall be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to define 
and prescribe the species as well as the amount 
of supplies to be respectively purchased by the 
commissary general’s and quartermaster general’s 
departments, and the respective duties and pow- 
ers of the said departments respecting such pur- 
chases; and also to adopt and prescribe general 
regulations for the transportation of the articles 
of supply from the places of purchase to the sev- 
eral armies, garrisons, posts,and recruiting places, 
for the safe-keeping of such articles, and for the 
distribution of an adequate and timely supply of 
the same to the regimental quartermasters, and to 
such other officers as may by virtue of such reg- 
ulations be intrusted with the same. And the 
Secretary aforesaid is also authorized to fix and 
make reasonable allowances for the store rent, 
storage, and salary of store-keepers, necessary 
for the safe-keeping of al! military stores and 
supplies, 

SEC. 6. And be it further enacted, That the 
superintendent general of military supplies shall 


be appointed by the -President, with the advice 
and consent of the Senate; but the President is 
hereby authorized to make the appointment during 
the recess of the Senate, which appointment shall 
be submitted to the Senate at their next meeting 
for their advice and consent. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the 
superintendent general of military supplies shall 
be authorized to employ a sufficient number of 
clerks: Provided, That their annual compensa- 
tion shall not exceed in the whole seven thou- 
sand dollars; and the sum of eight thousand dol- 
lars is hereby appropriated for paying the said 
compensation, and that of the superintendent 
aforesaid, during the year one thousand eight 
hundred and thirteen, to be paid out of any mo- 
ney in the Treasury, not otherwise appropriated. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That the 
President of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
empowered, as he may deem it expedient, either 
to appoint for the time being a special commissary 
or commissaries for the purpose of supplying, by 
purchase or contract, and of issuing, or to authorize 
any officer or officers in the quartermaster gene- 
ral’s department to supply and issue, as aforesaid, 
the whole or any part of the army, in cases where, 
either from the want of contractors, or from any 
deficiency on their part, or from any other con- 
tingency, such measure may be proper and ne- 
cessary in order to insure the subsistence of the 
army or of any part thereof; and such special 
commissaries shall each, whilst employed, be 
entitled to the pay and emoluments of a deputy 
quartermaster general. r 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That the 
President of the United States be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to appoint not exceeding six 
assistant commissaries, to be attached to such 
army, or to reside at such places respectively as 
the Secretary for the War Department may di- 
rect, for the purpose of receiving from the com- 
missary general of purchases, or from his deputies, 
and of distributing to the regimental quartermas- 
ters, and to such officers as may, by the Secretary 
aforesaid, be designated, the clothing and other 
supplies purchased by the commissary general 
aforesaid, or his deputies, and destined for the 
use of the troops belonging to the army, or in the 
vicinity of the place to which such assistant com- 
missaries may respectively be attached. And said 
assistant commissaries shall, whilst employed, be 
entitled to the pay and emoluments of a deputy 
quartermaster general. 

Approved, March 3, 1813. 


An Act to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
provide new certificates of registry. 

Be it enacted, &c., That it shall be the duty of 
the Secretary of the Treasury to cause to be pro- 
vided blank certifieates of registry. and such other 
papers as may be necessary, executed in such 
manner, and with such marks as he may direct; 
and from and after the thirty-first day of De- 
cember, one thousand eight hundred and fourteen, 
no certificate of registry shall be issued, except 
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such as shall have:been provided and marked as 
aforesaid ; and the ships or vessels of the United 
States, which shall have been duly registered as 
such, shall be entitled.tó new certificates of regis- 
try (gratis) in exchange for their old certifieates 
of registry.. And it shall be the duty of the re- 
spective collectors, on departure of any such ship 
or vessel, after the said thirty-first day of Decem- 
ber, one thousand eight hundred and fourteen, 
from any district to which such ship or vessel 
shall belong, to issue a new certificate accord- 
iügly, and to retain and deface the former cer- 
tificate. 

Sec. 2. And beit further enacted, That a sum 
not exceeding ten thousand dollars be, and the 
same is hereby, appropriated, outof any money 
in the Tréasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
earry this act into effect. 

Approved, March 3, 1813. 


An Act rewarding the officers and crew of the frigate 
Constitution, and the officers and crew of the Wasp. 
Be it enacted, Fc., That the President of the 

United States be, and he is hereby, authorized to 

have distributed, as prize money, to Captain Isaac 

Hull, of the frigate Constitution, his officers and 

crew, the sum-of fifty thousand dollars for the 

capture and destruction of the British frigate 
: Guerriere ; and the like sum, in like manner, to 

Captain William Bainbridge, his officers and 

Crew, for the capture and destruction of the Brit- 

ish frigate Java; and the sum of twenty-five 

thousand dollars; in like manner, to Captain Ja- 
cob Jones, of the sloop of war Wasp, his officers 
and crew, for the capture of the British sloop of 
war-Frolie ; and that the sum of one hundred and 
twenty-five thousand dollars, out of any money 
in the Treasury -not otherwise appropriated, be, 
and the same is hereby, appropriated for the pur- 
‘poses aforesaid. 
Approved, March 3, 1813. 


An Act for the better organization of the general staff 
of the Army of the United States. 

. Beit enacted, ¢c., That the adjutant-general’s, 
inspector general’s, and quartermaster general’s 
departments shall consist of the following officers, 
that is to say: an adjutant and inspector general, 
with the rank, pay, and emoluments of a briga- 
dier general, and not exceeding eight adjutants 
general, sixteen assistant adjutants general, eight 
topographical engineers, eight assistant topo- 
graphical engineers, eight inspectors general, six- 
teen assistant inspectors general, eight quarter- 
masters general, eight deputy quartermasters gen- 
general, and thirty-two assistant deputy quarter- 
masters general. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
President of the United States be, and is hereby, 
authorized, if he shall deem it expedient, to as- 
sign one of the brigadiers general to the princi- 
pal army of the United States, who shall, in such 
case, act as adjutant and inspector general, and 
as chief of the staff of such army; and the quar- 
termaster general attached to the principal army 


shall, as heretofore, have the brevet rank, and the 
pay and emoluments of a brigadier general. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That all the 
other adjutants shall have the brevet rank, and the 
pay and emoluments of a colonel of cavalry; all 
the other inspectors general, and quartermasters 
general, shall have the brevet rank, and the pay 
and emoluments of a colonel of infantry; the 
assistant adjutants general, assistant inspectors 
general, deputy quartermasters general, and topo- 
graphical engineers, shall have the brevet rank, 
and the pay and emoluments of a major of cav- 
alry ; and the assistant topographical engineers, 
and assistant deputy quartermasters general, shall 
have the brevet rank, and the pay and emolu- 
ments of a captain of infantry. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the 
assistant adjutants general, the assistant inspec- 
tors general, and the assistant topographical en- 
gineers, shall be taken from the line. The adju- 
tants general, inspectors general, quartermasters 
general deputy quartermasters general, topo- 
graphical engineers, and assistant deputy quarter- 
masters general, may be taken from the line, or 
not, as the President may deem expedient. And 
officers taken from the line, and transferred to the 
staff, shall receive only the pay and emoluments 
attached to the rank in the staff; but their trans- 
fer shall be without prejudice to their rank and 
promotion in the line, according to their said rank 
and seniority, which promotion shall take piace 
according to usage, in the same manner as if they 
had not been thus transferred. 

Sec. 5. And beit further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of the Secretary of the War Depart- 
ment, and he is;hereby authorized, to prepare gen- 
eral regulations, better defining and prescribing 
the respective duties and powers of the several 
officers in the adjutant general, inspector general, 
quartermaster general, and commissary of ord- 
nance departments, of the topographical engi- 
neers, of the aids of generals, and generally of 
the general and regimental staff ; which regula- 
tions, when approved by the President o the 
United States, shall be respected and obeyed, un- 
til altered or revoked by the same authority. 
And the said general regulations, thus prepared 
and approved, shall be laid before Congress at 
their next session. . 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the 
number of assistant deputy commissaries of 
ordnance shall not exceed sixteen, and that they 
shall respectively be entitled to the brevet rank, 
and to the pay and emoluments of a first lieuten- 
ant of infantry. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That, for 
the better superintendence and management of 
the hospital and medical establishment of the 
Army of the United States, there shall be a phys- 
ician and surgeon general, with an annual salary 
of two thousand five hundred dollars, and an 
apothecary general, with an annual salary of 
eighteen hundred dollars ; whose respective duties 
and powers shall be prescribed by the President of 
the United States. 

Sac. 8. And be it further enacted, That the 


1351 APPENDIX. 1352 


camma PENES EIER Tc ŮŮŮĖ———_ MM 


Public Acts of Congress. 


continued in force for one year, and from thence 
to the end of the next session of Congress, and 
no longer. 

Approved, March 3, 1813. 


forage, wagon, and barrack masters shall be ap- 
pointed as heretofore; but each quartermaster 
general, attached to any separate army, com- 
mand, or district, shall be authorized, with the 
approbation, and under the direction, of the Sec- 
retary of the War Department, to appoint as 
many such officers, and to employ as many arti- 
ficers, mechanics, and laborers, as the public ser- 
vice may require. . 

Src. 9. And be it further enacted, That the 
assistant deputy quartermasters general may be 
appointed, and officers taken from the line and 
transferred to the staff, may be thus transferred 
by the President of the United States alone. 
But all other new appointments authorized by 
this act shall be made by the President of the 
United States, with the advice and consent of 
the Senate. Provided, That, during the regis of 
the Senate, such appointments may be made by 
the President alone, in which case the same shall 
be laid before the Senate at their next session for 
their advice and consent. 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That every 
act, and every part of an act of Congress, now in 
force, within the purview and meaning of this 
act, be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

SEC. 11. And be it further enacted, That all 
letters and packets to and from the adjutant and 
inspector general, adjutants general, inspectors 
general, quartermasters general, commissary gen- 
eral of ordnance, physician, and surgeon general, 
and apothecary general, which relate to their offi- 
cial duties, shall be free from postage. 

Szo. 12. And be it further enacted, That the 
President of the United States be, and he is here- 
by, authorized to appoint any of the officers au- 
thorized by an act, entitled “An act making pro- 
vision for an additional number of general offi- 
cers,” passed the twenty-fifth day of February, 
one thousand eight hundred and thirteen, during 
the recess of the Senate, to be submitted to the 
Senate at their next session for their advice and 
consent; and that no officer appointed, or who 
may be appointed, by virtue of the aforesaid act, 
shall be entitled to receive any pay or emolu- 
ment until he shall be called into actual service, 
nor for any longer time than he shall be con- 
tinued therein. 

Approved, March 3, 1813. 


An Act supplementary to the act for increasing the 
Navy. 

Be it enacted, &c., That the President be and 
he is hereby authorized to have built six sloops 
of war, and to have the same manned, equipped, 
and commissioned for service; and that the Presi- 
dent be authorized to have built, or procured, 
such a number of sloops of war, or other armed 
vessels, to be manned, equipped, and commis- 
sioned, as the, publie service may require, on the 
lakes. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
President be and he is hereby authorized to ap- 
point such officers, and to employ the number of 
seamen which may be necessary for such vessels 
as are authorized by law to be put in commission, 
any law to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That for the 
building or procuring said vessels, and for the 
payment of two hundred thousand dollars, for 
vessels already procured on the lakes, by direc- 
tion of the President, that the sum of nine hun- 
dred thousand dollars, out of any money in the 
Treasury, not otherwise appropriated, be and the 
same is hereby appropriated. 

Sec 4. And be it further enacted, That the 
sum of one hundred thousand dollars be appro- 
priated for the purpose of establishing a dock 
yard, for repairing the vessels of war, in such cen- 
tral and convenient place on the seaboard as the 
President of the United States shall designate. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the 
President be and he is hereby authorized to con- 
tract for the building any of the six forty-four 
gun ships authorized by law: Provided, That 
the building be under inspection of an agent ap- 
pointed by the Secretary of the Navy. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the 
President of the United States be authorized to 
sell or dispose of such and so many of the gun- 
boats belonging to the United States as may have 
become unfit for service, or as, in his judgment, 
may no longer be necessary to be retained by the 
Government. 

Approved, March 3, 1813. 


An Act to revive and continue in force “An act de- 
claring the consent of Congress to an act of the 
State of Georgia, passed the twelfth day of Decem- 
ber, one thousand eight hundred and four, establish- 
ing the fees of the harbor master and health officer 
of the ports of Savannah and St. Mary’s.” 


Be it enacted, $c., That the act of Congress, 
passed the second day of March, one thousand 
eight hundred and eleven, entitled “An act de- 
claring the consent of Congress to an act of the 
State of Georgia, passed the twelfth day of De- 
cember, one thousand eight hundred and four, 
establishing the fees of the harbor master and 
health officer of the ports of Savannah and St. 
Mary's be, and the same is hereby, revived and 


An Act making appropriations for the support of the 
Navy of the United States, for the year one thou- 
sand eight hundred and thirteen. 


Be it enacted, §c., That, for defraying the ex- 
penses of the Navy, during the year one thou- 
sand eight hundred and thirteen, the following 
sums be,and the same hereby are, respectively 
appropriated, that is to say: 

For the pay and subsistence of the officers, and 
pay of the seamen, one million six hundred and 
sixty-eight thousand dollars; and for pay due to 
the officers and crews of the publie ships and 
other vessels in commission, for the year one thou- 
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sand eight hundred and twelve, three hundred. 


and sixty-five thousand dollars. t 
For provisions, seven hundted and seventy-five 
thousand dollars, i 2 i ] 
For medicines, instruments, hospital stores, and 
all expenses on aecount of the sick, one hundred 
thousand dollars. 


For repair of vessels, six hundred and forty 


thousand dollars. : 

F'or freight, store rent, and all other contingent 
expenses, two hundred and fifty thousand dollars. 

For expenses of navy yards, comprising docks 
and other improvements, pay of superintendents, 
store-keepers, clerks, and laborers, ninety thou- 
sand dollars. i 

For ordnance, and for ordnance and military 
stores, one hundred thousand dollars. 

For pay and subsistence of the marine corps, 
including provisions for those òn shore, and for- 
age for the staff, two hundred and forty-five thou- 
sand three hundred and ninety-one dollars and 
seventy cents. 

For ciothing for the same, seventy-one thou- 
sand seven hundred and eighty-eight dollars and 
ten cents. i ' 

For military stores for the same, twenty-seven 
thousand six hundred and eight dollars and sev- 
enty-five cents. 

For medicines, medical services, hospital stores, 
and all other expenses on account of the sick 
belonging to the marine corps, twenty thousand 
dollars. : 

For quartermasters’ and barrack masters’ stores, 
officers’ travelling expenses, atmorers! and car- 
penters’ bills, fuel, premiums for enlisting men, 
musical instruments, bounty to music, and other 
contingent expenses of the marine corps, forty- 
six thousand dollars. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
several sums specifically appropriated by this act 
shall be paid out of any moneys in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. 

Approved, March 3, 1813. 


An Act making appropriations for the support of the 
Military Establishment, and of the volunteer militia 
in the actual service of the United States, for the 
year one thousand eight hundred and thirteen. 


Be it enacted, &c., That, for defraying the ex- 
penses of the Military Establishment of the Uni- 
ted States, including the volunteers and militia, 
in their actual service, for the year one thousand 
eight hundred and thirteen, for the Indian de- 
partment, and for the expense of fortifications, 
arsenals, and armories, the following sums, in- 
cluding the sum of one million of dollars already 
appropriated by the first section of the act, enti- 
tled "An act making certain partial appropria- 
tions for the year one thousand eight hundred and 
thirteen,” be, ane the same are hereby, respect- 
ively appropriated, that is to say: 

For ie is of the Army of the United States, 
including the pay of the artificers and laborers in 
the quartermaster general's and ordnance depart- 
ments, and of the private servants kept by offi- 


cers, and for the pay of the volunteers and mili- 


tia in the actual service of the United States, five 
million. one hundred and sixty-eight thousand: 
eight hundred and three dollars. 

For forage to officers, one hundred and nine 
thousand two hundred and twenty-four dollars. 

For the subsistence of the army, and volunteers, 
and militia, two million nine hundred and sev- 
enty-seven thousand five hundred and thirty-one 
dollars. j 

For clothing, two million fifteen thousand 
eight hundred and eighty-four dollars. 

For bounties and premiums, five hundred and 
Aaeeea thousand seven hundred and forty dol- 
ars. 

For camp and field equipage, two hundred and 
seventy thousand dollars. 

For the medical and hospital department, two 
hundred thousand dollars. . . 

For ordnance and ordnance stores, nine hun- 
dred and twenty-eight thousand dollars. 

For fortifications, four hundred and ninety- 
seven thousand dollars. 

For arsenals, magazines, and armories, three 
hundred and fifty-two thousand two hundred and 
eight dollars. 

For the quartermaster general's department 
including fuel, straw, barrels, quarters, tools, an 
all the expenses incident to transportation, two 
million three hundred thousand dollars. 

For contingencies, three hundred and five thou- 
sand three hundred and seventeen dollars. 

For purchasing books, maps, and plans, two 
thousaud five hundred dollars. 

For the salary of the commissary general of 
purchases, three thousand dollars. 

For the salary of the clerks employed in the 


| offices of the adjutant general, of the commissary 


general, and of the quartermaster general, eight 
thousand dollars. ; 

For the purchase of books and apparatus for 
the military academy, twelve thousand dollars. 

For the Indian department, one hundred and 
sixty-four thousand five hundred dollars. 

For the repayment of the sum of five hundred 
and twenty-seven dollars, being a balance due 
the State of Maryland, of moneys paid by that 
State to the United States, as the purchase 
money of public arms, which have not been fully 
supplied. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
several sums specifically appropriated by this act 
shall be paid out of any moneys in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. 

Approved, March 3, 1813. 


An Act making an appropriation for alterations and 
repairs in the Capitol. 


Be it enacted, §c., That a sum not exceeding 
five thousand dollars shall be and the same is 
hereby appropriated, to be applied under the di- 
rection of the President of the United States, in 
such repairs or alterations in the Chamber of the 
House of Representatives as may be necessary 
for their accommodation in their future sessions, 
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ing in view as well the increased number of 
Wi abd as the better lighting, ventilating, 
and warming the Chamber ; which sum shall be 
paid out of any ones in the Treasury not oth- 

ise appropriated. 
Seo. nd be it further enacted, That five 
hundred dollars be appropriated to repair the roof 
of the Capitol, to be paid out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Approved, March 3, 1813. 


‘An Act making appropriation for the support of Gov- 
ernment for the year one thousand eight hundred 
and thirteen. 

Be it enacted, &c., That, for the expenditure of 
the civil list, in the present year, including the 
contingent expenses of the several departments 
and offices, for the compensation of the several 
joan officers and their clerks, and for books and 
stationery for the same; for the payment of an- 
nuities and grants; for the support of the mint 
establishment; for the expense of intercourse with 
foreign nations;. for the support of light-houses, 
beacons, buoys, and public piers; for defraying 
ihe expenses of surveying the public lands ; and 
for satisfying certain miscellaneous claims, the 
following sums be, and the same are hereby, re- 
spectively appropriated, that is to say : 

For compensation granted by law to the mem- 
bers of the Senate and House of Representatives, 
their officers, and attendants, estimated for a ses- 
sion of four months and a half continuance, one 
hundred and ninety-six thousand two hundred 
and fifty-five dollars. 

For the expense of fire-wood, stationery, print- 
ing, and all other contingent expenses of the two 
Houses of Congress, fifty-two thousand dollars. 

For all contingent expenses of the library of 
Congress, and for the librarian’s allowance, for 
the year one thousand eight hundred and thirteen, 
eight hundred dollars. 

For compensation to the President and Vice 
President of the United States, thirty thousand 
dollars. 

For compensation to the Secretary of State, 
clerks, and persons employed in that department, 
including a deficiency of one thousand one hun- 
dred and twenty-five dollars, in last year’s appro- 
priation, fifteen thousand two hundred and fifty- 
eight dollars. 

For compensation to a clerk on old records in 
the said department, ‘for the year eighteen hun- 
dred and thirteen, one thousand one hundred and 
fifty dollars. 

For compensation toa messenger to the Patent 
office, two hundred dollars. 

For additional compensation to the clerks in 
the said department, not exceeding fifteen per 
centum, in addition to the sum allowed by the 
act, entitled “An act to regulate and fix the com- 
pensation of clerks, and to authorize the laying 
out certain certain publie roads, and for other 
purposes,” one thousand and seventy-two dollars 
and fifty-four cents. 


For the incidental and contingent expenses of 


the said department, one thousand five hundred 
dollars. Me 

For printing and distributing the laws of the 
second session of the twelfth Congress, and print- 
ing the laws in newspapers, including the sum of 
six thousand two hundred and eighty-two dollars, 
to make good a deficiency in the appropriation 
for this object in the vear one thousand eight hun- 
dred and twelve, thirteen thousand six hundred 
and twenty-two dollars. 

For compensation to the Secretary of the Trea- 
sury, clerks, and persons employed in his office, 
including a deficiency of ten dollars in last year's. 
appropriation, thirteen thousand three hundred 
and nine dollars and eighty-one cents. 

For expense of translating foreign languages, 
allowance to the person employed in transmitting. 
passports and sea letters, and for stationery and 
printing in the office of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, one thousand dollars. ; 

For compensation to the Comptroller of the 
Treasury, clerks, and persons employed in his 
office, including the sum of two thousand eight 
hundred and eighty-nine dollars for compensa- 
tion to his clerks, in addition to the sum allowed 
by the act of the twenty-first of April, one thou- 
sand eight hundred and six, fifteen thousand eight. 
hundred and sixty-six dollars. 

For expense of stationery, printing, and inci- 
dental and eontingent expenses of the Comptrol- 
ler's office, eight hundred dollars. 

For compensation to the Auditor of the Trea- 
sury, clerks, and persons employed in his office, 
twelve thousand two hundred und twenty-one 
dollars, 

For expense of stationery, printing, and inci- 
dental and contingent expenses of the Auditor's. 
office, five hundred dollars. 

For compensation to the Treasurer, clerks, and 
persons employed in his office, including a sum 
of one thousand dollars for compensation to his. 
clerks, in addition to the sum allowed by the act 
of the twenty-first of April, one thousand eight 
hundred and six, seven thousand two hundred 
and twenty-seven dollars and forty-five cents. 

For expenses of stationery, printing, and inci- 
dental and contingent expenses of the Treasur- 
er's office, one thousand three hundred dollars. 

For compensation to the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, clerks, and persons employed 
in his office, including the sum of five hundred 
and eighty-five dollars and twenty-four cents, for 
extra services of clerks, and for the service of a 
messenger during the year one thousand eight 
hundred and twelve, ten thousand nine hundred 
and ninety-five dollars. 

For expense of stationery, printing, and inci- 
dental and contingent expenses of the Commis- 
sioner's office, including four hundred and seven- 
ty four dollars and twenty cents, to defray those 
expenses in the year one thousand eight hundred 
and twelve, seven hundred and twenty-four dol- 
lars and twenty cents. 

For the expense of vellum and printing land 
patents, including the sum of fifteen hundred and 
six dollars and twenty-five cents, for defraying. 
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the expense incurred for that object, in the year 
one thousand -eight hundred and twelve; four 
thousand three hundred and six dollars:and twen- 
ty-five cents. ` SR 

For compensation to the Register of the Trea- 
sury, clerks, and persons employed in his office, 
sixteen thousand and fifty-two dollars and two 
cents. : ; 

For additional compensation to the clerks in 
the "Treasury Department, not exceeding fifteen 
per centum, in addition to the sum allowed by the 
act, entitled “An act to regulate and fix the com- 
pensation of elerks, and to authorize the layin 

-out certain public roads, and for other purposes,” 
six thousand six hundred and thirty-four dollars 
and nine cents. 

For compensation to the messenger of the Re- 
gister's office, for stamping and arranging ships’ 
registers, ninety dollars, 

For expense of stationery, printing; and all 
other incidental and contingent expenses in the 
Registet’s office, including books for the public 
stocks, and for the arrangement of the marine 
records, two thousand eight hundred dollars. 

. For fuel, and other contingent and incidental 
expenses of the Treasury Department, four thou- 
sand dollars. : 

For the purchase of books, maps, and charts, 
for the use of the Treasury Department, four hun- 
dred dollars. : S : E 

For compensation to:a Superintendent, em- 
ployed to secure the buildings and records of the 
Treasury Department, during the year one thou- 
sand eight hundred and thirteen, including the 
expense of two watchmen, the repairs of two fire 
engines, buckets, lanterns, and other incidental 
and contingent expenses, one thousand one hun- 
dred dollars. 

For defraying the expense of stating and print- 
ing the publie documents for the year one thou- 
sand eight hundred and thirteen, one thousand 
two hundred dollars. 

For compensation to the Secretary of the Com- 
missioners of the Sinking Fund, two hundred 
and fifty dollars. 

For compensation to the Secretary of War, 
clerks, and persons employed in his office, includ- 
ing the sum of three thousand nine hundred aud 
sixty dollars for clerk hire, in addition to the sum 
allowed by theact of April twenty-first, one thou- 
sand eight hundred and six, fifteen thousand two 
hundred and ten dollars. 

For expense of fuel, stationery, printing, and 
other contingent expenses in the office of the Sec- 
retary of War, two thousand dollars. 

For compensation to the Accountant of the 
War Department, clerks, and persons employed 
in his office, including the sum of five thousand 
dollars for clerk hire, in addition to the sum al- 
lowed by the act of the twenty-first of April, one 
thousand eight hundred and six, fifteen thousand 
nine hundred and ten dollars. | y 

For additional compensation to the clerks in 
the War Department, not exceeding fifteen per 
centum, in addition to the sum allowed by the 
act, entitled “An act to regulateand fix the com- 


pensation of clerks, and to authorize the laying 
out certain public roads, and for other pur- 
poses," two thousand two hundred and twenty- 
six dollars. . > . 

For contingent -expenses in the office of the 
Accountant of the War Department, one thou- 
sand dollars, , 

For compensation to the clerks employed in 
the Paymaster’s office, nine thousand and ninety 
dollars. 

For compensation to a messenger for the Pay~ 
master's office, four hundred and ten dollars. 

For contingent expenses in the said office, five 
hundred dollars. 

To Doyle Sweeny, for compensation for his 
services as clerk in the officeof Purveyor of Pub- 
lic Supplies, in the year one thousand eight 
hundred and ten, one hundred and twenty-five 
dollars. 

For compensation to the Secretary of the Navy, 
elerks, and persons employed in his office, in- 
cluding thesum of one thousand six hundred dol- 
lars clerk hire, in addition to the sum allowed by 
the act of the twenty-first of April, one thousand 
eight hundred and six, eleven thousand four hun- 
dred and ten dollars. i 

For expenses of stationery, fuel, printing, and 
other contingent expenses in the said office, two 
thousand dollars. . 

For compensation to the Accountant of the 
Navy, clerks and persons employed in his office, 
ten thousand four hundred and ten dollars. 

For contingent expenses in the office of the 
Accountant of the Navy, one thousand dollars. 

For additional compensation to the clerks in 
the Navy Department, not exceeding fifteen per 
centum in addition to the sum allowed by the 
act, entitled “An act to regulate and fix the com- 
pensation of clerks, and to authorize the laying 
out of certain publie roads, and for other pur- 
poses,” one thousand nine hundred and thirty-five 
dollars. 

For compensation to the Postmaster General, 
Assistant Postmasters General, clerks, and per- 
sons employed in the Postmaster General’s office, 
including the sum of three thousand five hundred 
and twelve dollars for compensation to clerks, in 
addition to the sum allowed by the act of the 
twenty-first of April, one thousand eight hundred 
and six, nineteen thousand five hundred and six- 
ty-seven dollars. 

For the expense of fuel, house rent for the mes- 
senger, candles, stationery, chests, &c., incident 
to the Postmaster General's office, two thousand 
eight hundred dollars. 

For additional compensation to the clerks em- 
ployed in the Postmaster General's office not ex- 
ceeding fifteen per centum in addition tothe sum 
allowed by the act, entitled "An act to regulate 
and fix the compensation of clerks, and to author- 
ize the laying out certain public roads, and for 
other purposes,” one thousand four hundred and 
one dollars and seventy-five cents. 

For compensation to the several Loan officers, 
thirteen thousand two hundred and fifty dollars. 

For compensation to the clerks of the Commis- 
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sioners of Loans, including a sum of two thou- 
sand dollars in addition to the amount heretofore 
allowed by law, and for allowance to certain 
Loan officers, in lieu of clerk hire, and to defray 
the authorized expense of the several Loan offices, 
seventeen thousand dollars. 

For compensation to the Surveyor General 
and his elerks, three thousand two hundred dol- 
lars. 

For compensation to the Surveyor of the lands 
south of Tennessee, clerks employed in his office, 
and for stationery and other contingencies, in- 
cluding the sum of one thousand five hundred 
dollars for clerk hire, in addition to thesums here- 
tofore appropriated for that object, four thousand 
seven hundred dollars. 

For compensation to the officers of the Mint, 
viz: 

The Director, two thousand dollars ; 

The Treasurer, one thousand two hundred dol- 
lars; 

The Assayer, one thousand five hundred dollars; 

The Chief Coiner, one thousand five hundred 
dollars ; 

The Melter and Refiner, one thousand five hun- 
dred dollars ; 

The Engraver, one thousand two hundred dol- 
lars ; 

One clerk, at seven hundred dollars, and 

One clerk at five hundred dollars ; 

For wages to the persons employed in melting, 
coining, carpenters’, millwrights’, and smiths? 
work, including the sum of one thousand dollars 
allowed to an assistant coiner and die forger, 
who also oversees the execution of the iron work, 
and of six hundred dollars allowed to an as- 
sistant engraver, eight thousand five hundred 
dollars ; 

For repairs of furnaces, cost of rollers and 
screws, timber, bar-iron, lead, steel, potash, and 
for all other contingencies of the Mint, five thou- 
sand three hundred and four dollars and sixty- 
two cents; 

For an allowance for wastage in the gold and 
silver coinage, three thousand dollars. 

For compensation to the Governor, Judges, and 
Secretary, of the Mississippi Territory, nine thou- 
sand dollars. 

For expense of stationery, office rent, and other 
contingent expenses of said Territory, three hun- 
dred and fifty dollars. 

For compensation to the Governor, Judges, and 
Secretary, of the Indiana Territory, six thousand 
six hundred dollars. 

For expense of stationery, office rent, and other 
contingent expenses of said Territory, three hun- 
dred and fifty dollars. 

For compensation to the Governor, Judges, and 
Secretary, of the Michigan Territory, six thou- 
sand six hundred dollars. 

For expense of stationery, office rent, and other 
contingent expenses of said Territory, three hun- 
dred and fifty dollars. 

For compensation to the Governor, Judges, and 
Secretary of the Missouri Territory, six thousand 
six hundred dollars. 


For expense of stationery, office rent, and other 
contingent expenses of said Territory, three hun- 
dred and fifty dollars. 

For compensation to the Governor, Judges, and 
Secretary, of the Illinois Territory, six thousand 
six hundred dollars. 

For expense of stationery, office rent. and other 
contingent expenses of said Territory, three hun- 
dred and fifty dollars. 

For the discharge of such demands against the 
United States, on account of the Civil Depart- 
ment, not otherwise provided for, as shall have 
been admitted in due course of settlement at the 
Treasury, two thousand dollars. 

For compensation granted by law to the Chief 
Justice, the Associate Judges, and District Judges, 
of the United States, including the Chief Justice 
and two Associate Judges of the District of Co- 
lumbia, and to the Attorney General, including 
the sum of nine hundred and fifty-three dollars 
and eighty-four cents, for the salary of the addi- 
tional District Judge of the State of New York, 
for the year eighteen hundred and twelve, anda 
further sum of one thousand four hundred and 
fifty dollars, to make good a deficiency in the 
appropriation for the year eighteen hundred and 
twelve, for the compensation of the Attorney 
General, and of the District Judge of Louisiana, 
sixty-five thousand four hundred and three dol- 
Jars and eighty-four cents. 

For the like compensation granted to the sev- 
eral District Attorneys of the United States, three 
thousand four hundred dollars. 

For compensation granted to the several Mar- 
shals for the districts of Maine, New Hampshire, 
Vermont, New Jersey, North Carolina, Kentucky, 
Ohio, East and West Tennessee, and Louisiana, 
two thousand two hundred dollars. 

For defraying the expenses of the Supreme, 
Circuit, and District Courts of the United States, 
iucluding the District of Columbia, and of jurors 
and witnesses, in aid of the funds arising from 
fines, forfeitures, and penalties, and for defraying 
the expenses of prosecutions for offences against 
the United States, and for the safe-keeping of 
prisoners, forty thousand dollars. 

For the payment of sundry pensions granted 
by the late and present Government, eight hun- 
dred and sixty dollars. 

For the payment of the annual allowance to 
the invalid pensioners of the United States, from 
the fifth of March, one thousand eight hundred 
and thirteen, to the fourth of March, one thou- 
sand eight hundred and fourteen, ninety-eight 
thousand dollars. 

For expenses incident to the receiving the sub- 
scriptions to the loan of eleven millions of dollars, 
authorized by the act of the fourth of March, one 
thousand eight hundred and twelve, two thou- 
sand collars, in addition to the sum already for 
that purpose appropriated. 

For the maintenance and support of light-houses, 
beacons, buoys, and publie piers, stakeages of 
channels, bars, and shoals; and certain contingent 
expenses, including twenty-four thousand dollars 
for completing the fitting üp of all the light-houses 
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with Winslow Lewis’s improvements, ninety-one 
thousand three: hundred and forty-nine dollars 
and fifteen cents: : 

For erecting light-houses at the mouth of the 
Mississippi river, and at or near the pitch of Cape 
Lookout, in North Carolina, being the balance of 
a former appropriation carried to the surplus fund, 
thirty-four thousand nine hundred and ninety- 
five dollars and fifty cents. 

For building a light-house at Nawshawn isl- 
and, near Tarpaulin cove in Massachusetts, being 
the amount of a former appropriation carried to 
the surplus fund, two thousand four hundred and 
seventy-five dollars. 

For erecting a beacon and placing buoys near 
the entrance of Savannah river, being an expense 
incurred under the act of the sixteenth of July, 
one thousand seven hundred and ninety-eight, 
carried to the surplus fund, two thousand four 
hundred and ninety-four dollars and eighty-nine 
cents. 

For erecting two lights on Lake Erie, viz: on 
or near Bird island, and on or near Presque Isle, 
being the balance of a former appropriation car- 
ried to the surplus fund, one thousand five hun- 
dred and ninety dollars. 

` For placing buoys or beacons at or near the 
entrance of the harbor of Beverly, in Massachu- 
setts, being the balance of a former appropriation 
carried to the surplus fund, three hundred and 
forty-one dollars and ninety-five cents. 

For rebuilding the Baldhead light-house, in 
North Carolina, fifteen thousand dollars. 

For placing a buoy at the entrance of Barn- 
stable harbor, one hundred dollars. 

For the support of sick and disabled seamen, 
in addition to-the funds already appropriated by 
law, twenty thousand dollars. 

For defraying the expense of surveying the 
publie land within the several Territories of the 
United States, sixty-one thousand two hundred 
and sixty dollars. 

For the payment of a claim for taking the sec- 


ond census or enumeration of the inhabitants of 


the United States, the sum appropriated for that 
object having been heretofore carried to the sur- 
plus fund, two hundred and seventy-seven dollars 
and twelve cents. 

For the support and safe-keeping of prisoners 
of war, one hundred and fifty thousand dollars. 

For bringing the votes for President and Vice 
President of the United States to the seat of Gov- 
ernment, one thousand nine hundred and eleyen 
dollars and fifty cents. f 

For paying the bounties which may become 
payable to the owners of private armed vessèls, 
in conformity with the ninth section of the act of 
the twenty-sixth of June, one thousand eight hun- 
dred and twelve, ten thousand dollars. 

For making the road from Cumberland, in the 
State of Maryland, to the State of Ohio, to be 
repaid out of the five per cent. fund, reserved for 
that purpose, one hundred and forty thousand 
dollars. ] : 

For pensions to the widows and children of offi- 
cers and soldiers killed in the campaign of one 


x 


thousand-eight hundred and eleven, on the Wa- 
bash, from the seventh of November, one thou- 


| sand eight hundred and eleven, to the thirty-first 


of December, one thousand eight hundred and 
thirteen, four thousand five hundred and seven- 
teen dollars ànd twenty-seven cents. 

For expenses of intercourse with foreign na- 


tions, thirty-five thousand four hundred dollars. 


For the contingent expenses of intercourse with 


foreign nations, fifty thousand dollars. 


For expenses of intercourse with the Barbary 


Powers, fifty thousand dollars. 


For the relief and protection of distressed Amer- 


ican seamen, fifteen thousand dollars. 


For expenses of prosecuting claims and appeals 


in the Courts of France and Denmark, in relation 
to captures of American vessels, and defending 
causes elsewhere, four thousand dollars. 


For the discharge of such miscellaneous claims 


against the United States, not otherwise provided 
for, as shall have been admitted in due course of 
settlement at the Treasury, four thousand dollars. 


Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That the sev- 


eral appropriations herein before made shall be 
paid and discharged out of the fund of six hun- 
dred thousand dollars, reserved by an act making 
provision for the debt of the United States, and 
of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. 


Approved, March 3, 1813. 


An Act for altering the time for holding the District 


Court in the District of Maine. 
Be it enacted, &c., That the session of the 


district court for the district of Maine, by law 
appointed to be holden at Wiscasset on the first 
Tuesday in March, shall, from and after the first 
day of April next, be holden at Wiscasset on the 
last Tuesday of February, annually, any law to 


the contrary notwithstanding. 
Approved, March 3, 1813. 


An Act vesting in the President of the United States 
the power of retaliation. 


Be it enacted, §c., That, in all and every case, 
wherein, during the present war between the 
United States of America and the United King- 
dom of Great Britain and [reland, any violations 
of the laws and usages of war among civilized 
nations, shall be or have been done and perpe- 
trated by those acting under authority of the Brit- 
ish Government, on any of the citizens of the 
United States, or persons in the land or naval 
service of the United States, the President of the 
United States is hereby authorized to cause full 
and ample retaliation to be made, according to 
the laws and usages of war among civilized na- 
tions, for all and every such violation as aforesaid. 

Sec. 2, And be it further enacted, That, in all 
cases where any outrage or act of cruelty or bar- 
barity shall be or has been practised by any In- 
dian or Indians, in alliance with the British 
Government, or in connexion with those acting 
under the authority of the said Government, on 
citizens of the United States or those under its 
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protection, the President of the United States is | President of the United States be, and he hereby 
hereby authorized to cause full and ample retal- | is, requested to present to Lieutenant Elliott, of 
jation to be done and executed on such British | the navy of the United States, an elegant sword, 
subjects, soldiers, seamen, or marines, or Indians, | with suitable emblems and devices, in testimony 
in alliance or connexion with Great Britain, be- | of the just sense entertained by Congress of his 
ing prisoners of war, as if thesame outrage or act gallantry and good conduct in boarding and cap- 
of cruelty or barbarity had been done under the | turing the British brigs Detroit and Caledonia, 
authority of the British Government. | while anchored under the protection of Fort Erie. 
Approved, March 3, 1813. Approved, January 29, 1813. 


Resolution relative to the brilliant achievements of; Resolution requesting the President of the United 
Captains Hull, Decatur, Jones, and Lieutenant! States to cause to be prepared and laid before Con- 
Elliott. gress a system of military discipline. 

Resolved, by the Senate and House of Repre-| Resolved, $c., That the President of the Uni- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Con- | ted States be, and he is hereby, requested to cause 
gress assembled, "That the President of the Uni- | to be prepared and laid before Congress, as soon 
ted States be, and he is hereby, requested to pre- | as practicable, a military system of discipline for 
o Caprio en x E E E E | Te Bisuuy of the army and militia of the Uni- 

aptain Decatur of the frigate United States, | ted States. 

and Captain Jones of the sloop-of-war Wasp, | Approved, March 3, 1813. 

each, a gold medal, with suitable emblems and | 

devices; and a silver medal, with like emblems | , ] i ; 

and devices, to each commissioned officer of the , Resolution requesting the President of the United 
aforesaid vessels, in testimony of the high sense | isi to cnet x Captain S iliam Bain- 
entertained by Congress of the gallantry, good) bridge and the officers of the frigate Constitution. 

conduct, and services of the captains, officers, and | Resolved, $c., That the President of the United 
crews of the aforesaid vessels, in their respective , States be, and he is hereby, requested to present 

Sis ibimus sa dernier m camo Vile Saeko eg 

€ | -of- ie; stitutio gold me suitable em- 
and the President is also requested to present a. blems and devices ; and a silver medal, with suit- 

o o be env gn and doves n i able ome pnd device to each one 
A e rela di o i ieutenant Bush, : officer of the said frigate, in testimony of the high 

an one us e nearest male re e of Lieuten- i sense entertained by Congress of the gallantry, 

ant Funk, in testimony of the ga lantry and merit _ good conduct,and services of Captain Bainbridge, 
of those deceased officers, in whom their country : his officers and crew, ia the capture of the Brit- 
has sustained a loss much to be regretted. ‘ish frigate Java, after a brave and skilful combat. 

Sec. 2. And be it further resolved, That the! Approved, March 3, 1813. . 


